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Abstract

The integration of external personalized context
information into document-grounded conversa-
tional systems has significant potential business
value, but has not been well-studied. Moti-
vated by the concept of personalized context-
aware document-grounded conversational sys-
tems, we introduce the task of context-aware
passage retrieval. We also construct a dataset
specifically curated for this purpose. We de-
scribe multiple baseline systems to address
this task, and propose a novel approach, Per-
sonalized Context-Aware Search (PCAS), that
effectively harnesses contextual information
during passage retrieval. Experimental eval-
uations conducted on multiple popular dense
retrieval systems demonstrate that our proposed
approach not only outperforms the baselines in
retrieving the most relevant passage but also ex-
cels at identifying the pertinent context among
all the available contexts. We envision that our
contributions will serve as a catalyst for inspir-
ing future research endeavors in this promising
direction.

1 Introduction

With the recent developments in Al, the world has
witnessed an eruption of chatbots deployed with
LLMs (large language models), such as ChatGPT,
BARD (Cohen et al., 2022), BlenderBot (Shuster
et al., 2022b), which often generate texts indistin-
guishable from human fluency. However, chatbots
powered by parameter-based LLMs are known to
generate factually incorrect statements - a prob-
lem regardless of the model size (Shuster et al.,
2021). By leveraging an external corpus of knowl-
edge, retrieval augmented systems (Dinan et al.,
2018; Lewis et al., 2020; Karpukhin et al., 2020),
including document-grounded dialogue systems
(Roller et al., 2020; Shuster et al., 2022b,a; Cohen
et al., 2022), have demonstrated several advantages
compared to pure parameter-based systems. For in-
stance, grounding responses on external knowledge
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bases have been shown to reduce hallucinations
across a variety of retrieval systems and model ar-
chitectures (Shuster et al., 2021).

A document-grounded conversational system,
particularly in the enterprise setting, is likely to
have access to a significant amount of contextual in-
formation, whether as a knowledge base or a library
of API calls. This context may be temporal, such
as the current date and time, or recent events; or it
may be user-specific, such as information about the
user’s account, profile, recent transactions, activity
logs, etc. Without any such context, a user’s ques-
tion such as, "Am I eligible for this rebate?" would
receive the generic answer "You may be eligible for
this rebate depending on where you live," grounded
only on the relevant documents. If the right con-
text were also retrieved and made available, the
response could be instantly elevated to "Yes, you
are eligible since you live in Singapore." Further-
more, retrieving the correct context information
may serve to better understand the user’s intent,
and therefore improve the likelihood of identifying
the correct grounding document to use.

The significant challenge of choosing which
context to retrieve has great potential business
value, but has not been well-studied. Including
too much contextual information may result in too
much noise to the generation step, or exceeding
the LLM’s allowed input size. Including irrelevant
contextual information may degrade the generated
response. Our motivating question can thus be
posed as follows: Given a user query (which itself
may be underspecified), a document collection, and
a set of available contexts, how can a document-
grounded conversational system retrieve a good
subset of contexts to help answer the query, and
can this process also help in retrieving the most
relevant grounding document(s)?

To this end, we propose a new task of personal-
ized context-aware passage retrieval for document-
grounded dialogue, and create a dataset, ORCA-



ShARC, for this setting. We provide several
baseline approaches, as well as develop a novel
approach, Personalized Context-Aware Search
(PCAS), to address the task.

In order to showcase the efficacy of PCAS, we
conduct extensive experiments on multiple well-
known retrieval systems. The results illustrate that
PCAS not only surpasses the baselines in retriev-
ing the most relevant passage but also excels in
identifying the pertinent context. We hope that
our advancements in joint context-passage retrieval
will serve as a catalyst, motivating future research
endeavors in this highly promising field.

2 Context-and-Passage Retrieval

We now formally define the task of context-passage
retrieval, which involves not only retrieving the
relevant document from the external knowledge
base, but also selecting the relevant piece of context
from all the available contexts.

Formally, when a user u engages in a conver-
sation with the system, in addition to the static
document corpus D, all the available personalized
context information C* are accessible to the sys-
tem. There is also the conversation history com-
posed of utterances that have already occurred
in this session between the user and the system:
H = {7”1 s X, 0 X, } where r; is the
speaker role, and X; is the utterances at the i-th
turn, respectively. Since the focus of our work is
in context-passage retrieval rather than the conver-
sation history, in the rest of the paper, we simply
consider a single turn user query ¢ rather than H.

Given the input of a user query g, the task is to
select 1) the most relevant latent document d from
D; and 2) the most relevant latent context ¢ from
C", to help the system generate a good response.

To evaluate the retrieved documents and context,
we use standard retrieval metrics, including binary
rank-aware metrics MAP (mean average precision)
and decision support metrics Recall@ K.

3 The ORCA-ShARC Dataset

To the best of our knowledge, there is no existing
open-retrieval content-grounded dialogue or QA
datasets where each document-grounded example
is annotated with a set of context. To this end, we
curate a dataset for the proposed task in Section 2.

ShARC (Saeidi et al., 2018) is a conversational
QA dataset focusing on question answering from

given text and one piece of given context (scenario).
OR-ShARC (Gao et al., 2021) is adapted from the
ShARC dataset to an open-retrieval setting, where
the task is to retrieve the relevant text snippet from
the whole corpus. In OR-ShARC, each example is
given one piece of relevant context (scenario).

We create a dataset, ORCA-ShARC (Open-
Retrieval Context-Aware ShARC), by converting
the OR-ShARC dataset into our task setting, where
a set of contexts is provided for each example. To
create the set, we use the example’s original rele-
vant context, and expand the set by randomly sam-
pling from all the contexts appearing in the OR-
ShARC dataset, as long as there is no contradiction
between contexts introduced (as judged by prompt-
ing FLAN_T5_3B model (Chung et al., 2022)). We
include 10 pieces of context for each example.!
Table 1 summarizes the statistics of the ORCA-
ShARC dataset and Table 2 provides an example.

# Documents (Rule Text Snippets) 651
# Avg. Document Length 385

# Avg. Pieces of Context 9.94
# Training Examples 17936
# Validation Examples 1105
# Test Examples 2373

Table 1: Summary statistics of ORCA-ShARC.

Source URL https://www.gov.uk/
winter-fuel-payment/eligibility
Scenario Set
I am and have been an eligible veteran.
I live in the Swiss Alps.

I’m trying to export some boots.

Can I get Winter Fuel Payment?

..you might still get the payment if
both the following apply: * you live
in Switzerland or a European Economic
Area (EEA) country...

I live in the Swiss Alps.

Question
Gold Snippet

Gold Scenario

Table 2: An example from ORCA-ShARC. Note how
the Scenario Set is expanded from the one piece of gold
Scenario originally annotated in OR-ShARC.

4 Approach

We compare our approach with three baselines, and
use some of the most popular neural retrieval sys-

!As the size of the context set grows, it naturally becomes
harder to add context without contradictions. A few examples
could only support 6-9 pieces of context.
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tems to address the context-and-passage retrieval
task on the newly constructed dataset.

4.1 Baselines

We design and implement several baselines for the
task. The approaches are independent of the un-
derlying retrieval systems. We use scoregqqy(d, q),
scorecq(c,q) and score.q(c,d) to represent the
scores from the retrievers to model the pairwise
relevance of document d, query ¢, and context c.

OR {question + original relevant context} — docu-
ment: For clarification, this is an experiment on the
original OR-ShARC dataset as a reference rather
than a baseline. Knowing the original relevant con-
text, the passage retrieval task in OR-ShARC is
easier than our task. In this experiment, the origi-
nal context is concatenated with the user question,
forming a new query ¢°R to retrieve documents
based on scoreg,(d, ¢°R).

B1 {question + all contexts} — document: A base-
line that concatenates the user question together
with all available contexts to form a new query ¢®!
and retrieve documents based on score,(d, ¢B').

B2 question — document; document — context:
A baseline that uses the user question to retrieve
documents based on scoreqq(d, q), then uses the
top predicted documents to select contexts based
on scoreqq(c, d).

B3 question — context; {question + predicted con-
text} — document: A baseline that uses the user
question to select contexts based on scoreg,(c, q),
then concatenates the user question with the top-
1 predicted context to form a new query ¢®* and
retrieves documents based on scoreg,(d, ¢®3).

4.2 PCAS Approach

We propose a novel approach, PCAS, that jointly
predicts the document and the context as a pair,
based on the relevance of the document to both the
query and the context.

First, we use the user question ¢ to retrieve the
top K document candidates based on scoreqq(d, q).
Then, for each document d, we select the context
that is most relevant to it based on scoregy.(d, c).
Last but not least, a convex combination score
A x scoreqq(d, q) + (1 — A) x scoreqe(d, c) is
used to select the most relevant pair (d, ¢) where
0 < A < 1. The underlying intuition is as follows:

the user question might not contain sufficient in-
formation for the system to understand the intent
and retrieve the gold document. However, the sys-
tem will partially know the intent, and has a good
chance of including the best document in the top- K
list. Matching the top- K documents with the user’s
actual situation, which is captured in the contexts,
will greatly help decipher the user’s true intent and
retrieve the gold document.

5 Experimental Results

We evaluate the baselines and PCAS in a 0-shot
context-and-passage retrieval task on the ORCA-
ShARC dataset. We conduct experiments us-
ing several popular pretrained modern neural re-
trieval systems including a late-interaction retrieval
model ColBERT (Khattab and Zaharia, 2020; San-
thanam et al., 2021), single-vector retrieval models
DPR (Karpukhin et al., 2020), ANCE (Xiong et al.,
2021a) and Sentence BERT (S-BERT) (Reimers
and Gurevych, 2019) with DistilBERT-TAS-B
model (Sanh et al., 2019; Hofstitter et al., 2021) .

For ColBERT, we adapt the code from the Col-
BERT repository 2. From the BEIR (Thakur et al.,
2021) repository?, we get the pretrained model
names, as well as the code for the other dense re-
trieval systems. We use the py_trec tool(Van Gysel
and de Rijke, 2018) # for evaluation.

In Table 3, we present the document retrieval
results and the context selection results (limited to
the approaches that predict the context: B2, B3 and
PCAS). For the same approach, the results largely
varies across the retrievers, due to the distinct mod-
els and different pre-training data and processes.
For example, DPR results are on the low side, espe-
cially for B3 document metrics, because it involves
two chained retrieval steps that amplify this effect.
B1 yields the lowest accuracy across the board,
mainly due to the noise introduced by including all
the contexts without discrimination. Importantly,
we observe that when the original relevant context
is unknown, our proposed PCAS approach achieves
better retrieval results than all baselines, which in-
dicates that jointly considering the documents and
contexts can improve the performances of both doc-
ument and context retrieval. Note that the PCAS
results are close to the OR experiment in which the

2https: //github.com/stanford-futuredata/
ColBERT

*https://github.com/beir-cellar/beir

4https: //github.com/cvangysel/pytrec_eval
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original relevant context is given. This suggests
that PCAS can identify the relevant and important
contexts for the query, with no need for users to
specify any contexts. Furthermore, the compari-
son between B2 and B3 illustrates that the retrieval
process of ¢ — d — cis better thanqg — ¢ — d ,
which supports the motivation of our PCAS design.

documents contexts

Methods | R@1 R@5 M@5 | R@I
OR 6081 8425 7052 | NA

£ Bl | 3493 5082 4447 | NA
@ B2 | 5557 9077 7030 | 27.24
2 B3 | 5285 7801 6234 | 20.90
O PCAS | 59.19 9077 7178 | 2579
OR 3158 5493 40.78 | NA

Bl | 1484 3566 2224 | NA
& B2 [ 2896 5167 3838 | 32.13
8 B3 | 1891 3873 2594 | 31.58
PCAS | 30.04 56.02 38.81 | 32.49

OR 5837 8452 6869 | NA

o Bl [4L18 7385 5301 | NA
O B2 | 4498 7729 5535 | 37.74
Z B3 | 4253 7548 5546 | 31.04
PCAS | 52.85 83.26 6571 | 41.36

OR 68.15 9140 7755 | NA

. Bl [4543 7584 5700 | NA
B B2 |5557 9104 6857 | 39.01
2 B3 | 5330 8226 6353 | 23.44
“  PCAS | 63.53 91.04 7428 | 42.80

Table 3: Evaluation for document retrieval (first three
columns) and context retrieval (last column) on the
ORCA-ShARC validation set. R@K denotes Recall@K
scores. M@5 denotes MAP@5 scores. NA means that
this approach does not retrieve context.

6 Related Work

Our proposed task is different from the work on
context-aware QA (Seonwoo et al., 2020; Taunk
et al., 2023) in which QA is done on a given doc-
ument and no retrieval is involved. On the other
hand, context-aware QA can be considered as the
next step following our task.

Our work is closely related to the work on con-
textual information retrieval (MERROUNI et al.,
2019). The major difference from our work is that
the tasks in this line of work do not involve select-
ing of relevant context. The form of context being
used is structured and in a few pre-defined genres,
whereas we leverage a set of unstructured contexts.
There is also no joint relevance modeling of both
context and content with respect to the query. Our
task and approach is also different from contextual
recommendation systems (on which Tourani et al.

(2023) recently presents their work), which does
not involve user questions or queries.

Our proposed data and task are also related to
open domain question answering (Kwiatkowski
et al., 2019; Lewis et al., 2020; Min et al., 2020;
Qu et al., 2020; Izacard and Grave, 2021; Li
et al., 2021; Xiong et al., 2021b; Yu et al., 2021),
open-retrieval conversational QA (Qu et al., 2020;
Gao et al., 2021), and open-retrieval document-
grounded dialogues (Feng et al., 2021). However,
none of these datasets and tasks include external
context information. The lone exception is OR-
SHARC, which provides one relevant context for
each example and does not involve any selection
of relevant context from a larger set.

Finally, our work is related to Multi-Session
Chat (MSC) (Qian et al., 2021), a dataset consist-
ing of multiple chat sessions, created for studying
how to utilize information outside of the current
conversation session. Similarly, Xu et al. (2022)
recently leveraged retrieval-augmented methods
to select useful contexts from previous chat ses-
sions. However, the datasets in both works are
not document-grounded, and retrieving documents
jointly with contextual information is not explored.

7 Conclusion

This work proposes the task of context-aware pas-
sage retrieval and creates a dataset based on OR-
ShARC. We also present a novel approach for
integrating external context information into the
retrieval aspect of document-grounded conversa-
tional systems. The proposed PCAS method ef-
fectively combines both the document-query rele-
vance and contextual relevance. We conduct exper-
imental evaluations on popular retrieval systems,
including ColBERT, DPR, ANCE, and S-BERT.
The results demonstrate that incorporating external
context information through PCAS brings signifi-
cant improvement on passage retrieval and achieves
higher MAP and Recall@ K than baseline models.

The proposed retrieval paradigm opens up av-
enues for future research and extensions. Several
potential directions include extending the PCAS
method to the training process, integrating down-
stream modules such as response generation, and
creating real-world context datasets with the in-
clusion of human feedback. These topics offer
promising directions for the community to explore
and advance the field further.



Limitations

Although the motivation for our work is to improve
the quality of conversation systems that could be
grounded on both document content and contextual
information, in this work we focus exclusively on
the task of retrieving the content and context. We
do not evaluate the resulting generative responses
to the user query, which is the actual final desired
outcome, though we are working on doing so in the
near future.

There are no publicly available datasets that are
suited to the context-aware passage retrieval task.
To the best of our knowledge, some of the related
datasets do not have a passage retrieval setting, the
rest of them either do not have annotated context
set, or have a few limited genre contexts which
does not serve our motivation with rich context
from various business applications. This leads us
to create a dataset by ourselves. Experimenting on
only one dataset may limit the more generalizable
conclusions we can draw.

The size of the context set that we construct is
limited. In a realistic setting, it is likely that the
number of available contexts is much greater, and
more heterogeneous in nature rather than the short
unstructured text available from the OR-ShARC
dataset. More work is needed to discover how our
approach scales to these settings.

Ethics Statement

To the best of our knowledge, we have not iden-
tified any immediate ethical concerns or negative
societal consequences arising from this work, in ac-
cordance with the ACL ethics policy. The dataset
we created does not involve generating any data
with LLMs, hence does not impose any risk of
non-factual or harmful content.

We hope our work may serve as an inspiration for
the community to utilize the newly created dataset
and further enhance retrieval performance. In the
future, it may be necessary to tread carefully when
incorporating user context in a real-world setting,
for example to not cause consternation about how
much a system may know about a given user.
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A Appendix

A.1 Experimental setups

Models Used We use the models ‘“facebook-
dpr-question_encoder-multiset-base™> and
“facebook-dpr-ctx_encoder-multiset-base”®  for
DPR (Karpukhin et al., 2020), “msmarco-roberta-
base-ance-firstp”’ for ANCE (Xiong et al., 2021a),
and “msmarco-distilbert-base-tas-b””® (Sanh et al.,
2019; Hofstitter et al., 2021) for Sentence BERT
(Reimers and Gurevych, 2019). We use the
ColBERT model from Beir website °.

Hyper-parameters On the validation set, for DPR,
ANCE, and S-BERT, we set A = 0.6 and beam =
7, 7, ,5 for these three systems, respectively.
“beam” means the number of top document candi-
cates retrieved using scoreqq(d, ¢) in the first step
of the PCAS approach. Please see Section 4.2 for
more details. On the test set, for DPR, ANCE, and
S-BERT, we keep A = 0.6 and all beam’s equal to
5. For ColBERT, we set A = 0.55 and beam to 5
on both test set and validation set.

A.2 Results on the test set

We present evaluation results for document re-
trieval on the test set with systems in Section 4
in Table 4. We notice that the performance of the
baselines are not stable on the test set across dif-
ferent retrievers. For example, with S-BERT, OR
yields much better results than B2, but with Col-
BERT, B2 performs much better than OR, whereas
the difference between B2 and OR in document
retrieval is whether to concatenate the given "gold"
context to the query. This indicates that there might
be noisy data in the test set, and the characteristic
of late interaction in ColBERT might be at a disad-
vantage in the test set data. It also explains why B2
outperforms both OR and PCAS with ColBERT.

5https://huggingface.co/facebook/dpr—question_
encoder-multiset-base
6https://huggingface.co/facebook/dpr—ctx_
encoder-multiset-base
7https://huggingface.co/sentence—transformers/
msmarco-roberta-base-ance-firstp
8https://huggingface.co/sentence-transformers/
msmarco-distilbert-base-tas-b
9https://public.ukp.informatik.tu—darmstadt.
de/thakur/BEIR/models/ColBERT/msmarco.psg.12.zip

documents contexts

Methods | R@1 R@5 M®@5 | R@I
OR 66.16 85.08 73.32 NA

£ BI 3936 60.30 47.40 NA
@ B2 | 7050 9330 79.09 | 34.77
% B3 | 5849 7885 66.49 | 28.87
O PCAS | 67.09 9330 77.07 | 32.79
OR 3321 56.38 41.70 NA

Bl 1728 3346 22.99 NA
& B2 | 2925 57.10 3931 | 34.13
A B3 | 2330 4193 2989 | 33.59
PCAS | 29.92 5896 40.24 | 35.74

OR 6355 8352 7120 NA

o Bl 4973 7219 58.08 NA
O B2 |5980 8373 6872 | 45.51
<Z: B3 | 5445 7724 6295 | 36.83
PCAS | 59.92 8373 68.94 | 45.89

OR 6991 89.13 77.38 NA

—  BI 4732 7518 57.90 NA
M B2 | 6094 8850 7242 | 4298
@ B3 | 5529 78.13 63.85 | 28.70
2 PCAS | 66.75 88.50 7529 | 44.88

Table 4: Evaluation results for document retrieval (first
three columns) and context retrieval (last column) on
the ORCA-ShARC test set. R@K denotes Recall@K
scores. M@5 denotes MAP@5 scores. NA (not applica-
ble) means that this approach does not involve retrieving
context.
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