o

aup

FALERE R 31K Feam R (202543 1)

LLM Z AW SRR MEIC Kk AXEES AT LEB E EOD9R

I 12 K L S I 2
SNV HTA DFYA I RALBAR D EE s 42

IR RIeIm R A iR R

SNTT 2 3 2 =4 —3 3 VR ER S

WA —T 4 7 vRrKRy a2 s b

AR

yoshida.kai.yf1@is.naist.jp,masahiro.mizukami@ntt.com, seiya.kawano@is.naist.jp
canasai.kruengkrai@riken. jp, h.sugi@ieee.org, yoshino.k.ai@m.titech.ac.jp

e

RLAIF Z 05> A 7 L E IS T 5 LT, &
VIR = DMFEE TR, MNEEARERD—
B, ., M Y o EEEIS R H) L X B B0
EDID B, AWK TR, MEEFIRFHED 7z O i
ETLDLE, MO ZOHME 7 4+ —FNw 7L
72 AT L DOXFEHIROWEZIT - 7z HEIRHE &
ANFMOFER, # 4 ORISR E T TR
L, IWEOHARI A LT 2 Z e amEiiz,

1 IXLHIC

WD KBS FEE 7V (Large Language Model;
LLM) DERBICE D, Z2LONFES AT 45 LLM %
FLLEBDICEZED > TV, FFEDHMIZ
o TMNEES R T L DHERED 20121, WEEITHE
BDIDDT —XWBEPBE L IR>TWVWE, £D X
SHT, T —XOMELITHOITICZRRZEHN
TLLM O%¥F %175 Z £ TE %, Reinforcement
Learning from Al Feedback (RLAIF) 25{F H %28 T\
% [1,2,3,4,5]o RLAIF T E T VO HENRT
ZHUE, AT — X OWEZ M LIC LLM OFE D
AJHBICAR 5 &\ D Ty MEliY AT AAND IS D
FFENDEMTH 5,

RLAIF OBEFEZED % < 1&, I N7 F X b
WXL T—X—TE 2 5N 2FHiZ{RE L TWb,
il 21X, Cheng &1 3HEFm E BIER [11 Z HAY & LT, Lee
R Bai HIEEWM» S —FICE o THER X2
DR 2 2,31 #HME LT, LLMIZX 3 7 4 —
RNy IS WIETVER Z{ToTWVWS, Zh
WXL, SEEE 7L LT LLM R E 711
X274 —FRNv 2 ERITBS T 256, SHIED
B OFHE 2 TIE R L, MERRITH T 52 —%
o DM, DF D WFEHRPEBRRIGEND 3,
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MEEERITT T 2% Al €7 I THE 2 HD
#H A% FED [6] = MEEP [7]. INCAHARACTER [8].
LLM-Eval [9]. G-Eval [10]. LLM-as-a-Judge [11] 7%
YW ODTEET S, LD L. zero-shot, few-shot D
prompting @ A TR &G AN URE OBLAICIT -
2w R E MR 5 2 5 Z L IGNEEFES

AL TIINEERIR T & L 2 BXEH IR % 31
T 57D DREBEBOFAED D, Tur T T4
VI R—=Z2ADFEE D 'O NG T — & T A
» 223 (Supervised Fine-Tuning; SFT) %17 - 72 &
TAD 2 FEEOWMME T LD EIT 572, 2 DFE
. prompting D K 5 IR E T IICHHRI R EH
ZITDIRNT — AL LT, SFT 2175 /528& D
YN FERIRZFHMET X 2 Z e MRS Nz X
Joo ThoomMET VS0 hER EXE 2 &
INFEE T NDHEILEIT - 7GR, IWEDHARS L
MEGEHIROBEEI MR S AL, )G LT VD HE)
i, ANTFFEHERT T @ a2 1572,

2 XEEENSEHED 7= DIREETIL

2.1 WEFFHRXRA2T—42

SAC PSRRI NI i R DRSS WA =1 &
L C. JTransformer-Eval [12] IZff 5 X TW 3 12
{615 % ™ %, JTransformer-Eval |& Japanese-Dialog
Transformer [12](2 A 7 &) & 2 —H (AN [E) O X5
ZNEE SR D 5 12 Ho B A2 & FEET L
77—ty bTH3, 12HDOFMEEEDER L
F— R DR AR, T—&Ey MTZ
1,600 tFOXEEL v & a Y BEEN TV S,

2.2 HHMETFILOFEE

HMET VIR 1D ED12, MeEaryTF X+ G
BLUOZDINE R £ HDMNGENRIERE; Z A1 &
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R1 FHEE T VO FRIE L ATFAHEOAH

Metrics w/o SFT GPT-3.5 w/SFT
Agency 0.0 0.21 0.79
Attentiveness 0.11 0.30 0.85
Consistency 0.14 0.40 0.84
Ease 0.07 0.29 0.79
Empathetic 0.10 0.41 0.85
Emotion 0.08 0.26 0.82
Enjoyability 0.03 0.24 0.79
Humanness 0.08 0.32 0.77
Personality -0.06 0.27 0.76
Respeak - 0.25 0.85
Topic -0.15 0.33 0.77
Trust - 0.18 0.89

LT, WMoLlzxay Si,Ej PiMiT 2 ETALTH
bo i WXBXEEY Y TNEHBANT 24T v I A%
L. jIXBFHOEE LN ST 24 > T v 7 R %R
T, TZTEFTAZERETNTIERL, HIFET
N LTEERET 301, ETFLORKEITHRT
EEBIMLTWS, £/, 1 DDETILT 12FHED
TR R RS 2 X 5 IS EIT 5. FHLWVWHFERE
WZOWTIE, 5 B ITRT,

2.3 IREME T )L ODFF

HEEBEAE T L (wlo SFT), ChatGPT(gpt-3.5)
JTransformer-Eval % FI W T 22 Hi TRz F 2 — =
V7% T o= EF L (w/ SFT) £ DL 21T S5, M
ETNVOFMD 72D, HRNIFE EMFE. 7 &A b
H 1z 8:1:1 TH &% L 7= JTransformer-Eval 7 — & @
TA MY bEHWS,

7 X bty MBI 2 ANFFH 7 ~oL & 3T
FLOMWRED AL 7~ OHEEZER 1 1TRT, H#
HOBC 1 EEO SRV L hEn g o0
WA DOFTENTER 2572 DIZO>VWTIE -] T
BEEHZTWVW5, ADHIT, SFT L € 7ILIdHEGRD
FFE D 7 VIR 2 HAD A S AL, 272 D §50AHES
TH5 I eDPHEREI NIz, KT, gpt-3.513 02025
0.4 FEEDOFFVMHEZER L TW5, &ERIZSFT E
FZ, B TOFHMEEICBWT 0.8 BifEDIEWIED
MR ER L TW3 Z e PR TE 2, ETIXZ
DSFTIZEhEFIA-ETLERMET L E L
T, MEEETFNLDF 2 —=V W3S,

2.4 WEEENRFFMEETILDOSHR

ANTFEEA & 5 b F RIS Trust % R 5RIc, $tE
ST SR YD X S5 4 ASICH LCEaE
iz 52 TNBEDLDMETS5. DFokd, HA
FBIRIE R IAEEE (Japanese Linguistic Inquiry and Word

— 4058 —

R2 &= D AF BT 2 EEE

Metrics Er—rY ([FEEEZEUC S
Vanilla Gradients 0.034 -0.052
Integrated Gradients 0.500 1.462
SHAP 0.001 0.002

Count; JIWC) VICEHZE I 2 EHKZKL %) 75
ERRIT, 20D OMNEENRELMANDFH 5 E DG
Bz L., 2175, F5EOFTETIE. BEY
ETNDBPRIEICBI 2REM L7 LT Y X LT
& 5. Vanilla Gradients [13], Integrated Gradients [14],
SHAP [I15] IC X5 TATI b =2 > T OHME TV
DFHENDFGEZEIHE L, BEEZEL 558
e b= OV EE RS 5,

2.4.1 WEEERFFHEANDFEEDLLE
K222 DHFLEZRT, Integrated
Gradients, SHAP & HICEHEHEZAL 25802 b —
Iy eHBLTEVWHFGEEZEZERLTWS ZEH
T8 C & /2, —J5C. Vanilla Gradients |J{S§HK % &K
C3REDTPERNFERE o7z, 2D, FHliE
FLDOHED D FEEHTBWTEEKE KL 2 HiE
FELFHETE 2 X518 TETED, 74—F
Ny 7 Ko TENO DM I NI ENERT X
5 e hifFE b,
3 AL74—=FNYIIC&BMEED
AT LDREE

ZDETIE, AIFIZ X B0562 A7 588 2 FHH
TEYRATLAME, ZOHTHWREEDHIE B
X UPFHIE I OWTHIAZ TS, FH T, 1274
HOFME & 2 ME O EFEOMAG DY 24 1
HrzhzniEl L, EEER T BERHG & AN FFA
THEEITS,

3.1 SRATLODEE

AR THEMET 2FEOBMELR 1 1TRT, FH
TE, MEEXAR G 2. G ITRT 3 LLM OIS R;
ZAEE U728 LOREESUIRISH LT & 2 0fas ISR
P E; (OIS L 7 L 2 FIWT R a7 S, g,
ENE5T 5, 20K, N5 (CL R, Sigy) KHDE
ETFNEREET7 L) X L] TEFHZEIT S,

3.2 Al74—=FNY2IC&3 LLM DFEYH

wMETLOM N EEIC LM 2 %8 T 570
DIt DFE Y LT, Proximal Policy Optimization

1) https://github.com/sociocom/JIWC-Dictionary
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EBHETNVFE
SATLAEFIA 7T
ZEHFETT |

A=Y RS T0nTTAal
ficiEsy £35?
SATLEELFETT !

PPO/DPO

SATLBHERTBI LIC
HobeoT, AladY ik
a—H: ZRREFENL, REKR
ERES?

hh ot Eha

G
R

! *HEE "‘/Z?:-/L\:Zi;é‘i(:@w‘\

|!H"I¢JﬂMbp

WERAFELT 3 & 5 EH

1 #®WEFAOEERE, EAEER LT PPO &
DPO D, C; WHFRMBIE, R, AR NIEL, S,
AT R O NGRS B; (SRS L 73R s 25

(PPO) [16] & Direct Preference Optimization (DPO) [17]
D 2 FiEEHW %, DPO ORI T, FEHE/EIC
S UTHEINROET LT 2EEDINEZER L.
ZD 2 DDA &0 EEEIE & e 7L C R
35, TD%, FHEED S WA % Accepted, K
W % Rejected & L THEITHWS,

%3 T RLAIF @ L1k M6 o fEGR o 7
. cyberagent/calm2-7b-chat 2 (calm) ¥ rinna/youri-
7b-chat 3 (youri) ® 2 D EF AL ZMHHT 2, ZL
T2EEORECFEE 2EHOET L, R EHED
FHiiE 2 Z 2 A DY, 48 HEOMAS
DEREZODWTHEEZITo 72, FHIE. A100 80GB %
SEHHWT, 734 2B 72D D batch size % 32 TAT
W, PPO @ epoch {4V 2 F /L dD RLHF [18] £ [F U
2%, DPO TIX 120 ZHRH L THEE 21T o 10 72
L. DPO D &AM 72 E 7 /1Z training loss 23 K
WY IR L 72,

4 RERRTE
41 F—&+ty DA

JEmpatheticDialogues [12] &> 2T 4 ¥ AfE D 4
& — > DIEEAY 20,000 HFINGR X N T — X TH 5,
ML FEEOERD IO, 77— X Zil e MEE. 7 &
M2 8:1:1 THEIZATWAIF L 72,

4.2 FHEISIE

HEIFHEiTlX, Al 7 4 — RN Z 2 FIC L%
B2k o TLLM ORI EHFET L L
TG o Fep, BB R L U7X GEHIR DR
fififE (Si.k;; AIF Score) 23 RRHLE LT W2 22D W
TENZNFHEZ1T 5, RGMHEDFHE D 72 121

2) https://huggingface.co/cyberagent/calm2-7b-chat
3) https://huggingface.co/rinna/youri-7b-chat
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Perplexity (PPL) %, #FHfifED KL OMERED 7z 1213
HANFEE LAl 7V 275/ S %,

4.2.1 AFFHEIEIE

ANFFHII Tl IOERIN RIS L THAT
Hotd ., BIEHROMGEHRNPKL XN TN S
HD 2 ODMIE CFHMEZIT 5. HARMEE S BFE S 2
RHEL, 1 2RHEY) TRHiiziTV., FHiiED K
LR X FRIE = & 12 /T & PPO, DPO O 3 fifHD
AR EENZR L. 206 DIEMATT (1 D3
H L, 3DPRBE) 2175, 2L, BT
F CNEM ZFFR] LT Wb, FHMli#E IR Liz4 > R
oY a VIR DITRT,

5 RERER

HENFEf OSSR %2 R 3 IR T, calm & youri TlX
AIF £ PPL ¥ 12 DPO 2’ d RWHE R Z /R L 720
PPO Tl AIF 232 E /T & LB L T, b3k EA,
LW D> TW3, —J5 T, DPO D AIF 1
T3 05 REOBEITHII L TW5S, PPLICEIL T
. calm 32 TOHEIC B WT DPO 23R b B\ E
ZIERR L TWA P, youri TIEW L D0 DFEIETY
BHIOADBRWEL 725 Tz,

I ANFIC X 2 HFEHSR OFHEifE R E R 4 12, H
RUEDOFMRERE2 L 5 1R T, HRMICOWVWT,
calm TlZ DPO 28 BN THB D youri TIFEHH
¥ DPO DA ICEN R ERLTW5, Fi-.
PPO ¥ DPO & b IZ¥HAT & LERTEHAMES M EL
TW3 Z ¥ 5 RLAIF 1T & o THlifE O [ 72
TR BARRBIDEDFENARETH 5 Z & DR
SN TW5B, Rank & Win IZDW T calm & youri
DELELHSH DPODVERDEL BVEREZH L TVW5,
HEFEN e AFFMORRL» 6, EOBRML
AT E D KB 1E DPO b BT WS Z e 23h
VARRAIS
6 RIA

PPO & DPO & %12, {BRBEBICHHTZER D~
D2y ol —HMELIEIERZBOEHVS,
DPO 13X — 2 ETILDOERICH LTE T I % iH
6T BHDTH 3720 PPL REZINDDITH L
T, PPOXHMET VITEHIET 2D DTHE 0D
BEH S PPLBELI-EZBNS, £ PPO
AT L LT PPL 2SE(L L. AIF OfED H F
DML o/e—) T, ANFFHMECIXIEARM L
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R3 HIEMERR. AIF X 11 BREEOXFEHIROFHliE 2 3% 3

calm youri
w/o tuning PPO DPO w/o tuning PPO DPO
AIF PPL | AIF PPL | AIF PPL | AIF PPL | AIF PPL AIF  PPL
Agency 574 4212 | 574 4283 | 6.50 36.74 | 543 2556 | 529 2840 | 591 23.36
Attentiveness | 5.03 39.72 | 5.03 4132 | 5.66 3398 | 485 2357 | 476 46.75 | 517 23.43
Consistency | 4.38 39.01 | 438 41.62 | 493 3194 | 401 2265 | 4.04 6392 | 446 22.29
Ease 6.71 3874 | 6.70 41.46 | 7.24 3421 | 6.60 22.28 | 6.22 913.52 | 6.96 22.94
Empathetic | 4.77 38.62 | 480 4148 | 517 3041 | 482 22.14 | 485 4098 | 513 19.22
Emotion 4.62 3856 | 4.62 40.60 | 532 31.67 | 444 22.06 | 454 5025 | 5.02 16.77
Enjoyability | 5.32 3855 | 533 4140 | 593 29.73 | 521 2198 | 5.18 2096 | 5.54 23.92
Humanness | 6.31 3855 | 6.34 4244 | 6.80 3334 | 6.18 2196 | 6.10 4193 | 6.48 20.85
Personality | 6.00 38.55 | 6.02 41.10 | 6.59 31.93 | 583 2195 | 5.82 35.61 6.37 12.53
Respeak 4.81 3855 | 485 40.54 | 546 32,51 | 468 2195 | 465 2397 | 510 20.59
Topic 492 3855|492 4214 | 553 3444 | 475 2195 | 493 37.61 523 2691
Trust 429 3855|429 41.85 | 476 31.32 | 407 2195 | 407 3260 | 447 19.04

R4 NEHEIR D ML DNEALAS I FHEAS H, Rank 13 3 BRFEDNAALL, Win (Z52E & LR L CRIEM ETH 2 HIE 2R T

calm youri
w/o tuning PPO DPO w/o tuning PPO DPO

Rank Rank Win | Rank Win | Rank Rank Win | Rank Win
Agency 1.76 175 059 | 1.84 0.57 | 1.62 1.58 0.69 | 1.59 0.68
Attentiveness | 1.95 1.85 0.65 | 1.55 0.71 | 2.01 1.84  0.64 | 1.5 0.78
Consistency | 1.91 1.85 0.61 | 1.69 0.67 | 1.48 1.66  0.65 | 1.5 0.68
Ease 1.74 1.68 058 | 201 047 | 1.73 2.0 045 | 19 0.52
Empathetic | 2.19 1.84 0.69 | 1.44 084 | 1.97 1.8 0.65 | 1.63  0.71
Emotion 2.07 1.82  0.66 | 1.47 0.78 | 1.8 1.79  0.64 | 1.68  0.65

Enjoyability | 2.33 1.82 074 | 1.57  0.79 | 2.0 176  0.68 | 1.76 0.6
Humanness | 1.99 173  0.61 | 191 058 | 1.7 226 039 | 149 0.64
Personality | 2.14 1.82 0.73 | 1.36  0.83 | 2.01 171  0.68 | 1.58  0.71
Respeak 2.15 179 065 | 1.8 0.66 | 1.87 1.82  0.63 | 1.51  0.76
Topic 1.97 182 061 | 1.86 0.59 | 1.77 1.85 0.6 1.36  0.79
Trust 2.1 1.87 0.66 | 1.56 0.76 | 1.9 179  0.64 | 1.54 0.74

+]5 5 BEEDIE D HRMED AT R

calm youri
w/o tuning PPO DPO w/o tuning PPO DPO
Agency |2.48 2.49 2.85|2.12 2.25 1.96
Attentiveness | 2.45 2.66 2.64 |2.33 1.67 2.44
Consistency |2.42 2.68 2.6 |191 1.52 1.92
Ease 2.48 2.37 2.61 |1.97 1.77 1.68
Empathetic |2.39 2.75 3.14 |1.93 1.47 1.97
Emotion |2.46 2.51 2.92 |2.03 1.68 1.99
Enjoyability |2.48 2.63 2.63 |1.95 1.71 1.89
Humanness |2.43 2.36 2.6 |2.02 1.8 1.98
Personality |2.48 2.71 2.51 |2.08 1.7 2.09
Respeak |2.53 2.58 2.86 |2.26 2.57 2.36
Topic 2.5 242 244 1213 1.54 1.77
Trust 2.49 2.78 3.08 |2.17 1.91 2.46

Win iIZBWTEFATOFEZ LRl o7, 2079
DPO 124 % & O D JE D BARME & 3l 0 2311
FARECH 2 Z AR EN TV 5,

AIF IZ X 2FHI T, I0EE LTHATED 25
Emotion X° Topic 7% ¥ DHHfEAH £ H Kt Z T
WEWIEETH-TH, HHBREHATOHNEE
WEHliZ 1S T L ¥ 5 2 e BRI Nz T DI,
NIV, 25T R T BVWET ) v X
5 7% Dull Response & "IN 5 H DD ZE D5 Tzo
2. PPO TR¥EZED 2 ICONTET LD
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73 Dull Response {21 2 IR DMEE S Mz THUR
JTransformer-Eval D XfF&EIREFLAICBWT, BAME
HIEEANICERHi e L THEEIATLE>TWVWSD
DERATHBEZbND, UEDZ e, &)
FOHEEE 7L OIS D 72 DI IIHREM & L 7= 3T e
Z X D RIPMCEHES 2 e . BRSO Z R E
BTLEHEETHLEEZOND,

7 F&H

AP TIE. LLM %X — 212 SFT L 7=#ifl£ 5
V% TR RE RIS 3 2 0 5 FISR % 5T X
Z DFHlifE % 32 LLM ZX— 2 ¥ LI MEEE T L
DFEEFTH 2 & T, 4 DRGEENISR D FAMIEIEIC
WG U 72056 TV AT RE D MRGE 2 1T - 720 H
BTl » A FEHEClE. DPO 12 X 3RS B
ERERL, XEIC X > THM YL L3 MEE T T
RAAERXOBERME M ET 5 Z e PRI,
—75C. Dull Response D & 5 ZARKLFF L < RWVIE
BETHoThH, ZOADHARRILE THIIFHEET
ADREWVEHTZ 5 X 272 Y OFENHER X N7
O, TNOLDOMNEKPHEL 25 HHBAL 7=,
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B2 AEEENREHME D A

6 FHifE X £ DIERX
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