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UniPoll: A Unified Social Media Poll Generation
Framework via Multi-Objective Optimization

Yixia Lif, Rong Xiang, Yanlin Song', Jing Li

Abstract—Social media platforms are vital for expressing
opinions and understanding public sentiment, yet many analytical
tools overlook passive users who mainly consume content without
engaging actively. To address this, we introduce UniPoll, an
advanced framework designed to automatically generate polls
from social media posts using sophisticated natural language
generation (NLG) techniques. Unlike traditional methods that
struggle with social media’s informal and context-sensitive na-
ture, UniPoll leverages enriched contexts from user comments
and employs multi-objective optimization to enhance poll rel-
evance and engagement. To tackle the inherently noisy nature
of social media data, UniPoll incorporates Retrieval-Augmented
Generation (RAG) and synthetic data generation, ensuring robust
performance across real-world scenarios. The framework sur-
passes existing models, including TS5, ChatGLM3 and GPT-3.5,
in generating coherent and contextually appropriate question-
answer pairs. Evaluated on the Chinese WeiboPolls dataset and
the newly introduced English RedditPolls dataset, UniPoll demon-
strates superior cross-lingual and cross-platform capabilities,
making it a potent tool to boost user engagement and create
a more inclusive environment for interaction.

Index Terms—Natural Language Generation, Social Media
Analysis, Deep Learning, Question-Answer Generation.

I. INTRODUCTION

OCIAL media is an essential real-time communication

platform for expressing opinions. It has evolved into an
invaluable resource for capturing public perspectives using
advanced text analytics technology, such as information re-
trieval and opinion mining [1]. This development enables
people to swiftly access the latest updates and public opinions,
reducing information disparities and offering unique insights
into societal viewpoints. However, many people primarily
focus on consuming information rather than voicing their
perspectives [2], which may result from introverted personality
traits, a busy schedule, or difficulties in using text-based
communication. It reveals the existence of the silent majority,
whose passive communication obstructs the flow of ideas and
prevents others from grasping their perspective on a particular
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ERBE ST HEiFEH#E 24 LB B RE
N, Ho g 7700 75 E MR EN . —L
WEEINAAGES B O A BEE T
2SS BE, BHF ARSI AMEZ—
M NETERRE - (According to the Ministry
of Civil Affairs, there are currently more than 240
million single adults in China, including more than
77 million adults living alone. Some people who
live alone believe that they can only get a moment
of joy and comfort when they are on their own,
but not everyone enjoys living alone.)

BREZ DA . BRIAERT —TAF |
PR IS BT o BR T HZ KBt R BT o R AL
. BEB— I AZEIE . (I enjoy the solitude
of being alone. How cool is it to watch a movie
alone? I’ve done everything except eat hot pot. All
have done. I feel like eating alone in a restaurant.)
TR e AR B & H 47 (What s the
loneliest thing you have ever done?)

— P NFEHF (Watching a movie alone); —]
AWZ K %% (Eating hot pot alone); — > A K
(Moving house alone); — ™ AEERE (Going to
hospital alone)
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Fig. 1. An exemplary Weibo poll from the WeiboPolls dataset [3] with the
original Chinese text and its corresponding English translation within brackets.
The first row displays the social media post that accompanies the poll. The
second row presents some comment samples from the post’s viewers. The
poll extends across the 3rd and 4th rows, with the Question preceding the
Answers and multiple answer choices separated by a semicolon.

topic. Consequently, text analytics tools may only capture a
limited spectrum of public opinions, potentially overlooking
the viewpoints of the silent majority and introducing biases in
the interpretation of societal trends and preferences.

To boost public engagement, numerous social media plat-
forms have implemented polls to lower the barrier to ex-
pressing opinions. Users can craft the poll within the context
of their post, and it typically consists of a question with
multiple answer choices, as exampled in Fig. [1} The Question
directs readers to comprehend the post’s topic and presents the
primary inquiry or statement to which the post author seeks
responses. The Answers comprise pre-defined choices encom-
passing a range of potential perspectives, enabling readers to
select their viewpoints in response to the question. Compared
to traditional commenting, polls streamline the interaction
process — users can convey their opinions with a single
click, bypassing the need for careful drafting and extensive
typing. Furthermore, a recent study reveals that adding polls
can helpfully enhance public engagement to a post, leading to
increased comments on the Chinese Weibo platform [3]].

Despite the proven benefits of polls in boosting engagement
[3l], only a small fraction of social media posts incorporate



them, leaving untapped potential. Moreover, creating high-
quality polls requires expertise, which not all users possess.
To bridge this gap, we explore the automatic generation of
polls based on social media post content. Recent advances in
natural language generation (NLG), which focus on generating
text conditioned on input context, make this task increasingly
feasible. Modern NLG models leverage deep learning archi-
tectures that employ encoders to capture context semantics and
decoders to generate coherent outputs. State-of-the-art models,
such as Transformer-based architectures like GPT [4]], BART
[Sl], and T5 [6], are particularly well-suited for this task.

This work aligns with the broader research area of Question-
Answer Generation (QAG), which focuses on generating
question-answer pairs from a given document [7]. QAG has
been extensively studied in domains such as reading compre-
hension [8]] and educational applications [9], demonstrating
strong performance in structured text generation. However,
applying QAG to social media presents unique challenges
due to the colloquial and contextually implicit nature of
social media data, which contrasts with the explicit context-
question mappings typically found in more formal language.
Consequently, adapting QAG methods to social media poll
generation requires addressing these implicit relationships.

For instance, the poll shown in Fig. accompanies a
post discussing the prevalence of unmarried individuals living
alone, yet the poll question focuses on personal experiences
of loneliness. Inferring relevant answer choices, such as
“watching a movie alone,” from such loosely related contexts
can be difficult, as polls tend to serve as extensions of the
post’s theme, prompting open-ended responses. These implicit
context-question-answer relations pose significant challenges
for poll generation. Prior work [3] demonstrated that leverag-
ing user comments can enhance the understanding of a post’s
context. Following this insight, we augment the post context
with its associated comments to surface keywords indicative of
user interests, such as “alone,” “movie,” and “hotpot,” thereby
enriching the generated polls.

We then formulate social media poll generation following
prior work [3]]: the input, referred to as the context, comprises
a post along with its associated comments; the output is a poll,
including a question and several answer choices. Our work
builds upon their study with two key novelties: first, we aim
to advance pre-trained NLG for social media poll generation,
which has not been explored before; second, they ignored the
modeling of question-answer consistency while we strive to
strengthen context-question-answer relations jointly.

To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to advance
pre-trained NLG models’ capabilities in handling noisy social
media data for poll generation. Our goal is to address implicit
context-question-answer relations effectively. It is thus vital to
discern “poll-worthy” points within the contexts, incorporate
diverse perspectives for crafting open-ended questions and
answer choices, and manage question-answer semantic con-
sistency. To tackle these objectives collectively, we present a
Unified Poll Generation framework, UniPoll, utilizing multi-
objective optimization to balance adeptly the relation learning
among contexts, questions, and answers.

UniPoll is built on T5 [6], a state-of-the-art Seq2Seq-based

pre-trained NLG model, and is trained on multiple tasks. The
primary task focuses on modeling the context-poll relationship,
generating a sequence with a question followed by multiple
answer choices. To enhance this process, we incorporate two
auxiliary tasks—question and answer generation—designed
to strengthen context-question and context-answer learning.
These auxiliary tasks refine the model’s ability to handle the
main task, introducing diverse, targeted features that boost per-
formance. Its theoretical ground comes from Pareto optimality
to generate a high-quality poll without compromising question
or answer quality in task balancing. Additionally, UniPoll
leverages Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG), which
introduces a novel mechanism for enriching poll generation by
retrieving external knowledge or related posts to supplement
the input context, particularly when user comments are noisy
or absent. This approach allows UniPoll to capture broader
contextual signals, making it more resilient to incomplete or
sparse data sources typically encountered in real-time social
media analysis. Furthermore, we integrate synthetic data
generation through large language models to simulate user
interactions, offering a dynamic method for enhancing context
when retrieval fails. By adopting these strategies, UniPoll
effectively manages noisy, ambiguous inputs and ensures
the generation of relevant, coherent polls, thereby advancing
RAG’s use in interactive social platforms. Through prompt
tuning and multi-objective optimization, UniPoll fosters robust
inter-task collaboration, achieving a sophisticated understand-
ing of implicit context-question-answer relationships, surpass-
ing standard generation techniques.

We evaluate UniPoll on the WeiboPolls dataset [3l], which
contains large-scale polls and their contexts from the Chinese
social media platform Weibo. To further demonstrate cross-
lingual generalization, we introduce a new RedditPolls dataset,
featuring English polls collected from Reddit, offering a
valuable resource for future research in multilingual and cross-
platform poll generation. In comparison to state-of-the-art
models, including TS5 and GPT-3.5-turbo, UniPoll consistently
achieves superior results, as evidenced by both automatic
metrics and human evaluations. Ablation studies confirm that
combining the main and auxiliary tasks is key to UniPoll’s
effectiveness, while sensitivity analysis highlights its robust
performance across varying comment availability and data
scales. Case studies underscore UniPoll’s ability to maintain
strong context-question-answer consistency, and error analysis
identifies areas for further refinement.

In summary, this paper presents three key contributions:

e We introduce UniPoll, the first framework specifically
designed to enhance pre-trained NLG models for handling col-
loquial social media language and generating polls from noisy
or incomplete contexts. Through dynamic multi-objective op-
timization and prompt tuning, UniPoll effectively captures
implicit context-question-answer relationships.

e We pioneer the integration of RAG and synthetic data
generation to enhance the capability of poll generation systems
in managing noisy social media data and supporting practical
applications. It enables cold-start poll generation without real
user inputs, addressing data sparsity challenges and signifi-
cantly improving performance in real-world scenarios.



e Experimental results on the large-scale Chinese Wei-
boPolls and our newly introduced English RedditPolls bench-
marks demonstrate UniPoll’s state-of-the-art performance, sig-
nificantly surpassing models like T5, ChatGLM3, and GPT-
3.5, advancing research across languages and platforms.

The structure of this paper is outlined as follows: Section
presents the related work on poll generation and multi-
objective training. Then, in Section we describe the
design of the UniPoll framework. The experimental setup is
introduced in Section [[V] with results discussed in Section
Finally, in Section we conclude our key findings.

II. RELATED WORK

Our article focuses on the task of social media poll genera-
tion, building upon prior research in Question-Answer Gener-
ation (QAG) and, more specifically, Multiple Choice Question
Generation (MCQG), which will be respectively discussed in
Section and Our method is based on multi-objective
training, whose related work will be discussed in Section [[I-C|

A. Question-Answer Generation (QAG)

Poll generation aligns with Question-Answer Generation
(QAG), a natural language processing task merging Question-
Answering (QA) and Question Generation (QG). Its goal is
to generate a question and corresponding answer (QA pair)
from a document’s context. According to the QAG definition,
QA pairs are neither subjective nor open-ended, with answers
serving as ground truth for questions [7]], emphasizing explicit
QA-context connections. QAG is widely used in education
[LO] for automated assignment or exam questions.It is also
a valuable approach for data augmentation by self-labeling
large-scale data for training reading comprehension (8} [11].

Early research focused on collaboratively training QA and
QG models, leveraging their interdependence for mutual im-
provement. Studies have shown that posing questions while
reading enhances comprehension, yielding better answers [12].
Similarly, generating questions while answering helps mod-
els discern QA connections. Building on these findings, re-
searchers explored techniques for collaborative training of QA
and QG models. Tang et al. [13]] employed GRU and Bi-GRU
models for joint training of discriminative QA and generative
QG. They framed QA and QG as dual tasks, positing a
probabilistic relationship. By integrating probabilistic duality
constraints into loss functions, they enhanced QA and QG
performance on benchmarks like MARCO [14], SQuAD [15],
and WikiQA [16]. These results highlight the potential of
collaborative training for QAG models.

An alternative approach involves Generative Domain-
Adaptive Nets (GDAN [17]) and Generative Adversarial Net-
works (GAN, [18}19]). Tang et al. [20] used these techniques
to enhance QG by introducing QA-specific signals into the
loss function. Inspired by GANS, they utilized QG-generated
samples for QA training, further boosting QAG performance.

Nonetheless, utilizing two separate models (QA and QG)
can be inefficient regarding time and computational resources.
It may also pose challenges in coordinating their contributions
to QAG tasks. To address the concern, Wang et al. [21]]

suggested an integrated seq2seq framework for both QA and
QG, incorporating a condition encoder to toggle between the
two tasks. Recent advancements in pre-training have further
enhanced the popularity of integrated QAG models. Shakeri
et al. [22] employed a Seq2Seq framework based on the
pre-trained BART transformers [5]. They proposed a two-
step, two-pass method: the system first generates a question,
which is later combined with the context for a second-pass
answer generation. A more recent work Yao et al. [9] adopted
heuristic searching to extract candidate answers and passed
them through a BART-based QG module to generate questions.

Our work adheres to the state-of-the-art practice of adopting
a unified QAG model, with a pre-trained language model as
the backbone. However, previous work mainly focuses on the
QAG for formal documents, such as Wikipedia, which exhibits
clearer relations among the context, question, and answers.
However, social media language usually exhibits a much more
implicit context-question-answer relation, which may compro-
mise existing NLG models’ performance. Here we present
a novel solution with task prompts to distinguish relation
learning among contexts, questions, and answers, and multi-
objective training to strengthen the capturing of their joint
connections. In addition, the typical QAG often pertains to
text-based answers rather than answer choices, differentiating
it somewhat from a poll. Our task aligns more closely with the
specialized domain of Multiple Choice Question Generation
(MCQG), which we will discuss in the following subsection.

B. Multiple Choice Question Generation (MCQG)

As introduced above, a poll consists of a question and
several answer choices, similar to a Multi-Choice Question
(MCQ). This characteristic makes our task specifically related
to Multi-Choice Question Generation (MCQG). Most prior
MCQG studies explored the MCQ for assessments, which
presents a question with a correct answer (also known as the
key) and several incorrect answers (also known as distractors).
It is valuable in education due to MCQs’ consistent scoring
and easy evaluation [23} 24} 25 26]. Besides, some work also
applied MCQG to evaluate readers’ news comprehension [27]].

As for methodology, many early MCQG systems employ
heuristic or rule-based generation [28]]. Some also exploited
structured knowledge graphs to encode the knowledge for
assessments [29, [30]. In addition, others specifically explored
crucial sub-problems in key selection and question formation.

In key selection, a keyword or sentence is selected to
serve as the answer for the subsequent question generation.
Traditional approaches [31} 32] to this task, such as the Tf-
IDF algorithm, rely on statistical and lexical information.
These methods often struggle to identify keys with referential
relationships and can only produce simple, straightforward
words. To address these issues, researchers have incorporated
semantic information [33} 34] and employed machine learning
techniques [27) 35] to extract longer phrases or sentences as
answers, substantially improving MCQG performance.

In question formation, a question is generated based on the
selected key. Traditional methods for this task rely on rules
and syntactic dependencies [33| [36]], which often cannot well



model the context, compromise the performance on out-of-
domain data, and result in lack-of-diversity output. Viewing
these limitations, recent approaches adopted neural network-
based sequence-to-sequence models, some even with the pre-
trained encoder-decoder [37, [38], such as T5 [[6] and PEGA-
SUS [39]]. In particular, Hadifar er al. [40] fine-tuned T5 on
the SQuAD [15] and continued to fine-tune it on EduQG [40],
exhibiting improved quality in the generated questions.

In the MCQG pipeline, previous work usually searched for
a target answer and generated questions based on the context
to find potential question subjects. Although key selection
and question formation are closely-related tasks, they were
priorly usually tackled separately in MCQG systems, resulting
in inferiority in learning their interactions. As the simultane-
ous training of key and question showed better performance
than the pipeline alternative [13]], the Seq2Seq-based TS5 and
PEGASUS were successfully applied to MCQG systems in
the latest study [27) 41} 42] for sequential generations of key
and question. Built upon that, we adopt TS as our backbone
and generate poll question and answer choices sequentially.
However, previous MCQG approaches do not explicitly model
the relationship between the question and the answers during
training, which may limit their performance in tackling noisy
social media polls with implicit context-question-answer rela-
tions. To address this problem, we incorporate two auxiliary
tasks to better coordinate the answer and question generation.

Despite being in the MCQ format, a social media poll fun-
damentally differs from an assessment-oriented MCQ — the
former is open-ended, used for opinion collection, and adopts
a colloquial style, while the latter is to test an individual’s
knowledge, includes a specific correct answer, and is typically
written formally. Lu ef al. [3]], being the only prior work in
social media poll generation, contributed the first Chinese
dataset for this task (WeiboPolls for short). They gathered
polls from Chinese social media, Sina Weib(ﬂ Their method
involved two decoders based on Bi-GRU [43]], one for ques-
tion generation and the other for answer choices. They also
employed a neural topic model [44] 45] to effectively model
the comments to enrich the contexts for input understanding.
However, they did not adopt a pre-trained decoder to harness
the NLG advances in pre-trained language models. In addition,
they processed questions and answers using separate decoders
without comprehensively exploring question-answer interac-
tions. In contrast, our model is grounded on a pre-trained
decoder and leverages multi-objective training to examine the
context-question-answer relations thoroughly. Recently, Cheng
et al. [46] introduced DiffusPoll, a conditional text diffusion
model for poll generation. Similar to UniPoll, it employs task-
specific strategies to ensure coherence between questions and
options. However, DiffusPoll builds on extensive resources,
UniPoll is more lightweight yet effective. Also, DiffusPoll en-
hances data with back-translation and attribute tag extraction;
our approach focuses more on modeling implicit relations.

Uhttps://www.weibo.com

C. Multi-Objective Optimization

Our method is based on established research in multi-
objective optimization to coordinate the objectives to generate
questions and answers in polls. In previous work, this approach
is generally employed to optimize the problem involving more
than one objective function, resulting in the popularity to apply
in multi-task learning [47]]. Here, different tasks can reach
Pareto stationary points by introducing the Multiple Gradient
Descent Algorithm (MGDA) from multi-objective optimiza-
tion. Later work further refined this idea by optimizing task
weights and computation efficiency [48l 49, 50].

Building on the foundation of multi-objective optimization,
our training design engages multiple tasks in a unified frame-
work, enabling joint handling of different objectives. This
approach is inspired by its demonstrated success in dialogue
generation, where it promotes knowledge transfer between
tasks by sharing parameters and feature representations, en-
hancing a model’s generalization capabilities over single-task
learning [S1]]. For instance, the T5 model explores data from
various tasks during pre-training, significantly improving out-
of-distribution capabilities, as seen in FLAN-TS, which scales
the number of fine-tuning tasks to 1,800 [6} 52

In contrast to traditional multitask learning frameworks [3|]
that often require specific encoders for each task, limiting
flexibility and applicability, our innovative use of prompt tun-
ing enables a more versatile approach to task differentiation.
This flexibility allows seamless integration of our method into
existing encoder-decoder architectures like FLAN-TS or even
decoder-only models such as GPT-based ones. By employing
prompt-based differentiation, our framework adapts naturally
to varying language models, enhancing usability and adapt-
ability across architectural configurations.

However, despite these advancements, prior work has rarely
explored the effects of multi-objective optimization in manag-
ing the implicit context-question-answer relations specific to
social media polls. Addressing this gap, our model incorpo-
rates both main and auxiliary tasks to improve understanding
and generation of context-poll relationships, further facilitated
by the distinct task prompts that help delineate and connect
various objectives within the model.

III. UNIPOLL MODEL FOR POLL GENERATION

In this section, we first formulate the social media poll
generation task, followed by three subsections to elaborate on
how we design our UniPoll framework with the overview in
Section main and auxiliary task design in Section [[TI-B]
and multi-objective optimization in Section

Following the task introduction in Section [, we further
detail the social media poll generation task formulation. The
given context (input) is a social media Post P that presents
a topic or a statement as the background and its comments
C,, as supplementary contexts with some user views, where n
indicates the comment num Our output is a poll with a Ques-
tion (), to seek other users’ opinions, and m Answers A,,, a
sequence of choices to provide varying potential perspectives
for users to select as their standpoint. Our task thus involves
both question generation (QG) and answer generation (AG).
The notions used in this section are briefed in Table [Il
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TABLE I
MATH NOTATIONS.

Notation ~ Description

TP the task prompt

P the source post

Ch the n comments related to the source post
X the input word embedding

M the encoded memory bank from encoder
Q the poll question

Am the poll answers, with m answers

N the number of training samples

YQ the loss weight of auxiliary task QG

YA the loss weight of auxiliary task AG

A. UniPoll Framework Overview

As discussed above, UniPoll adopts an encoder-decoder ar-
chitecture based on the pre-trained Seq2Seq model T5. This ar-
chitecture leverages the model’s capabilities in understanding
and generating natural language, which is crucial for handling
informal and diverse expressions in social media. The key
challenge lies in the implicit relationships between context,
questions, and answers on social media platforms. To address
the challenge, UniPoll employs a multi-objective optimization
strategy that integrates multiple tasks while balancing their
respective goals throughout the learning process.

Despite the simple design, UniPoll’s theoretical ground
comes from Pareto-optimal task balancing, facilitating a trade-
off between conflicting tasks [S3]]. In multi-task learning, tasks
often exhibit competing gradients, and optimizing for one
task can hinder the performance of others. By leveraging
the Pareto optimality criterion, the model identifies solutions
where improving one task does not significantly degrade
others. Gradient-based multi-objective optimization methods,
such as decomposing tasks into subproblems with different
preferences, guide the search through more well-behaved,
representative solutions. This structured search not only leads
to improved task coordination but also helps in stabilizing
the optimization process [54]]. By mitigating conflicts between
task gradients, the approach indirectly contributes to smoother
convergence and a more stable loss function, enabling the
model to learn more effectively. As a result, UniPoll is able to
generate high-quality polls without compromising the quality
of the questions or answers. By focusing on the primary task
of poll generation alongside two auxiliary tasks—refining the
formulation of both questions and answers—UniPoll achieves
a well-coordinated balance between these objectives, enhanc-
ing both convergence stability and output coherence.

Furthermore, UniPoll employs a task-aware gradient inter-
action mechanism, enabling gradients from different tasks to
synergize and improve the model’s overall performance. This
synergy is achieved through carefully designed task-specific
prompts, guiding the model to consider both question gener-
ation (QG) and answer generation (AG) in a complementary
manner. By facilitating the sharing of information across tasks,
UniPoll enhances the consistency and coherence of its out-
puts. This prompt-driven, gradient-based multi-task learning
strategy balances competing objectives, ensuring robust and
well-rounded performance across all tasks.

To address the noisiness of social media data, UniPoll

Task Prompt Tuning Module

I Synthetic S,

Subtask Q
Main Task M Comments C,,

i ik el

Subtask A

Encoder

Fig. 2. The overview of UniPoll, the unified poll generation framework. The
middle displays the backbone, a pre-trained transformer (T5) in an encoder-
decoder architecture. The top shows the task prompting design to help the
model differentiate tasks and the bottom part is our multi-objective training
to coordinate the relation learning for contexts, questions, and answers.

leverages two approaches: Retrieval-Augmented Generation
(RAG) [35] and synthetic data generation using large lan-
guage models. RAG enables the model to retrieve relevant
information from external sources, enriching the context when
user comments are unavailable or of low quality. On the other
hand, synthetic data generation employs large language models
to create artificial comments, providing additional context in
scenarios where real comments are missing or insufficient.
These techniques allow UniPoll to handle both noisy and
incomplete data, enhancing the quality of the generated polls.

The overview and operational intricacies of UniPoll are
visually depicted in Fig. which illustrates how UniPoll
processes input data to generate well-structured and contex-
tually meaningful polls. Through this multi-faceted approach,
UniPoll aims to capture the mutual dependence of QG and
AG. This interdependence is critical, as the nature of questions
can influence the type of answers provided and vice versa.
For example, a question about a location (“Where”) requires
answers that are places, whereas a question about a person
(“Who”) necessitates names as responses. By tailoring the
model to consider these aspects, UniPoll can generate more co-
herent and contextually relevant content, thereby significantly
improving the quality of interaction on social media platforms.

B. Main and Auxiliary Task Design

We train UniPoll with multiple tasks to better coordinate QG
and AG with the implicit context-question-answer relations.
a) Main Task: The main task handles the main quest to
generate a poll directly from the context. Its input consists of
three components: task prompt 7'P, post context P, and com-
ments C,,, combined by the separator token. Here we introduce
T'P to help the model discriminate between specific tasks. For
the main task targets, we employ task prompt T'Py; “generate



<question> then <answers>", where “<question>" and
“<answers>" are two additional special tokens indicating the
question and answers.

The input triplet < TP, P,C,, > is formed as a sequence
of word embeddings X and fed into the encoder to generate
the memory bank M. The process of generating the memory
bank can be represented by the following formula:

M = Encoder(X) (1)

where Encoder is the encoder function responsible for encod-
ing the input text into a compact representation that captures
relevant context information. The output M is the memory
bank, which is a matrix where each column represents the
hidden state of the encoder for a particular token.

Guided by T'P,;, the main task outputs a sequence of the
poll question, concatenated by its answer choices, with each
distinct target preceded by a special token. The transformer de-
coder consists of a series of decoder layers to digest the general
semantics in the input context and exploit it to generate the
output poll. To that end, the decoder employs a multi-headed
attention mechanism to attend to both the input sequence and
the memory bank M. It enables the decoder to incorporate
a salient context part when predicting each output word. For
inference, the transformer decoder generates a question () and
answers A, by processing a sequence of input tokens, one at
a time, and conditioned on the previously generated tokens to
predict the next token in the sequence. The generation of poll
question () can be formulated by the following equation:

lal
Pr(Q | TPy, P,Cy) = [ Prgjla<;, M) @)

Jj=1

Here ¢; denotes the j-th word in @ and q.; refers to
Q@’s predicted word sequence from slot 1 to j — 1. Upon
reaching the special separate token, the decoder automatically
switches to answer generation. The answer-generation process
incorporates information from both the memory bank M and
the generated question (), enabling it to function in a question-
aware manner, as shown below:

|a
Pr(Am |TPMaP»Cn):HPT(aj|a<jaQ7M) (3)
j=1

For a better illustration, Fig. E] shows how we format the
input and output Fig. [T]example for the main task. It maps the
inputs < T' Py, P, C,, > to the outputs < @, A,,, > with the
encoder-decoder model in a Seq2Seq manner. During training,
the main task is involved as one of the tasks, and during
inference, only the main task will be used for prediction.

In addition to the intuitive Seq2Seq model, we retain the
original cross-entropy loss function. Instead of formulating
a distinct loss function, the model calculates the joint loss
of both QG and AG simultaneously to choose an optimal
equilibrium point, which will be detailed in Section

Input: [sep]
BEREESUTHA P EEE 24 LR S /BEA..
[sep] FEZ— D ARIMM . HIMERH —NAF
FLFCERIRE - #MuL - BB/ — D AIZEE

Output: PRI IR BE B A 47
[sep] — M NEHF [sep] — M AIZ KR

[sep] — T AP [sep] — N ANEERE

Fig. 3. The formatted input and output of the Fig. [T example for the main
task. To distinguish different parts, the and are in
orange color; the post context and comments are in blue and red, respectively.

b) Auxiliary Tasks: Although the main task allows poll
generation, the model may over-learn one target (QG or AG)
while under-fitting the other if only considering the joint loss
being computed in the hidden layer. To mitigate this issue,
UniPoll engages two side quests to explicitly learn QG and AG
as auxiliary tasks to optimize the fitting degrees for QA and
QG. They enable target-specific learning to align the related
context specifically with the question or answers, facilitating
the main task of reinforcing the connections between context-
question and context-answer pairs. It allows for a more bal-
anced training, as the model can explicitly discern the training
degrees locally for QG and AG, meanwhile reinforcing the
global learning for context-question-answer relations.

The input of auxiliary tasks is the triple < T'P, P,C,, >,
while the output is differentiated by task prompts. We de-
signed two task prompts: T'Pg “generate <question>" and
TPy “generate <answers>", which correspond to QG and
AG, respectively. The prompt templates are crafted to relate
auxiliary tasks to the main task. By jointly tackling main and
auxiliary tasks, UniPoll can not only distinguish the fitting
magnitude of varying targets but also learn the connections
between QA pairs simultaneously. The output generation of
auxiliary tasks is formalized as follows:

lal

Pr(Q | TP, P,Cy) = [[ Prigjla<;, M) &

Jj=1

|al

Pr(Ay, | TP, P,Cy) = [[ Prajlac;, M) (5)
j=1

C. Multi-Objective Optimization

With the previously constructed task prefix TP, the main
task and two auxiliary tasks can be trained simultaneously
under the encoder-decoder model, while only the main task is
used to generate questions and answers during inference.

The main task employs the following training loss:

N
Latain = — Y _log(Pr(Q', A}, | TPy, P',C}))  (6)
i=1
N is the number of training samples; P?, C are the source

post and its comments of the i-th training sample, and Q°, A?,



are the target poll question and poll answers. For the auxiliary
tasks, the QG and AG exhibit the following losses:

N
Lo=-Y log(Pr(Q | TPq,P',CL) @)

=1

N

=1

To enable multi-objective optimization for coordinating
context-poll, context-question, and context-answer relation
learning, the training loss of the entire model is defined as:

L= Liain +70 Lo +7a LA 9

where weights g and ~y4 respectively trade-off main and aux-
iliary tasks for QG and AG. Eq. [9]is optimized to coordinate
multiple tasks’ objectives with Algorithm [Ifs workflow.

Algorithm 1 Multi-Objective Optimization for UniPoll

Input: A set of training samples {D}, subtask options (Main,
QG, AG), loss weights vq,va, learning rate 7, and maximum
iterations maxIter

Output: Optimized model parameters

1: Initialize: Model parameters 6, learning rate n

2: Generate training data {D’} with subtask options
3: for epoch from 1 to maxlter do

4:  Partition {D’} into batches

5. for each batch b € {D’} do

6: Extract source post P, comments C,, and ground truth @,
A,, from b

7: Embed the input triplet X =< TP, P,C,, > and pass

through the encoder to generate memory bank M:

M = Encoder(X)

8: Decode to generate the poll question @ and answers A,:

lal
PT(Q | TPM7PaC’ﬂ):HPT(qJ | q<j?M)

j=1

|al
P’/'(Am | TP]\/[7P70”"«): HPT(aj | a<j7Q7M)

j=1
9: Compute the joint loss for the main and auxiliary tasks:

L= Lrain+79 - Lo+va-La

10: Update model parameters:
0=0—n-Vol

11:  end for

12: end for

D. Automated Context Enrichment

To further address scenarios where comments are of
low quality or unavailable, UniPoll incorporates Retrieval-
Augmented Generation (RAG) [S5] techniques to enhance
context enrichment. Here, we discuss how we employ the
RAG technique in detail. By augmenting the post context with
additional relevant information retrieved from a large corpus,

Context Enrichment

_B_.é]'_»_b ~—» |Embedding| —» E.
Data Corpus / I

5 (e —| @ [ = [

User Post
Top N Retrival

Fig. 4. Retrieval-Augmented Generation module for context enrichment

RAG allows for effective poll generation without relying on
real user comments. The process is shown in Fig. ]

First, the model builds embeddings for the post P using a
pre-trained embedding model:

Ep = Embedding(P) (10)

where Ep represents the embedding vector of the post P.

Next, we retrieve relevant external contexts R, from a
large corpus by calculating the similarity between the post
embedding Ep and the embeddings of documents in the
corpus formulated as follows:

R, =arg max Sim(Ep,Ep)
DeCorpus

Y

Here, Sim(Ep,Ep) represents a similarity measure (e.g.,
cosine similarity) between the embedding of the post P and
the documents D in the corpus. The top-n documents R,, are
retrieved based on their similarity scores.

These retrieved contexts R, are then used in place of the
comments C,, for poll generation. The input triplet for the
main task becomes < TP, P,R,, >, and the corresponding
poll generation probabilities for the question and answers are
formulated as:

lql
PT(Q | TPQaP,Rn) = HPT(Qj|q<j>M)

Jj=1

(12)

|al
Pr(Ap | TPa, P, Ry) = [ [ Pr(ajlac;, M) (13)
j=1
By incorporating the retrieved contexts R,, the model
effectively generates poll questions and answers without the
need for user comments, leveraging external data to enrich the
input context and ensure high-quality outputs.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

This section discusses how we set up our experimental
studies as follows. First, Section [[V-A] discusses datasets and
evaluation metrics. Then, we describe multiple variations of
the comparison methods and the configuration of our ablation
models in Section At last, we delve into the specific
implementation details of UniPoll in Section [[V-C}

A. Evaluation Dataset and Metrics

Here we discuss the dataset for training and testing, fol-
lowed by the evaluation metrics to measure the output quality.



a) Dataset: We evaluate the UniPoll model using two
datasets: the Chinese WeiboPolls dataset [3] and the English
RedditPolls dataset. The WeiboPolls dataset contains 20,252
poll question pairs sourced from the Chinese social media
platform Weibo. Each entry includes the context of a post,
its comments, and a user-generated poll with a question and
a set of answers. We use the original dataseﬂ as published by
previous work [3]], without any additional filtering, consistent
with prior work. To further evaluate the generalizability of our
method, we collected English poll data from Reddit’s r/poll
using the Pushshift Reddit AP]ﬂ Due to API limitations, we
only gathered data up until November 28, 2021, resulting in
a total of 18,000 samples.

b) Evaluation Metrics: To assess the effectiveness of the
poll generation models, we adopt ROUGE and BLEU scores
[56} 157, 58], as suggested by previous work [3]]. Specifically,
we follow them to employ the pythonrouge packageE] to calcu-
late ROUGE-1, ROUGE-L, and NLTKE] to calculate BLEU-1
and BLEU-3 scores. We evaluate the model’s performance on
three tasks: poll generation, question generation, and answers
generation. The poll generation results are obtained by aver-
aging the results of the last two tasks over a single run.

B. Comparing Methods

We consider the following baselines and the existing state-
of-the-art models in the experimental comparisons.

We first consider the Seq2Seq (S2S) baselines without a
pre-trained backbone. BASE [59] is the basic RNN-based S2S
model that trains from scratch. We also report the results of
two BERT family-based extensions that incorporate additional
features. COPY [60] utilizes a copy mechanism to enable
extractions from the context for poll generation. TOPIC [61]],
based on COPY, additionally incorporates topic modeling to
examine word statistics in comments to understand the noisy
context better.

Besides, we adopt the poll generation model released in
previous work [3], which is based on TOPIC yet employs
a dual decoder (henceforth DUAL DEC), one for question
and one for answer generation. It is the previous state-of-
the-art model in the WeiboPoll benchmark. DUAL DEC did
not adopt the pretrain model since no performance gain with
BERT, according to [3]]. To examine the advanced pre-trained
NLG model in our task, we adopt a T5 baseline and follow
DUAL DEC to train two single-objective models for question
and answer generation, respectively. Specifically, we fine-
tuned the T5 model separately for the question generation and
answers generation tasks. After fine-tuning, we evaluated the
performance of each task independently and calculated the
overall score for poll generation by averaging the scores from
both tasks. Additionally, we explore both open-source and
proprietary state-of-the-art large language models. Specifically,

Zhttps://github.com/polyusmart/Poll-Question-
Generation/tree/main/data/Weibo
Shttps://www.reddit.com/r/polls
4https://github.com/pushshift/api
Shttps://github.com/tagucci/pythonrouge
Ohttps://pypi.org/project/nltk/

we fine-tune the ChatGLM3-6B mode [62] following the
same procedure used for the TS5 baseline, leveraging LoRA
(Low-Rank Adaptation) [63] for efficient fine-tuning. LoRA is
set at a rank of 64, resulting in 15,597,568 trainable parameters
out of a total of 6,259,181,568 parameters for ChatGLM3-6B.
In comparison, the TS model contains a total of 220,000,000
parameters. For further benchmarking, we employ GPT-3.5-
turb(ﬂ in a one-shot learning setup for comparison.

In the comparison, UniPoll refers to our full model with
multi-objective optimization over the main and auxiliary tasks.
To further examine each task’s relative contributions, we
design UniPoll’s ablations as follows. The w.o0.A is the ablation
without answer generation auxiliary task; likewise, w.0.Q
is the ablation without question generation auxiliary task;
w.0.Q,A only employs the main task for the poll generation.

C. Implementation Details

We used the open-source Unbuntu 20.04.5 operating system.
All experiments were conducted with PyTorch 1.12 [[64] and
Python 3.8. For hardware, we used two RTX 2080ti graphics
cards with 11G memory each for training and inference.

Due to the GPU memory constraints, we employed the base
version of the TS5 pre-trained modeﬂ [6] as our backbone
for RedditPolls and T5-pegasus pre-trained checkpoint [63]]
for WeiboPollﬂ T5-pegasus used mTS [66] as the base
architecture and customized the tokenizer for Chinese, with
a pre-training task similar to PEGASUS [39].

For training, we adopted the AdamW [67]] optimizer with
an initial learning rate of 3e-5 and a linear learning rate decay
strategy. The number of training epochs is 20 for the single-
task models and 10 for the multi-task models. The weights to
trade off multi-task learning losses are set to 7o = y4 = 1
(Eq. EI) ROUGE-1 was observed in validation, and for multi-
objective models (w.0.A, w.0.Q, and UniPoll), we averaged
the ROUGE-1 for the generated questions and answers.

We employed beam search with a beam size of 1 for text
decoding during inference. The maximum input length for the
model is 1,024 tokens, with any input exceeding this length
being truncated, and the maximum output length is 128 tokens.
All experiments ran five times (with random seeds 40, 41, 42,
43, 44), and the mean will be reported in the results.

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

To evaluate the performance of UniPoll, we conducted
extensive experiments whose results are discussed as follows.
First, we compare UniPoll with existing baselines and state-
of-the-art models for poll generation in Section , fol-
lowed by the context enrichment techniques in Section [V-C|
Subsequently, Section will provide the ablation studies
to examine the effects of auxiliary tasks and multi-objective
optimization for strengthening context-question-answer inter-
relationships. After that, we quantify the effects of varying
comment scales and training data scales to examine UniPoll’s

Thttps://huggingface.co/ THUDM/chatglm3-6b
8https://platform.openai.com/docs/models/gpt-3-5-turbo
9https://huggingface.co/google-t5/t5-base
Whttps://huggingface.co/imxly/t5-pegasus
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TABLE II
COMPARISON RESULTS ON WeiboPolls FOR POLL GENERATION. ALL
BASELINES ARE FINE-TUNED, EXCEPT GPT-3.5-TURBO PROMPTED IN A
ONE-SHOT MANNER. UNIPOLL SIGNIFICANTLY OUTPERFORMS ALL
OTHER MODELS (PAIRED T-TEST; P-VALUE <0.05).

Model Poll Generation

ROUGE-1 ROUGE-L BLEU-1 BLEU-3
S2S Baselines
BASE 23.15 21.62 20.87 2.67
COPY 32.58 30.61 25.82 5.58
TOPIC 33.60 31.59 28.55 8.46
Current SOTA
DUAL DEC 34.98 32.84 29.41 8.84
T5 45.33 42.69 37.34 21.06
ChatGLM3 44.54 41.87 34.31 18.34
GPT-3.5-turbo 3241 28.48 2491 5.74
Our Model
UniPoll 47.92 45.02 39.96 22.78

TABLE III

COMPARISON RESULTS ON RedditPolls FOR POLL GENERATION. ALL
BASELINES ARE FINE-TUNED, EXCEPT GPT-3.5-TURBO PROMPTED IN A
ONE-SHOT MANNER. UNIPOLL SIGNIFICANTLY OUTPERFORMS ALL
OTHER MODELS (PAIRED T-TEST; P-VALUE <0.05).

Model Poll Generation

ROUGE-1 ROUGE-L BLEU-1 BLEU-3
S2S Baselines
BASE 9.79 8.10 5.22 1.31
Current SOTA
T5 38.50 36.80 27.15 16.52
ChatGLM3 36.55 34.38 28.16 16.14
GPT-3.5-turbo 32.01 27.71 18.69 6.81
Our Model
UniPoll 43.64 41.69 32.04 20.46

performance with varying input (in Section [V-E). Finally, to
provide more insights on the potential and limitations, we
qualitatively discuss UniPoll through a case study (in Section

and an error analysis (in Section [V-G).

A. Main Comparisons

Here we first measure the overall performance of poll
generation with automatic and human evaluations.

a) Automatic Evaluations:  The results on standard
benchmark WeiboPolls are shown in Table [lI} from which we
can draw the following observations.

First, the performance gain achieved by DUAL DEC and
TOPIC is somewhat limited compared to COPY. It suggests
that while incorporating topic models and dual decoder design,
as proposed in previous work [3]], can partly address the
challenges, its overall benefits to the task may be constrained.

Second, by integrating pre-trained NLG, ChatGLM3 and
TS5 demonstrate outstanding performance compared to DUAL
DEC, improving the results by large margins. It can be
attributed to using a pre-trained NLG model (with decoder
and (or) encoder pre-trained), which acquires generic read-
ing and writing skills through large-scale pre-training. Also,
considering prior findings [3]] implying the limited assistance
provided by pre-trained encoders (such as BERT [68]), we can
infer that a pre-trained decoder is more crucial in social media
poll generation.

Third, UniPoll significantly outperforms all baselines and
previous state-of-the-art models. Specifically, UniPoll achieves

TABLE IV
HUMAN EVALUATION RESULTS ON WeibiPolls FOR POLL GENERATION.
HIGHER SCORES INDICATE BETTER RESULTS.

Model Relevance | Fluency | Engagingess
Gold Standard 2.79 2.84 2.74
BASE 1.26 2.14 1.35
TOPIC 1.81 1.66 1.50
DUAL DEC 2.02 1.87 1.67
TS 2.34 2.28 2.07
ChatGLM3 2.31 2.37 2.01
GPT-3.5-turbo 1.97 1.92 1.62
UniPoll 2.46 2.44 2.20

a ROUGE-1 score of 47.92, exceeding the performance of both
T5 (45.33) and DUAL DEC (34.98). When compared with
large language models such as GPT-3.5-turbo and ChatGLM3,
UniPoll also demonstrates superior results. This improvement
can be attributed to the multi-objective optimization design,
which enables the model to better capture the nuanced rela-
tionships between context, questions, and answers. Notably,
GPT-3.5-turbo, as a proprietary large language model, suf-
fers from performance limitations when relying solely on
prompting techniques, further illustrating the advantage of our
lightweight approach. In addition to improved performance,
UniPoll produces more stable outputs, with a mean standard
deviation of 0.25, reflecting an 81.48% reduction compared to
T5. This underscores the positive influence of multi-objective
optimization on both output quality and consistency.

A similar conclusion can be drawn from the curated En-
glish benchmark RedditPolls, as shown in Table , further
demonstrating the generalization capability of UniPoll across
different languages and cultural contexts. Given the compara-
ble results, our subsequent experiments will be conducted on
the standard WeiboPolls benchmark unless otherwise specified.

b) Human Ratings: To further examine the usability of
generated polls, we followed the benchmark setup [3] and
enlisted the assistance of four native Chinese speakers to rate
the generated results manually. Our evaluation criteria included
three metrics: 1) Relevance, measuring the poll’s relevance
to the source posts; 2) Fluency, assessing the readability and
flow of the generated language; 3) Engagingness, gauging the
degree of attractiveness of the polls in drawing engagement.
Each metric adopts a 4-point Likert scale, with scores of 1
for very bad, 2 for bad, 3 for good, and 4 for very good.
We selected the first 100 sample outputs from the test set for
human rating, and the raters were unaware of which model
the results came from for an unbiased examination. Table [V]
displays the average ratings from the four annotators.

The results show that human-generated polls, represented
by the Gold Standard, perform the best in all three evaluation
metrics. This suggests that machine-generated polls still have
some room for improvement. Among the machine-generated
models, UniPoll achieves the highest scores in all three met-
rics, indicating its effectiveness in generating human-favored
social media polls, as the multi-objective optimization helps
balance well on context, question, and answer learning. The
DUAL DEC model and TOPIC outperform the BASE model



TABLE V
QUESTION GENERATION COMPARISON ON WeiboPolls.

TABLE VII
QUESTION GENERATION COMPARISON ON RedditPolls.

in terms of relevance and engagement; however, they lag
in fluency, potentially due to the side effects of incorporat-
ing latent topics into the decoders. Meanwhile, ChatGLM3
demonstrates better fluency compared to TS5, which can be par-
tially attributed to the vast amount of pretraining data and the
extensive model parameters Nevertheless, with a pre-trained
decoder, TS5, ChatGLM3 and UniPoll, outperform BASE on
fluency, showing the helpfulness of NLG pre-training on our
task.

In addition, as existing benchmark [3|] only examines the
overall poll quality, we further probe into the internal structure
of a poll and assess its question-answer consistency. T5
and UniPoll received scores of 1.96 and 2.50, respectively,
indicating that UniPoll’s multi-objective optimization strategy
can helpfully capture question-answer relations.

B. Separate Evaluation on Question and Answer Generation

We have demonstrated UniPoll’s effectiveness in overall poll
generation. Here, we provide a detailed comparison of model
performance in question and answer generation on WeiboPolls,
as shown in Table[V] and Table [VI} Similar conclusions can be
drawn from the results on RedditPolls in Table [VII] and Table
VI

Comparing question and answer generation results, UniPoll
exhibits more significant improvement in assisting question
formation. For example, it achieves a ROUGE-1 score of
49.60, 5.14 and 3.82 points higher than TS and ChatGLM3.
This result indicates that UniPoll’s multi-objective optimiza-
tion strategy enables the model to effectively learn across dif-
ferent tasks and better extract the focus of the discussion from
the context to generate high-quality questions. In the answer

Model Question Generation Model Poll Generation
ROUGE-1 ROUGE-L BLEU-1 BLEU-3 ROUGE-1 ROUGE-L BLEU-1 BLEU-3
S2S Baselines S2S Baselines
BASE 21.62 20.64 20.35 2.11 BASE 10.54 8.75 5.64 1.48
COPY 35.13 33.20 30.27 7.95 Current SOTA
TOPIC 36.65 34.70 31.11 8.66 T5 33.13 31.32 23.67 12.70
Current SOTA ChatGLM3 32.64 30.16 28.45 13.62
DUAL DEC 38.24 36.14 32.27 9.04 GPT-3.5-turbo 23.28 21.86 8.62 3.96
T5 44.46 42.06 3691 16.26 Our Model
ChatGLM3 45.78 42.93 33.26 13.37 UniPoll 39.57 37.32 29.92 16.97
GPT-3.5-turbo 32.83 29.27 26.73 5.21
Our Model TABLE VIII
UniPoll 49.60 46.71 42.04 19.83 ANSWER GENERATION COMPARISON ON RedditPolls.
TABLE VI Model Poll Generation
ANSWER GENERATION COMPARISON ON WeiboPolls. ode ROUGE-1 ROUGE-L BLEU-1 BLEU-3
S2S Baselines
Model Answers Generation BASE 9.04 744 4.79 1.13
ROUGE-1 ROUGE-L BLEU-1 BLEU-3 Current SOTA

S2S Baselines T5 43.86 42.28 30.62 20.34
BASE 24.68 22.59 21.38 3.22 ChatGLM3 40.46 38.59 27.86 18.65
COPY 30.03 28.02 21.38 3.22 GPT-3.5-turbo 40.73 33.56 28.76 9.66
TOPIC 30.56 28.49 26.00 8.26 Our Model
Current SOTA UniPoll 47.71 46.05 34.15 23.94
DUAL DEC 31.72 29.54 26.55 8.65
TS5 46.20 43.32 37.77 25.86
ChatGLM3 43.29 40.81 35.35 23.21
GPT-3.5-turbo 32.00 27.70 23.09 6.27 generation task, T5’s performance is competitive to UniPoll
Our Model : : : :
Uniboll 4624 5334 17.87 2574 because it has two decoders dedicated to learning question

and answer generation separately. As a result, it may somehow
overfit one objective (answer generation), sacrificing the other
(question generation) and the question-answer consistency (as
shown in Section [V-A). Nevertheless, UniPoll coordinates well
with question-and-answer generation to result in better poll
generation.

C. Automated Context Enrichment

User comments play a crucial role in enhancing the quality
of generated content (as further discussed in Section
However, comments often contain irrelevant or noisy informa-
tion, such as advertisements or spam. Moreover, in real-time
poll generation for commercial platforms, comments may be
unavailable at the time a post is made, making it essential to
explore alternative methods for enriching context. This raises
an important question: can we augment the context in the
absence of user comments? In this section, we explore the
effectiveness of Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG) [55]]
and synthetic comment generation techniques as a means to
enhance context understanding when comments are noisy or
unavailable.

TABLE IX
ROUGE-1 SCORE FOR DIFFERENT METHODS WITHOUT COMMENTS.
UNIPOLL+RAG AND UNIPOLL+SYNTHETIC ARE TWO AUGMENTED
METHODS THAT EMPLOY RETRIEVAL-AUGMENTED GENERATION AND
SYNTHETIC COMMENT TECHNIQUES.

Poll Question Answers
Method Generation  Generation  Generation
T5 39.43 39.47 39.40
UniPoll 41.48 43.96 39.01
UniPoll+Synthetic 42.16 44.12 40.20
UniPoll+RAG 42.39 44.43 40.35




TABLE X
ABALTION TEST OF UNIPOLL.

Model ROUGE-1 ROUGE-L BLEU-1 BLEU-3
Poll Generation

UniPoll 47.92 45.02 39.96 22.78
w.0. A 47.60 44.87 39.58 22.70
w.0. Q 47.81 44.92 39.84 22.69
w.0. Q, A 47.68 44.80 39.86 22.75
Question Generation

UniPoll 49.60 46.71 42.04 19.83
w.0. A 49.70 46.81 42.10 20.00
w.0. Q 49.18 46.29 41.62 19.41
w.0. Q, A 49.43 46.61 42.02 19.99
Answers Generation

UniPoll 46.24 43.34 37.87 25.74
w.0. A 45.49 42.92 37.07 25.41
w.0. Q 46.45 43.54 38.07 25.97
w.0. Q, A 45.93 42.99 37.70 25.52

UniPoll+RAG employs Retrieval-Augmented Generation
(RAG) [55] techniques by integrating posts retrieved as
supplementary material, enabling the model to enrich its
context without relying on direct user comments. Specifically,
we utilized a Weibo post database as the source of information
and employed FlagEmbedding [69] for vectorization. Due
to memory constraints, we incorporated the top five relevant
posts as supplementary resources, as demonstrated in Table
, UniPoll+RAG reaches peak performance of 42.39 in poll
generation with 0% real comments, marking a clear enhance-
ment over the baseline UniPoll model. More importantly, we
observe a significant improvement in answer generation, with
an increase of 1.34 for ROUGE-1 scores, demonstrating the
model’s crucial ability to extract diverse opinions.

Alternatively, UniPoll+Synthetic employs a different strat-
egy by using the large language model ChatGLM3 [62] to
generate synthetic comments. This approach aims to simulate
user interactions and generate artificial feedback that can act as
a proxy for real comments. By integrating these synthetic com-
ments, the model tests the hypothesis that synthetic data can
replace real user interactions in training scenarios. As shown
in Table this method shows promise, although it does not
achieve the same performance peaks as UniPoll+RAG.

Through these methodologies, we address and mitigate
noisy, insufficient comments, particularly in early stages of
content creation. Both RAG and synthetic approaches rep-
resent promising avenues for enhancing the model’s context
understanding, underscoring the potential of these techniques
to improve content generation in environments with limited
user interaction. Further refinement of these strategies is
necessary to fully capitalize on their benefits.

D. Ablation Study

The previous discussions have shown the positive effects
of multi-objective optimization, adopting multi-task learning
with two auxiliary tasks in a unified framework. While it helps
UniPoll outperform the previous state-of-the-art models, we
are interested in the relative contributions of different auxiliary
tasks and hence present an ablation study in Table [X]

As can be seen, the simultaneous inclusion of two auxiliary
tasks (UniPoll) resulted in the greatest performance improve-
ments for the poll generation task. Compared to the other

TABLE XI
ABALTION TEST OF DIFFERENT WEIGHT RATIOS ON POLL GENERATION.
7@ 74 | ROUGE-1 ROUGE-L BLEU-1 BLEU-3
1 1 47.92 45.02 39.96 22.78
0.8 1 47.35 44.61 39.35 22.53
0.6 1 47.49 44.75 39.49 22.62
0.4 1 47.36 44.66 39.37 22.46
0.2 1 47.03 44.34 39.01 22.29
1 0.8 47.34 44.60 39.41 22.53
1 0.6 47.35 44.67 39.40 22.53
1 0.4 47.22 44.54 39.27 22.45
1 0.2 47.06 44.40 38.99 22.20

ablations, the highest scores were obtained when training with
auxiliary tasks for generating questions (Q) and answers (A)
only. This indicates the effectiveness of our multi-objective op-
timization strategy. For the poll generation, different auxiliary
tasks show various impacts, with task A having a relatively
larger impact than Q. The reason could be that generating
answers is inherently more challenging than questions because
answers, comprising a multitude of potential choices, usually
present scattered elements, whereas a question, in sentence
form, has easier-to-catch syntax by pre-trained NLG models.
For this reason, incorporating task A appears to help the
model strengthen the learning for answer generation. Our
findings are consistent with the previous QAG work [21],
which suggests that answer generation needs more help than
question generation in the joint training framework.

We also find ablation w.o Q performs the best for question
generation while w.o A champions answer generation. These
indicate that adding one auxiliary task may negatively affect
the other auxiliary task, suggesting the challenges to balancing
Q and A objectives in our main task (poll generation). Nev-
ertheless, UniPoll effectively coordinates the two objectives
and outputs the best poll generation results, showing the
helpfulness of adopting prompt tuning for task distinguishing
and multi-objective optimization for task collaboration.

Further testing the model under different weight ratios
confirms these observations. As shown in Table the equal
weight ratio (1,1) for both yg (question generation weight)
and 4 (answer generation weight) achieves the highest scores
across all metrics, indicating a balanced contribution of both
tasks to the overall performance of the model. Adjusting the
weights reveals slight performance variations, yet the model
consistently shows optimal results with a balanced weight
setting. This robustness across various configurations suggests
that while UniPoll can function effectively under a range of
weight settings, a balanced approach best optimizes relevance
and fluency, thereby enhancing the quality of the generated
polls. The detailed examination of these weight variations not
only underscores the model’s flexibility but also emphasizes
the critical role of finely tuned task weighting in achieving
high-quality NLG outputs in social media contexts. This analy-
sis affirms the effectiveness of our multi-objective optimization
strategy and underscores the importance of appropriate task
weighting in complex NLG tasks like poll generation.
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E. Quantitative Analysis

The previous experiments are conducted on the entire
dataset. Readers may then be curious about models’ sensitivity
to varying training samples whose input contexts involve posts
and comments. Hence, we first discuss the effects of comments
on training poll generation, followed by training data scales.

a) Effects of Comments: Here we quantify the results of
UniPoll trained with varying early proportions of comments.
Thus, comments were sorted chronologically, and the first n%
of comments were employed for training and testing. Figure
[3] depicts UniPoll and T5’s ROUGE-1 scores with varying n.

Our results demonstrate that including comments substan-
tially improves the quality of generated polls, resulting in a
ROUGE-1 score improvement of over 6 points across different
tasks and models. This finding is consistent with previous work
[3l], showing the helpfulness of comments in enriching the
contexts for short posts. We also observe that UniPoll performs
consistently better than TS, given varying scales of comments.
It is because UniPoll allows a better understanding of context-
question-answer relations through multi-objective optimization
with the two auxiliary tasks. The gain is obvious when there
are no comments (0%), where UniPoll outperforms TS5 on
question generation with a ROUGE-1 score of 44.96, which
is 5.49 higher than T5’s score of 39.47.

Moreover, interestingly, T5’s performance is extremely un-
stable when a large number of comments are provided, possi-
bly because the noise in comments may mislead the model
in extracting relevant context. In contrast, UniPoll exhibits
stronger stability in all three tasks, showing its superiority in
handling noisy data with a progressive performance improve-
ment as the percentage of comments increases.

b) Effects of Training Data Scales: We then study the
results when the models are trained with varying data scales
to assess model effectiveness in low-resource situations. The
models were trained using varying amounts of data - 20%,
40%, 60%, 80%, and 100%. Figure E] shows the results.

UniPoll performs consistently better in varying training
data scales for the poll and question generation. A large
performance gain is shown when the models are trained with
extremely limited data (20%). The two models exhibit similar
results for answer generation, whereas UniPoll’s results are
slightly better with smaller training data scales. These results

indicate UniPoll’s multi-objective optimization increases its
data-using efficiency, leading to superiority in low-resource
training where data is scarce or costly.

F. Case Study

We have experimented UniPoll in a quantitative view. Here
we use two cases as examples to qualitatively discuss model
output and show the results in Figure Specifically, we
involve the cases from ChatGPT [70] (March-23 version) and
NewBing [11]], which are unable to be included in the main
comparison because they require case-sensitive prompts to
guide the generation. For reproduction concerns, the prompts
we adopt in the case studies are shown in the Appendix.

In Case 1, UniPoll demonstrates a high-quality poll whose
generated question adeptly captures the input post’s specific
concerns (about exam fairness) and well reflects that point
in the question. Moreover, all three answer choices show high
consistency with the poll question. On the contrary, T5 suffers
from inconsistency between the question (“Do you...”) and
answers (“Can or Cannot”) because the QA relations were
not carefully exploited. ChatGPT, without learning from social
media data, managed to generate a fine poll yet somehow
looks too serious, lacking the potential to engage social media
engagements. NewBing’s results look good with sufficient in-
formation, whereas it fails to generate a poll without comments
even though we tried multiple times with varying prompts.

Case 2 exemplifies a scenario with implicit context-
question-answer relationships and noisy social media data,
where comments discuss topics unrelated to the post and
provide useless contexts. Despite the challenging conditions,
UniPoll successfully captures the point about “movie re-
releasing” from the post and generates a poll closely related
to it. In contrast, TS again suffers from QA inconsistency
problems and lacks details in the output.

In summary of the case study results, we observe UniPoll’s
outputs are usually specifically related to the context’s key
points, whereas others’ outputs are relatively more general. It
is attributed to UniPoll’s efforts to strengthen learning in social
media context-question-answer relations. For this reason, its
output polls are also more engaging, which is helpful in
drawing other users’ attention to participating in discussions.
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G. Error Analysis

The above results have demonstrated the potential of
UniPoll in handling poll generation. To provide a more com-
prehensive view and insight into its limitations, we analyze
several errors that UniPoll made in 100 sampled cases.

a) Error Analysis for Question Generation: We first
investigate question generation and discuss the error types.

(i) Alternative Questions. Topic diversity poses a signifi-
cant challenge in question generation (12/100), occurring when
the context contains multiple possible topics. Consequently,
the model generates a question alternative to the gold standard.
For instance, in a post discussing smelly foods like durian and
stinky tofu, the gold question was “VRIA N B~ Fc R (“Which
do you think is the smelliest?”’), while UniPoll generated
AR B B XN —3E” (“Which dish do you like the most?”).
Due to the open and informal social media writing styles,
such phenomena are common. Although UniPoll may generate
an appropriate question, the evaluation could label it as an
error due to dissimilarity with the ground truth, revealing the
limitations of current evaluation metrics and the need for better
NLG testing methods.

(ii) Grammar Errors. A small percentage of generated
questions (4/100) contain grammar errors, such as “/R%& %
FIHNZH] B 5 (“Do you enthuse others enthuse your-
self?”) or “U§J5 BRI B[RS (“Do you not want to live
with your parents after marriage?””). These errors often stem
from noisy training data. Although minor, such grammatical
issues can affect user experience and the perceived quality of
polls. Future work could incorporate cleaner training data and
post-processing checks to ensure grammatical accuracy.

(iii) Off-Topic Questions. While UniPoll generally demon-
strated good context understanding, a few instances (2/100)
contained off-topic questions. This issue may arise from noisy
input contexts, complicating topic identification. However, due
to the small error sample size, deeper analysis is limited.

b) Error Analysis for Answer Generation: For answer
generation, the errors fall into the following types:

(i) Duplicated Choices. In 9/100 cases, generated answers
contained duplicates. Although correct and complete, such
duplication may bias polling results. Post-processing steps
could mitigate this error.

(ii) QA Inconsistency. Despite UniPoll’s improvements
over TS5, QA inconsistency persists in 8/100 cases, leaving
room for further enhancement. This issue likely stems from the
limited training data for question-answer consistency. Future
work may employ data augmentation to expand training data
and address this problem.

(iii) Information Insufficiency. In 2/100 cases, errors
stemmed from insufficient context information. Analysis of
UniPoll variants without comment training revealed 10/100
such errors, indicating comments help enrich context. Future
efforts could enhance models’ common-sense reasoning and
leverage external knowledge for better context encoding.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we addressed the challenge of automati-
cally generating social media polls, comprising an open-
ended question and multiple answer choices, based on the
context of a social media post and its comments. This task
is uniquely challenging for existing NLG models due to
the informal, noisy nature of social media text and im-
plicit relationships between context, question, and answers.
We introduced UniPoll, a novel multi-objective optimization
framework built on the pre-trained TS5 model, designed to
effectively learn context-poll, context-question, and context-
answer relations. By leveraging enriched context from user
comments and incorporating Retrieval-Augmented Generation
(RAG) and synthetic data generation, UniPoll overcomes the
challenges of noisy social media data. Experimental results on
large-scale WeiboPolls and the newly introduced RedditPolls
datasets demonstrate UniPoll’s state-of-the-art performance,
significantly surpassing models like TS5, ChatGLM3, and GPT-
3.5. Quantitative analysis highlights UniPoll’s robustness in
low-resource training, while qualitative evaluations confirm it
produces more contextually relevant and engaging polls than
other models. UniPoll offers a powerful tool to enhance user
interaction and engagement on social media platforms.

VII. LIMITATIONS AND FUTURE WORK

While this study has advanced our understanding of poll
generation using natural language processing, it also illumi-
nates several areas where enhancements could be beneficial.
This section outlines current limitations and proposes future



[Post]: #2% LR HHECRIE AT M BB AIM, BIL
TER, IGLRELHIEATFIE? (#Can online retesting ensure fair-
ness# The disruptions caused by the postponement of the entrance
exams have resulted in postgraduate retests being conducted online.
Can this method still ensure fairness?)

[Comments]: X1 5 E ARG BSCE 40 AT o (RAT LAE—
NMABKE—-F THE—, 5% BT ML RS AR . WAl
Uit M AN SXB B, RIEG MR ANZKE NI, R
R AT « 22 2%l PR EEE A T ERHTT -
NG KG, &bZE, BARREKEE? (Absolute
fairness doesn’t exist in this world. Even if someone who ranks
last comes first in their exams, it doesn’t mean they possess the
necessary knowledge when they enter university. They will seize
every opportunity to achieve their goals, resulting in good exam
performance, without any tangible evidence against them. In the
case of online exams, individuals who typically rank last may end
up in the top ten of their grade. Regular exams can be subject to
manipulation, and when conducted online, there may be even more
room for unforeseen circumstances.)

[Gold]: 1R 51154 F B3 E T AT (Do you think the online retest
is fair)

>AF (Fair); NAF (Unfair); HAth (Others)

[T5]: 1732 Fi4 B 3015 (Do you support online retesting)

>FE (Can); ANAE (Cannot)

[UniPoll): /RN N 1 E 15 /AF15 (Do you think the online retest
is fair)

>/ (Fair); ANAF (Unfair); #F8 X7 (Please comment if
you have more to say.)

[ChatGPT]: %% 251 /A P ZE (Online exam fairness poll)
>PRIE/AF (Guaranteeing fairness); 7 7EHUIL (Deficiencies ex-
ist); TLIEWHE (Not sure)

[NewBing]: %% b5 i & T HELRE A F (Can online retesting
guarantee fairness)

>SH[LL (Yes); INATLA (No); ANHfITE (Not sure)

[T5 w.o. comments]: 175154 F 2 RXEEREAFIE (Do you
think online retesting guarantees fairness)

>HE (Yes); NBE (No); BTEIT (Depends)

[UniPoll w.o. comments]: /RIANEE - E 15 AF15 (Do you think
the online retest is fair)

> F (Fair); INAF (Unfair); B (Depends)

[ChatGPT w.o. comments): %% F 5 /AFHERZE (Online
retest fairness poll)

>BELRIE/AF (Fairness guaranteed); ANBEFRIE/AT (Fairness can’t
be guaranteed); BU/H%E 53 (Eliminate online retesting)
[NewBing w.o. comments]: Failed to generate

>Failed to generate

[Post]: #9FE, KREIGHEHEMS IEHS (WAEZBIERE) -

(REESR) | DUGEES - BRWIEEE (BN ZEEE) 7
EREB . BRI R, 3A24H2EETH495%, &
T#R436%, FHEP2.7/77C- (#Nezha, Big Fish and Begonia
to be Re-released# The animated films “Nezha: Birth of the Demon
Child” and ”Big Fish and Begonia,” along with "How Long Will I
Love U,” starring Lei Jiayin and Tong Liya, have been confirmed
for re-release. According to the latest data, on March 24, a total
of 495 cinemas nationwide resumed operations, with a resumption
rate of 4.36% and a single-day box office of 27,000 yuan.)
[Comments): BAE ARG B, AONIEIRAIESR, £1
e WEIREID 2, REER . RO, FERREIRE)
... (1 am selling Twilight on Earth, just to collect the tenderness
of the world to meet you. Thank you for sharing and coming to
see you. My Weibo feeds, waiting for you anytime...)

(Gold): /R i3 FFHREREEH7_E B (Which one are you most looking
forward to re-releasing)

>SWRE Y BEE R (Nezha: Birth of the Demon Child); K fiE3
(Big Fish and Begonia); #8Ef %S [E] & (How Long Will I Love U)
[T5]: 1REEBEWH (Which one would you go to watch)

>HATF (Expectations); IN#A%F (No expectations)

[(UniPoll): 1 5 ¥ 5 B &R L &2 B WL (Which film are you most
looking forward to re-releasing)

> 2 BEFE % 1 (Nezha: Birth of the Demon Child); %5 [F]
J& (How Long Will I Love U); #8¥#A%F (Both); #RAHAR} (None)
[ChatGPT): {REBEWHER (Which film would you prefer to
watch)

SR 2 B %t (Nezha: Birth of the Demon Child); K5
(Big Fish and Begonia); #8125 [Ff& (How Long Will I Love U)
[NewBing]: WEFE R GG EB, (REEFEMARERF (Which
film would you choose in a re-release of Nezha or Big Fish and
Begonia?)

>PBIEZ BEZEF# 1 (Nezha: Birth of the Demon Child); A f i3
(Big Fish and Begonia); #48%E (Both)

[T5 w.o. comments): 1R 5 IFHH Y K(EFS—F (Which film
do you think is most worth watching)

>HARF (Expectations); INHFF (No expectations)

[UniPoll w.o. comments]: {7154 5B EBLHIFEZIG (Do you still
2o to re-releases)

>4 (Yes); A& (No); B1EHL (Depends);

[ChatGPT w.o. comments]: LR EINE A HE T (Select the
film you want to watch)

>WRHEZ BEZE P41t (Nezha: Birth of the Demon Child); K& # 5
(Big Fish and Begonia); #if %S [F & (How Long Will I Love U)

[NewBing w.o. comments]: Failed to generate
>Failed to generate

(a) Case 1

(b) Case 2

Fig. 7. Case studies about online retesting for the national postgraduate entrance exam (Case 1), and the first post-COVID-19 movie to watch (Case 2). Each
case is displayed in three parts. The top presents the input to the model, including the [Post] and [Comments]. In the middle, we show the model-generated
polls, [T5] and [UniPoll], with the author-written gold standard, [Gold]. Besides, we include evaluations of the latest models, [ChatGPT][NewBing]. At the
bottom, we show the model results without taking comments for training (e.g. [UniPoll w.o. comments]) to examine the qualitative effects of comments.

research directions to address these challenges and expand the
scope of our findings.

1) Performance in Few Comments Scenarios: As shown
in Section [V] Retrieval-Augmented Generation and syn-
thetic techniques significantly improved performance
in scenarios with few comments. Future work could
refine these methods by integrating real-time data from
related posts or trending topics to further enhance poll
generation.

2)

3)

Multilingual and Cross-Cultural Expansion: Adapt-
ing UniPoll for diverse linguistic and cultural contexts
requires more than translation; it demands accounting
for cultural nuances influencing user interactions. De-
veloping a culturally aware model with diverse global
datasets would enable broader applicability.

Integration of Multimodal Data: With social media
increasingly sharing text, images, videos, and links in
posts, future UniPoll versions could enhance relevance



and engagement by incorporating multimodal inputs.
Techniques from computer vision and audio processing
could help analyze the sentiment and content of images
and videos, informing the poll generation process.

4) Ethical and Responsible AI Use: Adhering to ethical
Al practices is essential. Future developments should
establish guidelines to prevent reinforcing stereotypes or
spreading misinformation, ensuring responsible content
generation.

Addressing these challenges and exploring these research
directions will enhance UniPoll’s responsiveness, cultural
sensitivity, and ethical standards. These efforts will prepare
UniPoll to better serve the diverse needs of global social media
landscapes, making it a more effective tool for engaging users
and capturing public sentiment.
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APPENDIX
PROMPT TEMPLATE FOR CHATGPT AND NEWBING

[Case 1]: B3Rk: RIFLUTHEHNERMIEIEL, Er— A%
HE SRR LT, ERETR) T RONBIT 10D, bl
FEAEIT20MF - MENE: L EERE ERAR AT
% FEINE AR T - S IR BEARIE AP . RS
XA ARV BN 1) A SR AT AR — MEEE— % T
F—E% L T ET R EE A S W] DLl A — P&k
B B O SIESE SRR AR IR SO R R L 2% 1T
Wf%ﬁ%AﬁTiﬁ%+ﬁ¥ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%i2ﬁ%$ﬁ
ETET .

[Case 1 w.o. comments]: K. RIELLTFRUIHENE, El—1
TR R bR AR L %00, SR T A F RO I 10157,

FRAFEAN I 20T5 - RUIRNE . % SR TReREL
Vi R R B BT _E BRI B RIE AP

[Case 2]: TR ARYELUR I N AFIBEITS, El—E
FE A AR R L T, ESRET I FEAET 101F, IR
FFEABIL 20 F o N ZS: WG K I 55 SRS i
SR 2 RS B [t K 2 30 2 DA R 7 A K T 20 3 TR PR e
I¥) JE& 1 7 % 22 W9 A 9T 4UE ERDIGIT ADIGITH £ E & T3
FEDIGITZ B L#EDIGITH H EHDIGIT /A Tt - fili#ifie: Ik
ENER SR & A O AR R & AR R =R B E
R E BB RERS Z4 B VRO — S R B AN B R — e
P T A 4R A I R SRR AN URAE T B sh BT ATROR T
MRVEAN R & SRR R VA T B I H BT K9
RF AT A R 4t G R AR BT T 2% E A e — B 3
SR RAERS T A H I AR U 5 MREEAA -

[Case 2 w.o. comments]: B3K: RIGELITFRUIENZE, El—1
TRV P SRR J LA T, SRR T ) FEOANE 1 10757,
PR FEONEIT20F o I WOE K M i 5E E B ah i

FEMBIE 27 JBE 2 ekt oK #0103 DA% R A 6 T 000 - i R s 25
[F] & 1 A ¥ B 478 B BT 4%9E (2 /RDIGIT ADIGITH £ [E & T
BEDIGITZR & TR DIGITH H ZZFEDIGITH TG «
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