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Abstract

In human-machine dialogue system, it needs to judge the user’s intent through the
intent classification, and then triggers the corresponding business type. Due to the
characteristics of colloquialization, longer texts and sparse features of multi-turn di-
alogues, the existing classification methods still have great difficulties in the classifi-
cation of human-machine dialogue intent. Based on hierarchical attention networks
(HAN), we propose PLA-HAN model that combines the utterance pseudo-label at-
tention. Through selecting utterance intent set, constructing utterance intent detec-
tion model and designing an utterance pseudo-label attention mechanism, PLA-HAN
recognizes the pseudo-label of utterance intent and then computes utterance pseudo-
label attention. Furthermore, the utterance pseudo-label attention is embedded into
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the hierarchical structure of HAN and is integrated with its sentence-level attention.
Sentence-level attention that incorporates utterance intent information further im-
proves the overall performance of the model. We conducted experiments on the shared
task dataset of “Customer Intent Classification Evaluation Competition for Customer
Service Domain” sponsored by the Chinese Information Processing Society of China.
Experiment results show that the proposed model achieved better performance than
HAN on dialogue intent classification.

Keywords: Intent classification , Pseudo label attention , Hierarchical attention
network ,
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Table 1: — /&K 534+

MFERE S RETIAEASEKES . CEFREUASENHRE N TRE SRS
A, FHRIA R ESVMA R AMMSE (Haffner et al., 2003; Phan et al., 2008)- Ff/5, &
J5 22 3] 7E B K18 5 4 3 (natural language processing, NLP)H 22| 5¢7E, AN H SFERE
fE& M4 (deep belief networks, DBN) (Sarikaya et al., 2011)~ CNN (Xu and Sarikaya, 2013;
Kim, 2014)FIRNN (Xu and Sarikaya, 2014)55, JLHERNNHEEHAKILSTM (Cheng et al.,
2016; Ravuri and Stolcke, 2016; Vu et al., 2016; o] 75, 2018) - TR, FEEAIVLHIHEIAZE
TNLPH, SEESUERHE B TSRS RARS BRI S, FlamiEE S BN (Liv and
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Lane, 2016) - TEIHAIE 2 (Kim et al., 2018) - [AIEHRN R (LHIESE, 2019)FIEHER K
SOREICR 5336 (Yang et al., 2016)%F « RUEHETIRE IR REE, THEZKEE MW
% (hierarchical attention network, HAN) (Yang et al., 2016), F& AR KRR HEI—1
HHIZKF, BT R BA QSN - KICRFIRFER BT A 2 5 ANINEBOUR, BB R4
IRFFAEBCR AR o A 1B SE 2 R TE BB 7 /] LR B, AKX 17 SO ATERE AN 2 50 180 ] 200
WENTE, SUREE QG SIRADEVE B HIAE, S BN R BB MBI, 0T e
RUFFERMERE - 5N, BT AARR B EHE CRIA WL, DA S IR AR AE R 1
AR, IR T EEIRBIRERILE], P A TR R B o R R . TEEKR
SR B (AN A SCSER 4R, BB R TR A R 20 A1 2248 ) PR K -

IR Boddkie, St A S A KEBEERNET, ARG BA)ETE TR IA R
BEEME—MToEENEE, ILEENTREAEANERNOSEEREGES CRENEH . X
TANERE S REST S, EEGRCCHE D ERMEERE, SInghEREEIR
FR) BT T O R A 2 L BE SR M I B ) TE VR B BHA A TR 2, A AT B LR
W, ARICWRZ IIFREE (pseudo label) » A H T —Mgs & B ANEE N EER I ERTE
B PLA-HAN (HAN with utterance pseudo label attention) . PLA-HAN:HE i3 14 % 5
AEER BRI A R E NI EE R A, R RaiEER R OmRE, HEEEN
VR - R B AEE IR EEE IS A S HANR R, SHANF A FH000E
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EREMNIRE - flE T BaEEREE RA)FRER ) R RS2 — PRI -
FATHE A E A E B ¥ 2 TR % AR AU - & B 7 RPN EE 28 VR IR R BT s28s, 8
WEEFUEFHPLA-HANBEG T ILTHANRE B 9 KIERE -
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T, DAREE & IR R T AN TR B R 54T ST - S5 TR E S
85T AR AR

2 ERETAE

2.1 JRIREB L]

FFAKIURZ R RHAN (Yang et al., 2016)FTRARERKEE IYLE, EHEH
BRANERIVLE, SRR RNFE) TR, EBFEFMERKIIATEEFEMALE -

HENOE . TER, SRS RFIE L, ETEE NV FETAESCRFIRCR L# R
T —E BB o AT B E RS R B WL LU R R EE R 4 IR R L -

FEE N GREEVLESENE TN, IECE RN E WG —N 159 B8 25
FIMES, R IVLEIFE Y TR AR R E M5 F B 48 A 18 5 WFE FLEE T (Xu et al.,
2015), ERmiDEs rE HELS NERINE, BIES W BH#ET A, w=l)-3)
7N o

u; = score(h;) (1)

_ emplw) ,

L (w) 2
L

Hr ) ARICR AT R LS R 57 R A (score) ~ ETEH IR A (Graves et al., 2013)F1H &
75 5 Hf# (Xu and Sarikaya, 2014) 303806 & 6% B R B A LSTMAE R gt s o @i % 57 &K
R miges i Hxr 57, BEERN M, #TE—NWEBRIEENNE, RARKRLSE
5 IAE AT I -

WA - T — AT Aw, 754 dembeddingZ J5, K151 [0 Bw?, . g
xf 16 [ AT RS, RS IR R R AR, BT B EMLPA A ETRFFITRE, K
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B, B Psoftman £15 815 B0 B ) KU e,y 2R S F A
WEar Ght  RKATBE AT s . W(4)- ()P -
Wi,y = embedding(w™) (4)
hz)ord = EnCOder(wzmb) (5)
uword tanh(W hword +b ) (6)
. erp(ul, tw)
Qword = Zt €$p(u;orduw) (7)
Z wordwordemb (8)

t
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SRS yence . [FVRESEIT 28 EMLPA A F [ B #4700 57 5 B 3Rt ponee. 8 Flsoftmax i §1
BB TRA B I E e, BB AT RAEE B,y 5 hEponee LR
UEH SO B - H010(9)-(12) % -

h:entence - Encoder(s*) (9)

u:entence tanh(W hsentence + bS) (10)

Oé* — exp(u:entenceus) (11)
sentence Zt emp(u:entenceuug)

= Z(a:entencesentenceemb) (12)

t

2.2 HANHFEEERHIER

X F AR R BOR A, FATRA T & TBERTH W ALSTME R, BILSTM4S 14
7E 75 & R 7l (Graves et al., 2013)F1 [ 1E 18 5 #Hf#(Xu and Sarikaya, 2014)%03H & IE &
LI HIR A - FEBERTZ , 3 AR A 1056 I 2R 47 19 7 SCBERTHR B4 [ 7€ K B WL i &
Feolw* = {wi,wo, .., wp FETHRIE, BDFu, S BWRGRF0 Reis X Fw* Bk 1 % 19 5L
Temb, = {e1,ea,...,er} o WHA3) PR -

emb, = BERT (w") (13)

EBILSTMM 4 Z, FfiTKemb, = {e1, e, ..., ep, VIR B FEITCIZ L, SRI5 5

S| I 45 PR E IE [ B0 RS = {Rd™, R, h I ARI R R B iRt = {Rbw, nbe, . hbwY .
2 (14) 7R

h'™ hbw = BiLST M (emb,) (14)

FA R IE 1m0 B ) 25 SR FHEEE R AG 2 A LSTM Ay b o 0= (15) P

h=[n", f*] (15)
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AR BT ACICEITT TR ], o/sigmoid AL, o&MaAIM - zl(16)-(21) T
71N o

it = o(Wiize + bii + Whihi—1 + bpi) (16)
Jt =0(Wigay +big + Whphi—1 + biy) (17)
¢ = tanh(Wigxy + big + Whghi—1 + bpg) (18)
or = 0(Wioxt + bio + Whohi—1 + bio) (19)
a=hO0ca1+iOG (20)

hy = ogtanh(c;) (21)

BRI EIEE RN T AR, BEE LR softmax/2 554 5 B %51
BERE . N2 (22) BT -

y = softmax(Wh + b) (22)
3 AXWHIE

AT, BA TR B ATR B B O r R 22 2 W R B I E M Z IR NI E
FRERS, AT AR R AEHE i A\ B AT TR T B DO PR T LA

3.1 WREEED

TEHE KRS B RS K=, SRR A R R A S E R 2% R R
SrRBERWRIET - BR T AERA N ERR TR SIHLHEIREIN, AT Lod it SR e T 7 SR A A
A5 B DL I i SE BB R B B AR S - FERL, FRATE A6 1E B R B AR S R SE IR SR AE
BENERGE T« KR BAEEREIRERIIIN, BTELATE T — > AER R
EEE- BB oA, SRS R R R B e o F i — N EE R S
BT B HPRE TN R FER ), XFERIER—MEUSMIER, RO T HX R R B A)EE
ST EATERENEZERE, FIZE R T AR B i 0o 1 A B A)iE G -

BRI EAIEEEEAES, BATISG T — 5% 82 A5 E N E B
BT N2.277), 2 Fmodelintens, BT AR | 45 EFESFTRED FAIIRE LS EH
W ZintentPsevdo . i Fone-hot¥f B Bt in & H#H AT M ARG, KEBENBRERN AR
/i?intentﬁfrfgdo* , BRI ERE @Jintentﬁsemo* , TEUC AL SR B BOE B 1 R BUEE 1L
H Bpseudo(FEM2. 1T HIER NVLHIER S, LN EEEEE S, BT hinEsEEE ]
DUR R s B B - B BAR S A, MRS BRAE BB B R E AT - =X(23)-(25)
TR o

intentgfrfgdo* _ OneHOt(intentpseudo) (29)
intentﬁsewo* = Encoder(intent? ngdo*) (24)
Bpseudo = Attention(intentzseuolo*) (25)
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Figure 1: PLA-HAN&RY 2R

3.2 HEIREERENPANNERE S K

AR R AEHANR R A F R RS B MBS B R B B IRER TN
L&PLA-HAN, WHRFBERTZRIY (Devlin et al., 2019), HFHZE - AFHE - WEFEEHE
MEERLZAEM, WEFR -

BERT%#1G - A TRA T XCBERTHYNGRET N F AT om0 - [E & KB ALFIFIIHEA
I BERTSmAS 5 R 2 #miY (L, 768) A & -

PLA-HANTFRZ - S5 THANBE ) F R ER 1 WL (B LA T H 50 A 616 75 1Y
BRI AT (BRI T B4y -

(1) HANPIFRER T EHANTF, X T2 BERTHRE 1 ZEMIE AT ER 2]
TR ENER T qporg (FEL2.177) -

(2) BEFRZE RG] B B aEE R BRI, SARHE B T R EETT R R
%, MR RINHE B X TE R B - RS R T 4 A

PLA-HANA]FRZE - 63 THANBR! A1 7] F 8 77 W25 (B LA A2 s 43 ) Fi B A%
B RE BRI R LS (B LA T ERSY) -

(1) HANM A FRER T fEHANY, 726+ & & EF— P B F R A ER

jjasentence(ﬁémz-l%‘) °
(2) WEIBIIREER T R, WATRAHSATHAARNITE, BBy REE 5

B, R R R - R B AR R TR S R T Bpseudo ©
HEIEE B - FAERAIMER 53 B = AL 6] F 9000 T8 ) A O bR & ) A
A, B Aw; - W= (26)FT7R -

(26)

Wi = Qgentence T /Bpseudo

e BA TR TR DRE X o R R 450 7 1 A) 7 [ B s AT IR, FRE RinE
IR ERER N EREIH - 05 (27)FR -
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2EER. BMNAAEERZRHEMMEHBRS AEN TR E, BET
Fsoftmaxi H & DA B R B HIER, RERAMERSOEBERNER L - A1n=(28)-
(29) 7R

y* = softmax(W x h* +b) (28)

predict = argmaz(y™) (29)

3.3 firErIdkik

KT ERANGER BRI ORI E B R, AR MR AR REX AHLAE B E
BaRF=EERMBCR - At, AT RSF, @2 ivinZryrids, e e
FEXS VR B B2 B o R

pesudocover = T B DIPRZEAEXT 1 B i ) B UCES /%0178 BB FE IR (30)
IRJE e B R I D PR -

pseudogeiect = topk(pesudocoper) (31)

HEBEZRONTRIEM b, T3 — 25 W IE SO Bk H & SR B R O P R 25 i A B IR
FH T A KERE AN FIARE - FEARSCRISERS A, LIYISR B a) 5 8 B R R I A 7 (e 4 4
HASF R ANEERZE RG] . SRk, BRITHREHRF, R T 2585 AYLAHERE
SRESEHRPEARAEERR, FPEEERHARAEERRERERCN BT . AR
R SRR RICR A5/ N
4 I
4.1 HIEH

ARSI AN 16 SIS R B T A E SR B 2 S A <R IR P B 4 JIE
1 B TERSEE A, MAZRIERK IR . FIHXT L — AL 2 R a) H
FIEER BRES HR(EEREIRAAEET) . A SO HEFIIEIES BIRAMES A A ST
VIAHEESREENES . BT A NSHEBRHE—A) BAaEIEN S B hIRE -

AW IE BRSNS VSRR 27 £ B SL R R B bRiE B, LB 58 S 35F
MHAHER BRG], #2BH TS RESH BRI . BATIEES: 200615 51R12 )45
SEFMNALE « YR, FMINGREF RIS H20%/E R IR IELE -

HATEEREIRAEIESE BaIEENERIEE N2 H FESARANEERE, HEGEE T
HasF A B R R, WEFTR . S hirZik, ST S5 ERERSRTSHELER
Feskh s A B B KA, T RFAMRERC N HE” - ES: 20 IR EMBIEE, TN
B .

NS 1

WHITEEEEWR ~ LHFHE - WSITHEEER - L5 -
Fean /LS ThEE - TR BETR . SRS BRI
- LRAPREER . TRAEATR . IRFSFRERE - HA5E
HEtmER - EWEEE . kA EER

NERE - EENL . BUE . ZE . Tl . ITHI/HRE - B/

EIR(EE)

N HL/ARPIL - B3% - *h R BB /By R S B/ BT
B (& H42) ANFIRE BRI ~ b 555 FH RN oMb 55 03 fm R~ b 55 R E AN -

SRR - RS FI - LR BRI . B AR

Table 2: M55 RAFNL 5 35F01EE B L5

Yhttp:/ /www.cips-cl.org/static/CCL2018/call-evaluation.html
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BA)TEIE R EIRE

=il BREERE - AWRESENCK . BRE - WAL - EiAYLILSS -

BRE . BRERE . BN . BNES . SWAYHNE . BRIkE . A% . &
WFHL . FiwEH - BBy . BS0RE . B AT . BS0RH . BSCElr . Al
50% B ive s DHEER . DHEFITE . BURRE - ART - BHEEF . Tl
mE. =E. EETIL . HEWW - GPRS. B B2k #L. T BT A&

&~ B - = - empty « RIMIIAMIE B METE - BINFIEILET N - BIMIIREI ML
55~ Wil BIMRIRGEHR - BIMIRAEIE IR - BRAMRTRAF % - BESMETR A

Table 3: 48T HA) 15 7 & K K7

4.2 ERixE

AMLXH1E B B 4 RELE batch_sizel® B 716, epochiX & H20, Dropouti% & 70.1, %
FAdamt 2%, #>EHle-5, ERPEMTER KA FKENS2, BRERIZER KA
TEEN25, BARAEKHA25.

iEE AR E T SE % batch_sizei% B 732, epochiX & 77100, Dropouti¥ & H0.1, F
FAdam b2y, #31ZEN1e-3, ERPEINZERAATKEH30-
4.3 XA

ARIHE HPLA-HANBAURE 5 DU R T RFT R, AT AP, 25
HIEKH T BERT4R:

- BERT FineTune: %7 V& BERT fine-tuning (Devlin et al., 2019)5 F | 5 K AL 55,

TEBERT S K ZHGIN T — 1 Frifi = -

- BERT BiLSTM: %7152 AR5 RIE AL (Vu et al., 2016), &6 TFFA- -

- BERT SoftAtt: 1% 75 ¥£%F T Liu% (Liu and Lane, 2016)7EATISHEE £ A5 15 & R 3
FUBILSTMEE! A% FH I EE & ) -
- BERT HAN: Yang%(Yang et al., 2016)%& H 095 INiE & s B 4519 SO B2 IRE R ) B8
LER -
4.4 FRMERE

AR H FIPLA-HANKRE AL 5 JUANS L 715 # 7 B, A HEBERT FineTune ~ BiLSTM -
WEOERITHIBILSTM AN B IRIE R TEAIHAN « SEIS 45 RANFAFTR

B ; ERSERIEHE (%)
wmxsl | L Ak BH(SEE) HE B
BERT FineTune 53.11 49.50 66.72 48.14
KIUARLEM) | BERT BiLSTM 55.75 52.39 69.83  49.35
BERT SoftAtt 55.87 51.98 71.03  49.91
[T— BERT HAN 56.31 52.55 71.08  50.40
BERT PLA-HAN | 56.94 53.33 71.26 51.35

Table 4: AN[FIFETIVERENT EE

MNFRAREER AT LB

(1) ZEDVERE K ICABEZEN B AR F BN A GRS 2R BILS TMAIE & AL AR
H, 7l LAEBERT BB _Fadt— B3R W B e 40 R PR RE -

(2) M TEEKIIASGHEA, BIXGEWEREEG T HEFRSEERE . X—THER
TAZBERTHEIAKERIRRSE, H— T HMHT 2 ZIRAEER R85 I @7 2 6] 7 F 2%
B HE A

(3) @A T HANEENIREEE THIPLA-HANRUS T RIFAERE, T THANRER
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4.5 FH—LHHT

T B DL SR AT LB HPLA-HANSR BV US T REFAOIEGE, Tl AR — PR ST Y
AEA TR RIREE o BATE T T AF IR SRR RER M - K5, BA1SH T —
MK R BE LN FIPLA-HANRA! 5 Al ATH AN AP REXT T A E & 04 -

AR S ERIVE LRI - h T FR A F PR3 SR 7EPLA-HANKRE R PR . el
5 SR = FANR B R £ FBERT PLA-HANAYSEEGEE BT 4R . PLA-HAN(AL)RFEAMM
PR T 2 A48F PR, PLA-HAN(Fit) {5 F% 7 F AN & B B HH 2 132 R
%, PLA-HAN(Select) Xt — Bk p25F AR - G5 ANESFTR -

- BESEERE(%)
B wE(EER) N B
BERT PLA-HAN(AII) 56.06 52.48 70.41  49.95
BERT PLA-HAN(Fit) 56.59 53.31 70.94  50.72
BERT PLA-HAN(Select) | 56.94 53.33 71.26 51.33

Table 5: AEINFREEAIPLA-HANEIVEREST H,

LEIRERM, BN INIRE SRR RIS R L, AR O E R R T AR R £
SN « RN AT IR -

e PLA-HAN(AI): 7EMTTRT, WATRA T FVEASTINIRE . H A s hiiasibs LA
HURHE R 59 ¢ 15 45 Fh B35 i B O RS M 3R . NSRS IR AT LI B, 59 RAERERE
WHF, HEA T THANGE .

e PLA-HAN(Fit): fEM 7 HEH, FADEESG AP 1EES 1R B B w8 & R R
RANEER A, CREEAAE R BIPR AR R E e o S P od g 30 U SR B T 324> T bR
%o WSEEERFLER, 7R MERMILTPLA-HANANE THER S, HHFER WAL
THANEEA .

e PLA-HAN(Select): fEIL T ZRH, HATEPLA-HAN(Fit) F9&:At B, #F—2 MIE A EHE
e R RER B O PR AR AN BB AL, s T R SRR AN R AOAREE, — SRR H T 25Fh
& . WSERZERE . PLA-HAN(Select)BUS T Sl HOMEEE -

AN BN TE BRI RS Y o Bl T — DX AR iE B AR 0 N FIPLA-HANE
5 R ATHANRE R O B8 - AT BROG % BRI K EE 20 9 K (6005 LA E) ~ #7(301-6005) A1
FL(300FLAN) =Rt MgR, HRMEL2FR -

ME27] IEF:

(1) KAHEER R EE D BEERRRIPR, IERZE BT R R EE -

(2) FATHIPLA-HAN, 7ENIRETER AT, AR E RIS THAN -
FEHRKHER(#IT6007), BEEDRIEFMEBRALNEE, B21.56%-

5 SEHRiE

FEXTERAE SR R TVEENNSHER E R EEERMREL, AR E T —F5E S 1518 hin
BEB IR IREE T MEEAIPLA-HAN « PLA-HANIE T MEIE RS R, it E B aiE
EEENIETE S, HEEBFAZHANKER ST, SHANF A T8RS DHERE,
T AWHER R 2K MHEE . FATESF EH UG B2Ae E DM ARSI P& B 5 35
T HIVEME R AT SEEs, SEGAE RAFFAPLA-HANE AV EUS T I THANZE W 57 3 2 S0 A 428
AR EE S RIEHE .
B

AAZFNE R BINRI RS (U H RS :71472068) I BT -
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