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Evaluation of Chinese multiskill dialogues

LIU Zeming, CHENG Zihao, LIU Jingjing, YANG Xiao, GUO Yuanfang, WANG Yunhong
(School of Computer Science and Engineering, Beihang University, Beijing 100191, China)

Abstract: The accurate evaluation of the capabilities of a multiskilled dialogue system is important to satisfy the differ-
ent demands of users, including social banter, profound knowledge-based discussions, role-playing conversations, and
dialogue recommendations. Current benchmarks concentrate on assessing specific dialogue skills and cannot efficiently
evaluate multiple dialogue skills concurrently. To facilitate the evaluation of multiskill dialogues, this study establishes a
Chinese multiskill evaluation benchmark, which is the Multi-Skill Dialogue Evaluation Benchmark (MSDE). MSDE
contains 1,781 dialogues and 21,218 utterances, which cover four common dialogue tasks: chit-chat, knowledge dialog,
persona-based dialog, and dialog recommendations. We performed extensive experiments on MSDE and examined the
correlation between automatic and human evaluation metrics. Results indicate that (1) among the four dialogue tasks,
chit-chat is the most difficult to analyze, while knowledge dialogue is the easiest; (2) significant differences exist in the
performance of various metrics on MSDE; (3) for human evaluation, the analysis complexity of each metric differs
across varying dialogue tasks. Certain data will be made available on https://github.com/IRIP-LLM/MSDE, and all data
will be released after sorting.

Keywords: multiskill dialogue; dialogue evaluation; chit-chat; open domain dialogue; conversational recommendation;
persona-chat; knowledge-grounded dialogue; large language model
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Table 2 Models for Lic 2021 and CCF LUGE

Fr Lic 2021 CCF LUGE

1 RoBERT+MacBERT BertSum+Seq2seq
2 PLATO+UniLM RoBERTa+UniLM
3 RoBERTa NEZHA+UniLM
4 BRoBERTa+UniLM RoBERTa

5 ERNIE-GEN BERT+GPT-2

6 BERT DCial+PostKS

7 PLATO GPT-2

8 NEZHA+UniLM CDial+PostKS+KBRD
9 BERT+GPT-2 PLATO+PostKS
10 BERT-Chinese BERT-Chinese
11 Baichuan2-7B-chat
12 Qwen-7B-chat
13 Llama3-8B-chinese-chat

14 Chatglm4-9B
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Fig. 1 [Evaluation process
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Table 4 Automatic evaluation results of each model in the Lic knowledge-grounded dialogue task

J¥'5 F1 BLEU1 BLEU2 DISTI DIST2 METEOR ROUGE CIDEr ST EV VE GM BS-P BS-R BS-FI BLEURT
1 049 041 0.28 0.13 032 0.24 0.39 1.56 0.88 0.98 0.75 0.98 0.75 0.74 0.74 0.24
2 048 044 0.28 0.12 033 0.24 0.40 1.49 0.88 0.98 0.79 099 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.18
3 047 043 029 0.12 033 0.24 0.40 1.63 0.88 098 0.75 098 0.74 0.73 0.73 0.24
4 046 037 024 0.13 034 0.22 0.36 1.16 0.87 096 0.71 0.98 0.74 0.72 0.73 0.19
5 047 041 0.28 0.15 0.40 0.24 0.38 1.47 0.87 098 0.73 0.98 0.73 0.74 0.73 0.21
6 045 037 024 0.13 034 0.23 0.35 1.12  0.87 0.96 0.70 0.98 0.73 0.72 0.72 0.19
7 043 038 026 0.14 035 0.22 0.37 1.49 0.87 097 0.72 098 0.73 0.71 0.72 0.16
8 039 0.30 0.16 0.10 0.30 0.19 0.28 0.64 0.86 0.96 0.66 098 0.70 0.69 0.69 0.14
9 041 034 020 0.09 0.21 0.20 0.32 0.89 0.87 0.97 0.66 098 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.18
10 033 0.28 0.13 0.13 035 0.15 0.25 031 0.86 0.97 0.71 0.98 0.68 0.67 0.67 0.12
11 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.67 0.76 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.70 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.52 0.58 0.55 —-0.25
12 0.12 0.10 0.04 026 0.61 0.13 0.02 0.00 0.68 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.57 0.61 0.59 —-0.18
13 0.02 0.01 0.00 057 0.76 0.15 0.07 0.00 0.69 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.54 0.66 0.59 —-0.60
14 0.00 0.00 0.00 095 0.92 0.18 0.05 0.01 0.75 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.57 0.67 0.61 —-0.30

TE: IR R AT iR A4
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Table 5 Automatic evaluation results of each model in the Lic conversational recommendation task

FF% F1 BLEUI BLEU2 DIST1 DIST2 METEOR ROUGE CIDEr ST EV VE GM BS-P BS-R BS-F1 BLEURT
1 051 045 035 006 0.16 0.28 0.50 226 0.81 091 0.62 096 0.78 0.77 0.77 0.32
2 049 046 034 006 0.24 0.23 0.48 1.99 0.81 091 0.62 096 0.78 0.75 0.76 0.30
3 049 047 036 008 0.22 0.25 0.49 233 0.81 092 0.63 096 0.78 0.76 0.77 0.33
4 049 044 034 006 0.19 0.27 0.49 2.13 0.81 0.93 0.66 096 0.77 0.76 0.77 0.32
5 043 042 032 006 0.20 0.22 0.49 234 0.82 092 0.63 096 0.77 0.77 0.76 0.33
6 050 044 034 006 0.17 0.26 0.47 1.87 0.80 0.90 0.60 0.95 0.77 0.75 0.76 0.28
7 043 036 028  0.06 0.20 0.19 0.46 2.02 0.81 091 0.60 095 0.77 0.74 0.75 0.28
8 050 044 034 006 0.17 0.26 0.48 2.01 0.81 091 0.60 095 0.78 0.76 0.77 0.29
9 037 034 025 0.06 0.19 0.17 0.41 1.66 0.80 0.90 0.56 0.95 0.74 0.72 0.73 0.23
10 034 024 0.14  0.09 031 0.14 0.33 0.82 0.77 0.87 0.53 094 0.73 0.70 0.71 0.21
11 001 0.00 0.00 053 0.63 0.15 0.01 0.00 0.64 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.54 0.62 0.57 —-0.26
12 024 023 0.14 0.15 048 0.26 0.09 0.00 0.72 0.83 0.83 0.83 0.64 0.70 0.67 0.18
13 033 0.03 0.01 033 0.52 0.18 0.07 0.00 0.63 0.78 0.78 0.78 0.55 0.66 059 —-0.32
14 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.83 0.79 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.72 0.69 0.69 0.69 0.61 0.73 0.66 —0.09

TE: IR R ARSI R A4
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Table 6 Automatic evaluation results of each model in the Lic persona-chat task

JF% F1 BLEUI BLEU2 DIST1 DIST2 METEOR ROUGE CIDEr ST EV VE GM BS-P BS-R BS-FI BLEURT

—_

036 0.31 0.19  0.07 030 0.16 0.33 0.82 0.87 098 0.80 0.99 0.72 0.70 0.71 0.30

2 037 037 020 0.05 0.27 0.16 0.34 0.78 0.87 0.98 0.82 0.99 0.70 0.69 0.70 0.26
3035 032 0.19  0.06 0.27 0.16 0.33 0.85 0.87 098 0.81 0.99 0.71 0.70 0.70 0.30
4 035 031 0.18 0.06 0.26 0.16 0.32 0.65 0.87 098 0.81 0.99 0.71 0.69 0.70 0.29
5 035 031 0.18  0.07 0.27 0.16 0.32 0.74 0.87 0.98 0.80 0.99 0.71 0.70 0.70 0.29
6 031 0.28 0.14 005 0.22 0.14 0.28 042 0.87 097 0.79 099 0.68 0.67 0.68 0.23
7 034 0.29 0.18  0.06 0.26 0.14 0.32 0.83 0.86 0.97 0.77 0.99 0.71 0.69 0.70 0.28
8 027 023 0.11 0.04 0.22 0.11 0.25 034 0.86 097 0.75 098 0.68 0.65 0.67 0.26
9 030 0.27 0.14 005 0.19 0.13 0.28 0.45 0.87 098 0.76 0.99 0.68 0.67 0.68 0.27
10 029 0.28 0.14  0.06 030 0.13 0.27 0.38 0.86 0.97 0.79 0.99 0.68 0.67 0.67 0.22
11 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.73  0.88 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.64 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.55 0.64 059 -0.28
12 020 0.17 0.06 0.16 0.57 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.80 0.83 0.83 0.83 0.62 0.66 0.64 0.29
13 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.79 0.87 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.73 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.54 0.63 0.58 —-0.38

14 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.83 0.83 0.30 0.08 0.00 0.80 0.82 0.82 0.82 0.58 0.67 0.62 —-0.07

TE: IR R ARSI B 4
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Table 7 Automatic evaluation results of each models for the CCF LUGE chit-chat task

FF*> F1 BLEUI BLEU2 DISTI DIST2 METEOR ROUGE CIDEr ST EV VE GM BS-P BS-R BS-F1 BLEURT

—

032 0.30 028 0.10 0.52 0.19 0.32 258 0.74 092 0.74 096 0.69 0.69 0.69 0.28

2 013 0.10 0.04 005 0.17 0.05 0.11 0.16 0.63 091 0.74 096 0.61 0.57 0.59 0.02
3 013 0.11 0.05 006 034 0.06 0.10 0.12 0.67 090 0.71 0.96 0.58 0.58 0.58 0.06
4 0.12 0.10 0.03 004 024 0.05 0.08 0.10 0.64 0.90 0.71 096 0.59 0.57 0.58 0.04
5 013 0.11 0.03 0.04 0.20 0.05 0.10 0.13 0.70 0.84 0.47 093 0.60 0.59 0.59 0.08
6 012 0.11 0.04 005 0.27 0.05 0.09 0.13 0.65 090 0.72 096 0.59 0.58 0.58 0.05
7 014 0.12 0.04 004 022 0.06 0.11 0.12 0.68 091 0.71 096 0.58 0.59 0.58 0.04
8 0.05 0.05 0.01 0.03  0.27 0.02 0.04 0.03 0.63 0.87 0.60 0.94 0.56 0.54 0.55 0.00
9 0.14 0.13 0.06  0.10 0.52 0.07 0.10 0.15 0.68 091 0.71 096 0.58 0.59 0.58 0.08
10 0.14 0.10 0.04 004 020 0.06 0.11 0.15 0.63 091 0.75 096 0.61 0.58 0.59 0.07
11 0.00 0.00 0.00 059 0.65 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.64 0.67 0.67 0.67 048 0.57 0.52 —-0.53
12 0.07 0.06 0.02 0.13 0.52 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.72 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.54 0.59 056  —0.03
13 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.64 0.58 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.65 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.46 0.56 0.51 —-0.56

14 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.76  0.76 0.30 0.08 0.00 0.68 0.82 0.82 0.82 0.50 0.60 0.54 —-0.49

IR R ARSI a5 3R
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Table 8 Automatic evaluation results of each models for the CCF LUGE knowledge-grounded conversation task

J¥% F1 BLEUl BLEU2 DIST1 DIST2 METEOR ROUGE CIDEr ST EV VE GM BS-P BS-R BS-F1 BLEURT

1 023 020 0.09 006 0.15 0.11 0.19 031 0.85 095 0.67 098 0.61 0.62 0.62 0.05
046 0.37 024 0.13 033 0.23 0.35 1.15 0.87 096 0.70 098 0.73 0.72 0.73 0.20
040 0.27 0.15  0.09 0.27 0.22 0.28 0.50 0.87 0.97 0.61 097 0.67 0.72 0.69 0.01
036 0.34 020  0.07 0.15 0.17 0.31 0.86 0.85 0.96 0.68 097 0.69 0.67 0.68 0.10
039 0.36 0.21 0.06 0.16 0.19 0.33 095 0.86 0.98 0.75 0.99 0.70 0.69 0.70 0.18
037 032 0.19  0.06 0.16 0.19 0.33 0.88 0.86 0.97 0.69 098 0.69 0.70 0.69 0.13

AN W W
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J¥% F1 BLEUI BLEU2 DISTI DIST2 METEOR ROUGE CIDEr ST EV VE GM BS-P BS-R BS-F1 BLEURT
7 042 032 019 011 027 019 032 091 086 096 0.69 098 0.73 070 071  0.18
8 037 035 020 006 013 0.8 032 092 085 097 0.72 098 0.70 0.68 0.69  0.16
9 037 034 018 007 018 018 031 081 085 096 0.69 097 0.68 0.69 0.68  0.12
10 038 031 017 009 024 018 030  0.68 0.86 0.98 0.72 098 0.70 0.69 0.69  0.16
11000 000 000 067 076 0.1l 0.00  0.00 0.70 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.52 0.58 055  —0.25
12011 010 004 026 061 013 0.02  0.00 0.68 081 081 081 0.57 0.61 059 -0.18
13002 001 000 057 076 015 0.07  0.00 0.69 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.54 0.66 059 —0.6
14000 000 000 095 092 0.8 0.05 001 075 085 0.85 085 0.57 0.67 061 -03

T MR A B L 4h
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Table 9 Automatic evaluation results of each models for the CCF LUGE conversational recommendation task

F1

BLEU1 BLEU2 DIST1 DIST2 METEOR ROUGE CIDEr ST

EV VE GM

BS-P BS-R BS-F1 BLEURT

O 0 N O W B~ W N

—
W NN = O

14

0.35
0.50
0.49
0.49
0.43
0.42
0.38
0.49
0.34
0.40
0.01
0.22
0.01
0.00

0.31
0.44
0.43
0.46
0.38
0.37
0.33
0.44
0.27
0.28
0.00
0.21
0.00
0.00

0.20
0.34
0.33
0.35
0.29
0.28
0.24
0.34
0.19
0.19
0.00
0.13
0.00
0.00

0.07
0.06
0.06
0.06
0.05
0.07
0.07
0.06
0.05
0.07
0.52
0.16
0.56
0.99

0.25
0.16
0.17
0.16
0.18
0.19
0.22
0.17
0.12
0.25
0.63
0.51
0.71
0.98

0
0
0

18
.27
.26

0.26
0.20
0.20
0.17
0.25
0.16
0.17
0.15
0.25
0.19
0.19

0.39
0.48
0.47
0.47
0.46
0.37
0.41
0.46
0.27
0.40
0.01
0.08
0.06
0.00

1.56
2.06
1.94
1.97
2.04
1.27
1.72
1.80
0.66
1.33
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.78
0.81
0.80
0.81
0.81
0.78
0.79
0.80
0.75
0.79
0.64
0.71
0.66
0.72

0.89 0.60
0.92 0.61
0.90 0.60
0.91 0.61
091 0.58
0.88 0.50 0.94
0.90 0.56
0.90 0.60 0.95
0.89 0.34 0.91
0.88 0.50 0.94
0.77 0.77
0.83 0.83
0.78 0.78
0.83 0.83

0.95
0.96
0.95
0.95
0.95

0.95

0.77
0.83
0.78
0.83

0.73
0.77
0.77
0.78
0.77
0.72
0.74
0.78
0.67
0.76
0.54
0.64
0.54
0.61

0.73
0.77
0.76
0.75
0.74
0.70
0.72
0.74
0.70
0.74
0.62
0.70
0.65
0.73

0.73
0.77
0.76
0.76
0.75
0.71
0.73
0.76
0.68
0.75
0.57
0.67
0.59
0.66

0.22
0.31
0.27
0.29
0.29
0.17
0.23
0.26
0.11
0.26

—-0.25

0.15

—-0.28
—-0.16
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Table 10 Human evaluation results of each models for CCF

e

Lic 2021 H13RXT 3

CCF LUGEHIH A%

RN

XS

[iERYPS

PRI

SR i

XA HER?

Info. Coh.

Know.

Info.

Coh.

Know.

Rec.

Info.

Coh.

Know.

Info. Coh.

Info. Coh.

Know.

Info. Coh.

Know. Rec.

O 0 N O U A~ W N =

—_ = =
N o= O

1.20
1.02
0.88
1.11
1.08
1.07
1.00
0.61
1.09
0.32
0.40
0.50

1.65
1.47
1.27
1.57
1.46
1.38
1.23
0.78
1.15
0.78
0.77
0.53

1.41
1.22
1.94
1.31
1.21
1.24
0.99
0.44
1.18
0.14
0.47
0.67

0.44
0.49
0.48
0.43
0.43
0.43
0.43
0.43
0.43
0.43
0.83
1.27

1.13
1.32
1.25
1.09
1.26
0.85
1.00
1.19
1.03
0.80
1.07
1.43

0.66
0.80
0.75
0.64
0.71
0.40
0.53
0.72
0.53
0.25
0.73
1.40

1.50
2.00
1.47
1.63
1.00
0.83
0.43
1.70
1.17
0.57
0.60
1.57

0.93
1.12
1.10
0.96
1.18
0.91
0.87
0.69
0.79
0.72
0.37
1.30

0.83
1.11
1.05
1.02
1.09
0.89
0.79
0.70
0.79
0.68
1.07
1.50

1.17
1.26
1.23
1.20
1.27
1.18
1.18
1.05
1.08
0.92
0.27
1.37

0.47
0.60
0.30
0.37
0.57
0.50
0.27
0.50
0.27
0.20
0.33
0.33

0.47
0.57
0.30
0.30
0.40
0.47
0.27
0.43
0.07
0.20
0.30
0.40

0.79
0.89
1.06
0.65
0.90
0.84
0.93
0.33
0.01
0.48
0.40
0.53

1.01
1.22
1.29
0.66
1.11
0.91
1.04
0.45
0.49
1.04
0.77
0.53

0.90
1.11
1.28
0.71
0.98
0.86
1.01
0.36
0.01
0.46
0.47
0.67

0.43
0.47
0.46
0.48
0.41
0.30
0.40
0.51
0.01
0.22
0.57
0.80

1.14
1.22
1.18
1.26
1.16
0.86
1.05
1.33
0.83
0.89
0.73
1.70

0.70
0.84
0.74
0.78
0.66
0.46
0.61
0.89
0.03
0.36
0.50
0.83

1.07
1.43
1.47
1.50
0.60
0.33
0.37
1.73
0.13
0.33
0.47
1.57
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Lic 202 LAIAXE CCF LUGEHIH X%
FF5 HRXTE XS [iERYPS PRI HRXTE XS
Info. Coh. Know. Info. Coh. Know. Rec. Info. Coh. Know. Info. Coh. Info. Coh. Know. Info. Coh. Know. Rec.
13 1.00 1.13 1.50 1.17 140 1.10 127 070 1.00 0.63 0.33 030 1.00 1.13 150 0.97 1.33 0.97 1.13
14 0.80 0.53 0.60 033 1.50 047 1.00 093 1.70 090 1.67 1.80 0.80 0.53 0.60 0.70 1.47 0.60 0.97
T I F R A S BRI 2,
&1 FIRXER BEERS A THETREX
Table 11 Correlation between automatic indicators and human judgment in knowledge-grounded conversation
Lic 2021 HIHXT 5% CCF LUGEFIH X
A i st Info. Coh. Know. Info. Coh. Know.
SP PE SP PE SP PE SP PE SP PE SP PE
F1 0.70 0.53 091 0.75 0.60 0.43 0.42 0.04 0.52 0.31 0.38 0.00
BLEUI 0.58 0.53 0.84 0.75 0.55 045  -0.03 —0.08 0.08 0.18 0.02 -0.11
BLEU2 0.57 0.62 0.82 0.81 0.54 0.54 0.04 —0.02 0.12 0.21 0.07 —0.06
DIST1 -032 -028 -044 -056 -0.16 -0.28 0.13 0.07 0.08 -0.23 0.11 0.02
DIST2 -0.46 -036 -0.53 -059 022 -0.28 0.26 0.11 020 -0.16 0.21 0.12
METEOR 0.70 0.79 0.86 0.80 0.61 0.65 0.50 0.30 0.45 0.35 0.36 0.22
ROUGE 0.63 0.62 0.86 0.80 0.60 0.51 0.20 0.04 0.22 0.28 0.18 -0.01
CIDEr 0.59 0.68 0.81 0.84 0.53 0.63 0.11  -0.02 0.14 0.19 0.08 —0.07
ST 0.65 0.48 0.85 0.66 0.53 0.31 0.41 0.08 0.57 0.31 034 -0.03
EV 0.49 0.50 0.71 0.68 0.37 0.35 0.12 0.07 0.24 031  -0.02 0.00
VE -0.28 -0.16 -0.31 —0.32 0.14 002 -0.12 -0.07 -021 -034 -0.18 -0.05
GM 0.49 0.49 0.72 0.66 0.23 0.32 0.18 0.09 0.27 0.32 0.13 0.01
BS-P 0.71 0.56 0.88 0.73 0.59 0.42 0.11 0.04 0.21 0.23 0.07 -0.04
BS-R 0.75 0.78 0.89 0.80 0.58 0.61 0.44 0.31 0.47 0.39 0.33 0.24
BS-F1 0.74 0.65 0.92 0.78 0.58 0.49 0.34 0.14 0.41 0.31 0.27 0.06
BLEURT 0.67 0.33 0.83 0.57 0.55 0.22 0.02 -0.16 0.20 0.09 0.02 —-0.27
T I F R A S B A2,
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Table 12 Correlation between automatic indicators and human judgment in conversational recommendation
Lic 202 XA CCF LUGEXH I HE#E
B b Info. Coh. Know. Rec. Info. Coh. Know. Rec.
SP PE SP PE SP PE SP PE SP PE SP PE SP PE
Fl1 -0.10 -0.54 —0.27 —0.40 —0.05 —0.25 0.44 0.35 -0.34 -0.58 0.00 —0.11 0.30 0.02 0.32 0.18
BLEU1 -0.01 -0.50 —-0.12 -0.31 0.08 —0.17 0.51 0.42 -0.29 -0.52 0.05 —0.04 0.32 0.09 0.38 0.25
BLEU2 —0.04 —0.54 -0.15 —0.30 0.05 —0.19 048 041 —-029 —0.49 0.05 —0.05 0.32 0.12 038 0.27
DIST1 030 0.17 039 045 020 0.01 -0.26 —0.27 0.57 0.59 024 024 0.02 0.09 -0.01 —0.01
DIST2 031 045 045 051 028 024 -0.25 -0.24 0.51 071 022 035 —0.02 0.18 —0.07 0.04
METEOR 020 0.05 0.02 -0.07 026 034 0.62 0.59 030 026 062 061 067 065 0.75 0.85
ROUGE  -0.09 -0.64 —0.14 —0.44 0.03 —-0.36 043 0.26 —-0.32 —-0.57 0.03 —-0.19 0.33 0.05 0.34 0.12
CIDEr -0.24 -0.67 —0.17 -0.34 —0.06 —0.34 0.21 0.27 -0.35 —-0.48 -0.02 —-0.14 0.27 0.15 026 0.17
ST —0.32 -0.74 -0.11 -0.33 —-0.07 -0.42 029 025 —-0.37 —0.56 0.06 —0.02 0.22 0.01 025 0.14
EV -0.17 -0.40 —0.15 —0.46 0.04 —0.16 0.37 0.28 —-0.37 —-0.63 0.04 —0.06 0.25 —0.07 0.25 0.10
VE 054 085 0.73 064 0.65 0.80 024 0.14 096 093 0.72 0.63 0.58 063 0.64 048
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Lic 202 1% i& 477 CCF LUGEXH&H#E#E
R Info. Coh. Know. Rec. Info. Coh. Know. Rec.
SP PE Sp PE SP PE SP PE SP  PE SP  PE SP PE
GM -0.06 —0.49 -0.12 -0.54 0.06 —-0.28 043 022 -0.37 -0.65 0.03 —0.16 0.29 -0.08 0.28 0.04
BS-P -0.13 —0.69 -0.09 -0.39 0.03 -0.39 0.50 027 -0.31 -0.54 0.09 —0.03 0.27 0.05 0.38 0.19
BS-R -0.34 —0.67 0.04 -0.02 —0.09 —-0.27 0.39 040 -—0.18 —-0.33 0.25 028 0.28 0.16 040 0.37
BS-F1 -0.23 -0.69 -0.15 -0.29 —0.06 —-0.35 0.50 0.33 -0.32 -0.48 0.10 0.07 031 0.10 0.37 0.25
BLEURT -0.20 —0.57 -0.07 -0.32 —-0.01 -0.25 0.36 030 -0.34 -0.54 0.06 0.02 023 0.02 0.30 0.18
T MR R A fe A2
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Table 13 Correlation between automatic indicators and human judgment in chatting
Lic 2021 /R K CCF LUGE/H/Hj
EFSI R A TR =20 Info. Coh. Know. Info. Coh.
SP PE SP PE SP PE SP PE SP PE
F1 0.56 0.48 —-0.03 —-0.50 0.67 0.78 —-0.33 —-0.26 -0.24 —-0.27
BLEUI1 0.55 0.50 —-0.04 —0.48 0.68 0.78 -0.26 -0.27 -0.21 -0.29
BLEU2 0.50 0.46 —-0.10 —0.48 0.64 0.73 —-0.33 —-0.13 -0.20 —-0.11
DIST1 0.08 —-0.45 0.54 0.53 -0.27 —-0.78 0.06 0.54 0.17 0.56
DIST2 —-0.03 —-0.36 0.49 0.59 —0.35 —-0.73 0.00 0.43 0.08 0.45
METEOR 0.78 0.30 0.87 0.87 0.45 0.00 -0.28 0.81 —-0.07 0.83
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