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Abstract

State-of-the-art methods on conversational rec-
ommender systems (CRS) leverage external
knowledge to enhance both items’ and con-
textual words’ representations to achieve high
quality recommendations and responses gen-
eration. However, the representations of the
items and words are usually modeled in two
separated semantic spaces, which leads to mis-
alignment issue between them. Consequently,
this will cause the CRS to only achieve a sub-
optimal ranking performance, especially when
there is a lack of sufficient information from
the user’s input. To address limitations of pre-
vious works, we propose a new CRS frame-
work KLEVER, which jointly models items
and their associated contextual words in the
same semantic space. Particularly, we con-
struct an item descriptive graph from the rich
items’ textual features, such as item descrip-
tion and categories. Based on the constructed
descriptive graph, KLEVER jointly learns the
embeddings of the words and items, towards
enhancing both recommender and dialog gen-
eration modules. Extensive experiments on
benchmarking CRS dataset demonstrate that
KLEVER achieves superior performance, es-
pecially when the information from the users’
responses is lacking.

1 Introduction

Motivation and Problem. Recently, recom-
mender systems (Berg et al., 2017; Zhang et al.,
2019b,a; He et al., 2017; Wang et al., 2019; He
et al., 2020; Le and Lauw, 2017, 2021) have been
investigated extensively due to their practical ben-
efits for industrial applications. Such information
retrieval systems provide personalized recommen-
dations to the users based on their historical inter-
actions such as recorded ratings or clicking history.
However, conventional recommender systems suf-
fer from the cold-start problem wherein the systems
need to recommend items to new users or the user’s

Hi, any movie to watch with my
girlfriend on Valentine Day?

Hi, have you seen Me Before You
(2016), a great romantic film?

Not yet. But we both prefer adventure
and sci-fi movies, any suggestion?

Sure, then Interstellar (2014) seems to
be a good fit?  

Item Descriptive Graph

Me Before You

Interstellar

girlfriend

romantic

sci-fi

...

valentine

adventure

Figure 1: The three words girlfriend, valentine, roman-
tic and the item Me Before You express some com-
mon knowledge. Similar to the two words adventure,
sci-fi and the item Interstellar. An item descriptive
graph connects these information and reduces false
alignments between items and words.

interactions are very scarce (Gao et al., 2021). Be-
sides, it is hard for static recommender systems to
capture online user’s preferences, since the user’s
interests are often dynamic and vary over time (Gao
et al., 2021). For those reasons, conversational rec-
ommender systems (CRSs) (Christakopoulou et al.,
2016; Sun and Zhang, 2018; Zhou et al., 2020a;
Gao et al., 2021) have gained considerable atten-
tion from both academic researchers and industry
practitioners, thanks to their ability to offer interac-
tive experience and recommend suitable items on
the fly to the users. The goals of such systems are
to produce relevant recommendations by interac-
tively asking clarifying questions (Zou et al., 2020;
Lei et al., 2020a,b; Ren et al., 2021) and to gener-
ate human-like and informative responses (Li et al.,
2018b; Chen et al., 2019; Zhou et al., 2020a; Ma
et al., 2021).

A desirable quality of CRS frameworks is that
the systems could produce appropriate recommen-
dations by only comprehending some indicate
words from the conversations with the users. For
example, in the figure 1, the words “girlfriend,
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valentine, romantic” possibly correspond to the
item Me Before You (2016), while “adventure,
sci-fi” are more likely suitable for Interstellar
(2014). Understanding such relationships between
items and words is especially useful in many cases
when the users may not be familiar with available
items and only express their preferences by men-
tioning some descriptive words. However, state-of-
the-art approaches (Zhou et al., 2020a; Lu et al.,
2021) suffer from the problem of misalignment be-
tween those two kinds of information since word
and item representations in their proposed frame-
works are inherently modeled in two separated se-
mantic spaces.

Approach. We argue that the misalignment be-
tween item and context representations can be ad-
dressed by jointly learning them in a common se-
mantic space. Previous CRS frameworks suffer
from the misalignment problem due to the follow-
ing two reasons: (1) do not utilize the contextual de-
scriptive features to enrich the understanding of the
items and (2) lacking of an effective mechanism to
jointly learn word and item embeddings in the same
semantic space. To this end, we propose a novel
CRS framework called KLEVER (KnowLedge
Enhanced conVErsational Recommender System)
which jointly learn item and word representations
in the same semantic space. To facilitate our pro-
posed framework, we introduce (1) an item descrip-
tive graph, constructed by extracting descriptive
terms from entities’ textual features (such as item
categories, item reviews, entity descriptions). This
heterogeneous graph captures semantic relation-
ships between items and their descriptive words
and (2) a self-supervised learning setting to jointly
learn word and item representations. The sets of
learned representations are then used to enhance
the performance of both recommendation and dia-
log generation modules.

Contributions and Organization. Our contribu-
tions can be summarized as follows: Firstly, we
introduce a novel item descriptive graph that serves
as a prior resource for enhancing the accuracy of
items’ and words’ representations alignment. To
the best of our knowledge, this is the first work that
an item descriptive graph is introduced to better
learn the representations for items and improve the
performance of conversational recommendations.
Secondly, based on the constructed graph, we learn
the embeddings for items and contextual words
to optimize for a self-supervised link prediction

task. These embeddings are used for two down-
stream tasks: item recommendation and response
generation. Besides, we also introduce a bag-of-
words loss based on the connectivity of our item
descriptive graph to promote the model to gener-
ate relevant words with entities mentioned in the
conversation. Thirdly, we conduct extensive ex-
periments on a public CRS dataset to demonstrate
the superiority of KLEVER compared with state-
of-the-art competitors in Sections 5 and 6. Our
detailed analysis further shows its advantages in
the cold-start setting where the CRS needs to pre-
dict suitable recommended items using only the
word-based information. For completeness, we
discuss related work in Section 2 and conclude in
Section 7.

2 Related Work

Attribute-based CRS In this setting, CRS mod-
els focus on asking clarifying questions on the item
attributes. There are several works following this
line of research including reinforcement learning
based techniques (Sun and Zhang, 2018; Lei et al.,
2020a; Deng et al., 2021; Li et al., 2021), general-
ized binary search (Zou et al., 2020), graph-based
approaches (Xu et al., 2020; Lei et al., 2020b; Ren
et al., 2021; Xu et al., 2021), memory network
(Zhang et al., 2018), adversarial learning (Ren et al.,
2020) and multi-armed bandit algorithms (Chris-
takopoulou et al., 2016; Li et al., 2021). Another
line of research focuses on balancing exploration
(i.e asking questions) and exploitation (i.e recom-
mending items) trade-off for cold-start users (Gao
et al., 2021; Christakopoulou et al., 2016; Li et al.,
2021). Though attribute-based CRS models are
more controllable in industrial applications; how-
ever, such CRS systems lack of the ability to nat-
urally interact with the users, which may lead to
undesirable user experience.

Dialog-based CRS Recently, dialog-based CRS
models (Li et al., 2018b; Chen et al., 2019; Liao
et al., 2019; Kang et al., 2019; Liu et al., 2020;
Zhou et al., 2020a; Chen et al., 2020; Hayati et al.,
2020; Zhou et al., 2020b; Liang et al., 2021; Lu
et al., 2021) have been extensively investigated
due to their flexibility and interactiveness. Li et al.
(2018b) propose a benchmark dataset called RE-
DIAL which is collected from Amazon Mechanical
Turk (AMT). The dataset consists of a large amount
human conversations in movie recommendation
scenarios. State-of-the-art dialog-based CRS mod-
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Figure 2: The overall framework of our model.

els (Chen et al., 2019; Zhang et al., 2021; Zhou
et al., 2020a; Lu et al., 2021) propose to incorpo-
rate domain knowledge to enhance the semantic
meaning of the conversation. Zhou et al. (2020a)
leverage two knowledge graphs, i.e Dbpedia (Bizer
et al., 2009) and ConcepNet (Speer et al., 2017)
to connect related entities and words respectively
and learn those two pieces of information in two
separated vector spaces. Moreover, they leverage
a Mutual Information Maximization (MIM) objec-
tive (Veličković et al., 2019; Kong et al., 2019) to
align word and entity representations that express
the same knowledge.

Our work lies in the research of dialog-based
CRS. In contrast to previous works (Zhou et al.,
2020a) (Lu et al., 2021), we propose to jointly learn
item and context representations in the same seman-
tic space by using the proposed item descriptive
graph and a self-supervised objective function.

3 Preliminaries

For convenience, we denote I,V as set of items
and the vocabulary respectively. We also de-
note the context dialog as s = {s1, s2, ...., st}
where si is the sentence at i-th turn and si =

{ti,1, ti,2, ..., ti,N} where ti,j is the j-th token at
the i-th sentence. Given the context s, CRS models
try to produce proper items and generate natural
responses based on extracted information from the
context. Formally, at the t-th conversation turn,
the recommendation engine retrieves a set of can-
didate items It+1 from the entire set I while the
dialog module generates the next utterance st+1 to
respond the user.

Following (Chen et al., 2019; Zhou et al., 2020a),
we adopt Dbpedia (Bizer et al., 2009) and Concept-
Net (Speer et al., 2017) (Arabshahi et al., 2021) to
build the item-oriented and word-oriented knowl-
edge graphs respectively. Then we utilize Re-
lational Graph Convolutional Network (RGCN)
(Schlichtkrull et al., 2017) and Graph Convolu-
tional Network (GCN) (Kipf and Welling, 2017) to
learn entity and word representations respectively.
Finally, we obtain an embedding eu ∈ Rd for each
entity u and ew ∈ Rd for each word w where d is
the dimensionality of those representations.

4 Methodology

In this section, we describe our proposed frame-
work to the CRS task. We firstly describe how



we construct the proposed item descriptive graph
which consists of nodes of items and descriptive
words. Each item node has connections to its cor-
responding words and vice versa. Based on the
constructed graph, we propose a self-supervised
objective function to jointly learn item and word
representations in the same semantic space. Finally,
we introduce the recommendation engine and the
dialog module based on the learned representations.
Figure 2 depicts our proposed CRS framework.

4.1 Item Descriptive Graph

For handling the misalignment between words and
items, we propose an Item Descriptive Graph (IDG
for short) where in each item is represented by
a set of descriptive words. These words are di-
rectly retrieved from item’s meta information such
as item categories and associated tags, as well as
other textual features such as user reviews and en-
tity descriptions by using a simple linguistics ap-
proach (i.e removing stopwords and only consid-
ering words whose frequencies appear more than
a certain threshold value m). In the end, only im-
portant tags (categories) and top-k frequent words
are used to form the representative set of each item.
Our proposed IDG have several advantages: (1)
it provides the prior knowledge for handling the
misalignment between items and their contextual
words based on rich textual features, and (2) sim-
ilar items may share a similar set of descriptive
words. Hence leveraging the constructed graph
might help the model capture meaningful proper-
ties of the items. We depict the item descriptive
graph in figure 1.

4.2 Joint Learning Words and Items
Representations

In contrast to previous works (Zhou et al., 2020a)
(Lu et al., 2021), our method directly handle the
aforementioned misalignment by modeling both
items and words representations in the same se-
mantic space. Specifically, with the constructed
item descriptive graph, we utilize a GCN model
(Kipf and Welling, 2017) to jointly learn the item
and word embeddings as follows:

ê(l)u = σ(
∑

w∈N(u)

Ŵ
(l)

ê(l−1)w + Ŵ0ê(l−1)u )

ê(l)w = σ(
∑

u∈N(w)

Ŵ
(l)

ê(l−1)u + Ŵ0ê(l−1)w )
(1)

where ê(l)u , ê
(l)
w ∈ Rd are enhanced representations

and N(u), N(w) are set of neighbors for item u

and word w respectively. Ŵ
(l)
, Ŵ

l
0 are shared

weight matrices for both entities and words at the
l-th layer. Besides, we adopt Leaky ReLU (Xu
et al., 2015) as the non-linear activation function.

Link-prediction Loss: To effectively guide the
representation learning process on the item descrip-
tive graph, we propose a self-supervised learning
approach based on the link prediction task. Specif-
ically, we learn the embeddings ê(l)w and ê(l)u to
predict whether existing a link between the word
w and the entity u with the probability computed
as follows:

pw,u = σ
(
(ê(l)w )T ê(l)u

)
(2)

where σ denotes for the sigmoid function. Fol-
lowing (Mikolov et al., 2013; Schlichtkrull et al.,
2017), we utilize negative sampling to train the link
prediction loss:

Llink = − 1

N

∑
(w,u)∈E+

⋃
E−

1[(w, u) ∈ E+] log(pw,u)

+1[(w, u) ∈ E−](1− log(pw,u))

where E+, E− are sets of positive and negative ex-
amples respectively. Hence, N = |E+| + |E−| is
the total number of training examples.

Embedding Fusion: Finally, we obtain the final
representations for words and items by fusing em-
bedding vectors learned by the item descriptive,
item-oriented and word-oriented knowledge graphs
respectively. Given a word w and an item u, we
obtain the final embeddings for item u and word w
using the following formulations.

hu = Wu[eu, êu] + bu

hw = Ww[ew, êw] + bw
(3)

where hu,hw ∈ Rd are fused representations for
entity u and word w. Wu,Ww ∈ R2d×d and
bu,bw ∈ Rd are learnable weight matrices and
biases for items and words respectively.

Misalignment Handling: Intuitively, represen-
tations of items and their contextual words (e.g
Ironman and super hero or The Conjuring and
horror ) should be close to each other in the embed-
ding space. In the item descriptive graph, each item



has several connections to its contextual words that
are extracted from rich item-side information such
as item categories, tags, keywords. By adapting a
GNN model (Kipf and Welling, 2017) which acts
as a smoothing operator (Li et al., 2018a), the joint
learner is able to produce similar representations
for each node and its neighbor nodes in the graph.
Besides, items that share a common set of contex-
tual words may also have similar representations,
which improves the quality of the learned embed-
ding vectors.

4.3 Knowledge-enhanced Recommendation
Engine

Given a conversation context s = {s1, s2, ...., st},
we first extract all words and entities, then lookup
for their fused embeddings learnt from the previous
step. Via a gating network, the user preference u is
then defined as a combination of word and entity
representations as follows:

u = β ∗ pu + (1− β) ∗ pw

β = σ(Wgate[pu,pw] + bgate)
(4)

where pu and pw are vector representations for
entity and context information respectively. We
compute those embedding vectors by using the self-
attention mechanism (Zhou et al., 2020a).

Finally, given the user preference vector u, the
probability that item i is recommended is the dot
product between user preference vector u and the
fused item embedding hi.

Prec(i) = Softmax(uThi) (5)

To train the recommendation engine, we optimize
the cross entropy loss between our model predic-
tion and the target item.

Lrec = −
∑
s∈S

∑
i∈I

(1− ysi ) ∗ log(1− Ps
rec(i))

+ ysi log Ps
rec(i) + λ1 ∗ Llink

where S is set of all conversations and ysi is the
label of item i at the conversation s. We optimize
the recommendation loss and the link prediction
loss jointly whereas λ is a weighted parameter.

4.4 Knowledge-enhanced Dialog Module
For response generation module, we adopt Trans-
former (Vaswani et al., 2017) as the main archi-
tecture. Given a conversation context, we uti-
lize Transformer Encoder to encode the context

sequence. At the j-th decoding step, we feed
the context features xall as well as embeddings
of groundtruth tokens before the j-th position
{y1, y2, ..., yj−1} into the Transformer Decoder to
obtain a hidden vector sj ∈ Rdgen that represents
information for predicting the j-th token yj .

Bag-of-words Loss: To promote the model to
generate relevant words with items mentioned in
the conversation, we design a novel sentence-level
bag-of-words loss based on the connectivity of our
constructed item descriptive graph. Firstly, we com-
pute a vector aj ∈ R|V| representing the predicted
scores at the j-th position in the response as fol-
lows:

aj = Wbow[sj ,pu,pw] + bbow (6)

where Wbow ∈ Rdgen+2∗d×|V|,bbow ∈ R|V| are
learnable parameters. We define a probability dis-
tribution Pbow whose each element represents how
likely each word w in the vocabulary V appears in
the generated sentence regardless of the position in
the sentence as follows.

Pbow = σ

 N∑
j=1

aj

 (7)

where N is the number of words in the response
and σ is the sigmoid function.

Then we optimize the bag-of-word objective by
using the following loss function.

Lbow = −
∑
u∈s

∑
w∈N1−hop(u)

log(Pbow(w)) (8)

whereN1−hop(u) is the set of 1-hop words of entity
u in the conversation context s. Finally, we com-
pute the probability distribution at the j-th token
by the following formulation.

Pr(yj) = Pr1(yj |sj) + Pr2(yj |sj ,G1,G2,G3)
+Pr3(yj |sj ,G1,G2,G3)

(9)

where Pr1(.) is the generative probability computed
by the output of the Transformer Decoder, Pr(.)2 is
the copy probability implemented by the standard
copy mechanism (Gu et al., 2016) and Pr3(.) is the
knowledge-guided bag-of-words probability and is
computed by applying the Softmax function over
the predicted vector aj .

To train the dialog module, we optimize the
cross-entropy loss of ground truth responses and



Table 1: R@k for the recommendation task.

Model
All Data Cold Start

R@1 R@10 R@50 R@1 R@10 R@50
Redial 0.024 0.140 0.320 0.021 0.075 0.201
KBRD 0.031 0.150 0.336 0.026 0.085 0.242
KECRS 0.025 0.153 0.349 0.032 0.148 0.327
KGSF 0.036 0.182 0.373 0.036 0.168 0.368
RevCore 0.037 0.187 0.380 0.033 0.168 0.365
KLEVER 0.041 0.203 0.383 0.049 0.184 0.369
KLEVER - L 0.037 0.199 0.374 0.047 0.177 0.361
KLEVER - IDG 0.033 0.173 0.346 0.035 0.168 0.359
KLEVER - KG 0.020 0.100 0.237 0.019 0.089 0.245

the bag-of-words loss jointly. The final generation
loss function is defined as follows.

Lgen = − 1

N

N∑
j=1

log(Pr(yj |s, y1, ...yj−1))+λ2Lbow

where y = {y1, y2, ..., yN} is the corresponding
ground truth response of the conversation context
s and λ2 is the weighted hyperparameter for the
bag-of-words loss.

5 Experimental Setup

5.1 Dataset
We conduct all experiments on the REDIAL
dataset, a recent benchmark for CRS models in-
troduced in (Li et al., 2018b). For entity textual
features to construct the item descriptive graph, fol-
lowing Lu et al. (2021), we crawl movie genres,
movie keyplots, user reviews and entity descrip-
tions from IMDB website 1. The detailed statistics
of Redial dataset, our constructed item descriptive
graph and the model’s implementations can be seen
in table 1, 2 at Appendix A.1

5.2 Baseline Methods
We compare our CRS framework denoted as
KLEVER with several representative baseline ap-
proaches: REDIAL (Li et al., 2018b), which
utilizes a sentiment-aware auto-encoder (Vincent
et al., 2008) as the recommendation model. KBRD
(Chen et al., 2019), a model utilizes a knowledge
graph based on DBpedia Bizer et al. (2009) to en-
hance entity representations. KECRS (Zhang et al.,
2021), which adopts a domain-specific knowledge
graph based on The Movie Database (TMDB) 2.
KGSF (Zhou et al., 2020a), which leverages two
KGs, i.e ConceptNet and DBpedia, and introduces
the Mutual Information Maximization objective

1https://www.imdb.com/
2https://www.themoviedb.org/

to bridge the gap between concept and item rep-
resentations. RevCore (Lu et al., 2021), which
incorporates user’s reviews to enhance the seman-
tic of the conversation. Besides, we also denote
KLEVER - L, KLEVER - Bow, KLEVER -
IDG, KLEVER - KG as variants of our model
without link-prediction loss, bag-of-words loss,
item descriptive graph and knowledge graphs (i.e.
DBpedia, ConceptNet) respectively.

5.3 Evaluation Metrics

For recommendation task, we use Recall@k (orig-
inally defined in (Li et al., 2018b) and also used
in CRS methods (Chen et al., 2019; Zhou et al.,
2020a)), denoted as R@k (k = 1, 10, 50) which
checks whether the top-k recommended items con-
tain the ground-truth item. Besides, we also sim-
ulate the cold-start scenario in CRS, i.e we only
consider the test examples without any mentioned
items in the conversation context.

For the generation task, we assess the generated
responses in both automated and manual manners.
For automated evaluation, we utilize Distinct N-
gram (N = 2, 3, 4) (Li et al., 2016; Zhou et al.,
2020a) to measure the diversity of generated sen-
tences. For manual evaluation, we randomly se-
lect 50 conversations and responses generated by
KLEVER and baseline models. We invite three
annotators to score the responses in two aspects,
Fluency and Informativeness. The range of score
is 1 to 3. The final performance is calculated using
the average scores of all annotators. The inter-
annotator agreement is measured by Fleiss’ Kappa
(Fleiss and Cohen, 1973). Detailed instruction for
manual evaluation can be found at Appendix A.2.

6 Experimental Results

6.1 Recommendation Performance

Evaluation on All Data Setting: As can be seen
in table 1, our model outperforms all baseline meth-
ods in all metrics and achieves the state-of-the-
art performance. Noticeably, our model signifi-
cantly performs better than KGSF (+13.88% R@1,
+11.22% R@10, +2.68% R@50). The reason is
possibly that KGSF and RevCore inherently cap-
ture words and items in two separated semantic
spaces, which lead to the mismatch between the
two kinds of signal. While our proposed model is
able to jointly model them in a common semantic
space and alleviate the mismatch by aligning items
with their descriptive words extracted from items’

https://www.imdb.com/


Table 2: Performance on the generation task.

Models Dist-2 Dist-3 Dist-4
Redial 0.225 0.236 0.228
KBRD 0.263 0.368 0.423
KECRS 0.286 0.392 0.451
KGSF 0.364 0.517 0.605
RevCore 0.391 0.568 0.667
KLEVER 0.427 0.622 0.743
KLEVER - Bow 0.391 0.578 0.701
KLEVER - IDG 0.380 0.524 0.594

Table 3: Human evaluation on the generation task.

Models Fluency Informativeness Kappa
KECRS 2.86 1.25 0.82
KGSF 2.71 1.55 0.74
RevCore 2.79 1.40 0.86
KLEVER 2.90 1.85 0.76
Human 2.84 2.25 0.65

textual features.

Evaluation on Cold Start Setting: As one can
see in table 1, our model also outperforms all base-
line methods in all metrics, superior over KGSF
(+36.11% R@1, +9.52% R@10) and RevCore
(+48.48% R@1, +9.52% R@10). Both KGSF and
RevCore perform poorly on the cold-start setting
since they suffer from the misalignment between
words and items. On the other hand, our proposed
model can provide an effective alignment between
those two kinds of information. Therefore, when
the user mentions some indicative words in the
conversation, the model may get more evidence to
recommend relevant items associated with these
mentioned words.

6.2 Generation Performance

Automatic Evaluation: Table 2 shows the gen-
eration performance of CRS models. Compared
with the baseline models, our proposed model is
consistently better in all evaluation metrics. No-
ticeably, our model outperform the RevCore model
(+9.21% Dist2, +9.50% Dist-3, +11.39% Dist-4)
and achieves the state-of-the-art performance. We
hypothesize that our new bag-of-words objective
provides additional guidance for the dialog module
to generate sentences not only from ground-truth
sequences but also from rich entities textual fea-
tures; therefore, it may improve the diversity of the
generated responses.

Human Evaluation: Table 3 summarizes perfor-
mance of CRS models by human evaluation. For
fluency, all considered models achieve similar and
high scores. The reason is possibly from the fact
that those models tend to generate short and safe
responses. On the other hand, for informativeness,
our model significantly outperforms all baseline
methods. By leveraging the richness from the item
descriptive graph with our proposed bag-of-words
objective, rather than producing safe and short sen-
tences, our model is able to generate relevant infor-
mation, especially in such cold-start cases, which
improves the informativeness of the responses.

6.3 Ablation Study

Recommendation Task: As can be seen in table
1, compared to our best model, removing either
the self-supervised objective function (i.e. link
prediction loss) or item descriptive graph leads to a
sharp decreasing on the recommendation accuracy
in both the all-data and cold-start settings. We
hypothesize that the link-prediction loss helps the
model to infer potential edges between items and
their descriptive words, which may be missed in
our constructed graph. The result also shows that
the item descriptive graph are crucial to handle
cold-start cases where the model need to effectively
align the contextual words to potential items to
produce appropriate recommendations to the users.

Generation Task: Table 2 demonstrates that all
the components in KLEVER are significantly use-
ful on the response generation task. The bag-of-
words loss is able to guide the model in generating
relevant words that may not belong to the ground-
truth sentences but are handled by rich and diverse
textual features. On the other hand, the proposed
joint learning process through the item descriptive
graph is able to handle the false alignments be-
tween word and entity representations, not only en-
hances the recommendation performance but it also
improves the quality of the generated responses.

6.4 Discussion

Item Descriptive Graph improves MIM. To
demonstrate the effectiveness of our contribution,
we also incorporate the item descriptive graph into
the KGSF model. Specifically, we only utilize the
MIM objective to align entities with their corre-
sponding descriptive words based on the graph.
Table 4 shows that by incorporating the item de-
scriptive graph, the KGSF model is able to achieve



Table 4: KGSF with Item Descriptive Graph on the rec-
ommendation task.

Model R@1 R@10 R@50
KGSF 0.036 0.182 0.373
KGSF + IDG 0.038 0.183 0.381
KLEVER 0.041 0.203 0.383

Figure 3: Item embedding vectors learned by KGSF
(left) and KLEVER (right). We use TSNE (van der
Maaten and Hinton, 2008) to produce the low dimen-
sional visualizations. Each row illustrates item repre-
sentations from 3 distinct categories.

better performance on the recommendation task.
The reason is that our proposed item graph alle-
viates noisy alignments between words and enti-
ties, therefore, improves the quality of entity and
word representations. Noticeably, our proposal
KLEVER still significantly performs better than
the KGSF + IDG model. We also conduct an anal-
ysis on the number of descriptive words per each
item in the item descriptive graph, which can be
found at Appendix A.3.

Case Study I: Embedding Visualization We vi-
sualize item embedding vectors learned by KGSF
(Zhou et al., 2020a) and our proposed model to
demonstrate that join learning words and items can
lead to more meaningful representations. Figure 3
depicts the learned item embeddings according to
some randomly chosen item categories. We can see
that item representations produced by KLEVER are
more separable and meaningful than those learned
by KGSF. This is reasonable since our model di-

Table 5: Case Study. A cold-start example on movie
recommendation. Human responses are ground-truth.

Conversation Example
User: Hello. Do you know any good horror

movies?
Human: Rings (2017)
KGSF: Hello, how are you?
Revcore: Hello! What kind of movies do you like
KLEVER: I would recommend The Conjuring (2013)
User: What is Rings (2017) about?
Human: It is horror movie where the little girl fears

all as a ghost coming out of the well
KGSF: I would recommend you to watch it
Revcore: I also recommend Hellraiser (1987)
KLEVER: I’m not sure if you like ghost movies .
User: I think I’ve seen part of it
Human: Oh nice why don’t you see the full movie
KGSF: I would recommend you to watch it. It’s a

bit of Stephen King.
Revcore: I also recommend The Babadook (2014)
KLEVER: I would recommend you 68 Kill (2017)

Rogue (2007). Excelent movies for you?
User: Maybe if it comes on TV
Human: You should try them. you’re welcome
KGSF: I hope you enjoy them. Have a great day!
Revcore: I hope you enjoy them.
KLEVER: You’re welcome . Bye

rectly align items with categories by using prior
knowledge from the item descriptive graph.

Case Study II: Interactive Dialog Table 5
shows an anecdotal example of a cold-start con-
versation when no item is mentioned in the begin-
ning of conversation. As one can see, KLEVER
is able to generate more informative and meaning-
ful responses than other baseline methods. Other
examples can be also found at Appendix A.4.

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce KLEVER, a novel CRS
framework that directly handle the misalignment
between words and entities by modeling them in
the same latent space. We leverage rich textual
features (such as item categories, user reviews and
entity descriptions) to construct an item descrip-
tive graph which connects two pieces of data signal
and devise a knowledge-enhanced fusion module to
jointly learn both word and entity representations.
Based on the constructed graph, we also introduce
a bag-of-words loss to promote the model to gener-
ate more informative responses. Extensive exper-
iments demonstrate the superiority of KLEVER
compared with state-of-the-art CRS models, espe-
cially in the cases that lack information from the
user input.
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Table 6: Some examples of movies and their corre-
sponding top-10 keywords.

Movies Top-10 Descriptive
Words

The Conjuring: conjuring, horror, mys-
tery, thriller, cinema,
ghost, exorcism, posses-
sion, haunted, supernatu-
ral

It (2017): horror, cinema, enter-
tainment, vertigo, evil,
clown, killer, balloon,
based, supernatural

Rings (2017): rings, drama, horror,
mystery, romance, im-
age, nation, ghost, film,
television

Interstellar (2014): interstellar, adventure,
drama, sci-fi, legendary,
entertainment, astronaut,
family, gravity, relativity

Rogue (2007): rogue, action, drama,
horror, thriller, di-
mension, films, creek,
pictures, entertainment,
wildlife, travel

A Appendix

We show some examples of movies and their corre-
sponding top-10 keywords in table 6.

A.1 Statistics of Dataset and Implementation
Details

We use Pytorch framework 3 to implement our CRS
framework and train the model on 1GPU NVIDIA
A100 40G card. The total training time takes ap-
proximately 15 hours. The final results are aver-
aged on 5 times with different random seeds. We
set the dimensionality of hidden vectors for recom-
mendation engine (including graph convolutional
layers) and dialog module to 128 and 300 respec-
tively. The minimal frequency of a words m is
10 and number of keywords k is 30. Besides, the
layer number number is 1 for both GNN networks
and the Adam optimizer has the learning rate of
1e-3. Total number of training parameters is ap-
proximately 150.47 M. KLEVER does not rely on
the MIM objective; therefore, it does not require
an additional pretraining phase for the MIM loss

3https://pytorch.org/

function to achieve better results. Hence, we first
train the recommendation engine and the link pre-
diction loss jointly; beside, we set the weight λ
of the link prediction loss to 0.25. After training
the recommendation engine and the link prediction
task, we train the response generation module and
set λ2 to 0.5 for the bag-of-words loss. Code and
data are made available as supplementary to foster
further research.

For word and sentence tokenization, we utilize
NLTK with default configurations provided by the
software.

A.2 Instructions for Human Evaluation
Given a conversation context, we ask the annotators
to score each response according to some facets (
here we take into account two aspects i.e Fluency
and Informativeness). The rating scores must be in
range of [1,3] and a higher score is corresponding
to a better response. For Fluency, we ask the anno-
tators to check whether the generated responses are
grammar-correct and understandable.The defined
instructions for Fluency is as follows:

• (1): If the sentence is strictly grammar-
incorrect and the annotator can not understand
the meaning or the intention of the sentence.
(e.g: I ’m not sure if it is it , but I have n’t seen
it ’s it ’s a big)

• (2): The sentence may have some minor mis-
takes but it is still understandable.

• (3): The generated sentence is grammar-
correct as well as the annotator can compre-
hend its meaning or intention. (e.g: How
about Air Force One (1997) ?)

For Informativeness, the annotator need to check
whether the response contains recommended items
or relevant information. The defined instruction of
Informativeness is as follows.

• (1): The generated response does not contain
any useful information such as items and enti-
ties.

• (2): The generated response contains either
recommended items or related information.

• (3): The generated response not only contains
relevant recommendations but it also provides
some additional related knowledge about the
recommended items.

https://pytorch.org/


Table 7: The statistics of Redial dataset and our word-
entity graph. “#" means number and “avg" refers to
average. "IDG" denotes for the item descriptive graph.

Redial W-E
# of convs 10006 # of movies 5879
# of utterances 182150 # of words 10575
# of users 956 # of edges 313606
# of movies 6924 _ _
avg turn # 18.2 _ _

Table 8: Recommendation performance of KLEVER
with different number of keywords k.

Num of words k R@1 R@10 R@50
10 0.036 0.196 0.369
20 0.039 0.196 0.373
30 0.041 0.203 0.383
40 0.037 0.198 0.371

A.3 Additional Experimental Results
Number of descriptive words k: We conduct
an experiment to investigate the research question:
How the number of descriptive words k for each
entity in the item descriptive graph effects to our
model performance ? Table 8 reports the results
with different values of k. Apparently, it is insuf-
ficient for the model to produce meaningful repre-
sentations when using too few contextual words,
i.e. entities are only aligned with a very small num-
ber of indicative terms. In contrast, utilizing too
many words leads to noisy alignments and may
degrade the model performance. This is consistent
with our assumption in the case of the KGSF model
which aligns all words and entities co-occurring in
a conversation. The result shows that KLEVER
achieves the highest score when k = 30.

A.4 Additional Cold-Start Examples
Table 9 shows some additional cold-start conversa-
tions. For convenient, we represent them in form
of a historical context and its corresponding re-
sponses from different agents including Human,
KGSF, Revcore and Our model respectively. We
mark all the mentioned items in blue color and the
user preferences in red color for easy reading.



Table 9: Some cold-start conversation examples on movie item recommendation. The responses of KGSF, Revcore
and KLEVER are from the test results for corresponding models. Human responses are ground-truth. <||> denotes
to switch conversation roles.

Conversation Example
Context 1: Hi How are you ? <||> Hello there How are you ? Tell me what kind of movies would

you like to watch ? <||> Romance and comedy
Human: I can recommend Click (2010) by Adan Sandler. You can smile a lot there !
KGSF: I would recommend some movies for you ?
Revcore: Hi , what kind of movies do you like ?
KLEVER: I’m doing great . How about How to Lose a Guy in 10 Days (2003) ? It ’s a comedy
Context 2: Hello ! Do you like classic movies ? <||> Not so much . I like action movies from the

90s . Seen anything good like that ?
Human: Yes great decade for actions !
KGSF: I would recommend some movies for you ?
Revcore: What kind of movies do you like ?
KLEVER: What about The Terminator (1984) ?
Context 3: Hi How are you ? <||> Hello I’m awesome and you ? <||> I’ m great ! Thanks for asking

what kind of movies you like <||> I’m open to any option I like Comedy and Action
movies

Human: Have you seen Black Panther (2018) Love comedy ! !
KGSF: I would recommend some movies for you ?
Revcore: What kind of movies do you like ?
KLEVER: I would recommend The Big Sick (2017)
Context 4: Hello , how are you ? Hope you ’re having a great day . <||> I ’m great thank you ! I like

romantic comedies . Do you have any good ideas for movies ?
Human: One of my favorites is Overboard (1987) its a classic and the main characters were

actually married in real life so it was fun to see them acting together .
KGSF: I would recommend some movies to you like to watch ?
Revcore: Hi ! I ’m sure you will like to watch some of my favorites .
KLEVER: I ’m doing great. How about Meet the Fockers (2004) ?
Context 5: Hello i need a movie for watch with my family can you help me please
Human: The Lion King (1994) is a good choice
KGSF: Sure can
Revcore: What type of movies do you like ?
KLEVER: Hello ! What about Toy Story (1995) ? ?
Context 6: Hello <||> Can you give me any movie sugestions ? <||> tell me what kind of movies do

you like ? <||> I like comedy movies
Human: i would recommend you Click (2006) it is very funny i also would recommend you You

Don’t Mess with the Zohan (2008)
KGSF: I would recommend some for you ?
Revcore: What kind of movies do you like ?
KLEVER: Hi ! What about How to Lose a Guy in 10 Days (2003) ?


