
Unified Speech-Text Pretraining for Spoken Dialog Modeling

Heeseung Kim 1 Soonshin Seo 2 3 Kyeongseok Jeong 2 Ohsung Kwon 2 Jungwhan Kim 2 Jaehong Lee 2

Eunwoo Song 2 4 Myungwoo Oh 2 Sungroh Yoon 1 4 5 Kang Min Yoo 2 4 6

Abstract

While recent work shows promising results in
expanding the capabilities of large language mod-
els (LLM) to directly understand and synthesize
speech, an LLM-based strategy for modeling spo-
ken dialogs remains elusive and calls for further
investigation. This work proposes an extensive
speech-text LLM framework, named the Unified
Spoken Dialog Model (USDM), to generate co-
herent spoken responses with organic prosodic
features relevant to the given input speech without
relying on automatic speech recognition (ASR) or
text-to-speech (TTS) solutions. Our approach em-
ploys a multi-step speech-text inference scheme
that leverages chain-of-reasoning capabilities ex-
hibited by the underlying LLM. We also propose
a generalized speech-text pretraining scheme that
helps with capturing cross-modal semantics. Au-
tomatic and human evaluations show that the pro-
posed approach is effective in generating natural-
sounding spoken responses, outperforming both
prior and cascaded baselines. Detailed compara-
tive studies reveal that, despite the cascaded ap-
proach being stronger in individual components,
the joint speech-text modeling improves robust-
ness against recognition errors and speech quality.
Demo is available at https://unifiedsdm.github.io.

1. Introduction
Large language models (LLM) gained significant traction
due to emergent capabilities (OpenAI, 2023; Wei et al.,
2022a; Brown et al., 2020; Kaplan et al., 2020), such as
few-shot in-context learning, complex reasoning (Wei et al.,
2022b; Yao et al., 2022), and instruction-following (Ouyang
et al., 2022). These remarkable discoveries led to chat-
enabled LLMs and generative personal assistants. How-
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Figure 1. Overview of our spoken dialog modeling approach. A
base speech-text model is pretrained using the newly proposed
unified speech-text pretraining scheme (§3.2). Then fine-tuning
on the downstream spoken dialog dataset produces the unified
spoken dialog model, which processes the input speech tokens
discretized from the prosody-infusing encoder (§3.1) and generates
intermediary text tokens along with the output speech tokens that
can be synthesized into a natural-sounding coherent speech. More
details are available in §3.3.

ever, text-based agents are limited in their usability due to
their medium of interaction. Ideally, speech-enabled LLMs
would recognize the user’s emotional state or subtle nu-
ance and generate spoken responses and prosody most ap-
propriate to the user’s context. Although automatic speech
recognition (ASR) and text-to-speech (TTS) systems can
be employed trivially, the linguistic discrepancy between
speech and text causes dialog inefficiencies and provides
sub-optimal user experience (Horowitz & Samuels, 1987;
Clark et al., 2019). Moreover, optimizing user interaction un-
der the cascaded approach may be impractical for real-world
applications (Moore, 2007). As such, systematically inte-
grating the speech modality into LLMs can unlock speech
interactivity while retaining the powerful capabilities of
LLMs.

Recent advances have also spurred the idea of large foun-
dational models (LFM) for other modalities (e.g., vision,
speech, audio, etc.) (Bommasani et al., 2021), unifying
LLMs with the sensory spaces. In the vision domain, numer-
ous works have explored interfacing pretrained language
models with the visual modality (Tsimpoukelli et al., 2021;
Alayrac et al., 2022; Cho et al., 2021; Yu et al., 2023). More
recently, Yu et al. (2023) proposed a generative VLM based
on a pretrained LLM that directly generates discrete vision
tokens, which can be decoded into high-fidelity images.
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Figure 2. All possible self-supervised learning objectives from our
pretraining scheme. Given the speech-text paired data along with
the token-alignment groupings, the relationship a particular token
group (either text or speech) can form with another modality group
is either correspondence or continuation (where the latter can be
both modalities). Different types of cross-modal co-occurrences
can be considered during pretraining by combining these relation-
ships. Note that the correspondence and the continuation objectives
are marked with special tokens to avoid ambiguity.

Such work shows that autoregressive language models can
model even distant modalities such as vision.

In the speech domain, while earlier work focused on text-
less speech modeling (Lakhotia et al., 2021; Chen et al.,
2022; Nguyen et al., 2023), recent work has either taken
inspiration from the LLM architecture to achieve speech
synthesis (Wang et al., 2023a) or incorporate pretrained lan-
guage models into speech-understanding tasks (Arjmand
et al., 2021; Ao et al., 2021; Chen et al., 2022; Chu et al.,
2023), where the model is limited to text outputs. A more
recent line of work explores the possibility of empower-
ing pretrained LLMs to autoregressively generate discrete
speech tokens for speech translation (Rubenstein et al.,
2023) and speech-instruction following tasks (Zhang et al.,
2023a; Yang et al., 2023; Chen et al., 2023). Despite the suc-
cesses, more work is needed to understand whether LLMs
are capable of generating speech text and understanding and
incorporating paralinguistics most appropriate and natural
for the social context, especially in spoken dialog settings.

This work proposes the Unified Spoken Dialog Model
(USDM), a novel LLM-based approach to modeling spoken
dialogs in an end-to-end fashion. Inspired by step-by-step
reasoning employed by large LMs (Nye et al., 2022), our
approach breaks the speech-to-speech modeling problem
into intermediatory steps that are easier to be handled by
the underlying pretrained LLM (Figure 1). Along with the
model, we adopt a tokenization scheme designed to ensure
that the discrete tokens support high-quality speech synthe-
sis and are sufficiently expressive for modeling prosody in
spoken dialogs.

We also propose an original pretraining scheme that pro-
motes the learning of cross-modal distributional semantics

between speech and text, which is vital for imbuing LLMs
with the ability to recognize prosodic cues and generate
coherent speeches. Distinct from the existing body of work
on speech pretraining (Zhang et al., 2023a; Nachmani et al.,
2023), our approach formulates diverse training objectives
from paired speech-text data, where each speech sample is
paired with the corresponding transcript. Specifically, based
on the observation that any subsample of either speech or
text in speech-text pairs forms two types of relationships
with the other modality (Figure 2), we can formulate a large
number of combinations of training objectives that theoret-
ically benefit all speech-text tasks. However, in this work,
we confine the application of our approach to spoken dia-
log modeling and demonstrate that the proposed pretraining
scheme benefits the multi-step approach to spoken dialog
modeling. In summary, our contributions are as follows.

• We propose a unified pretraining strategy for model-
ing the comprehensive relationship between the speech
and text modalities that is especially effective for down-
stream speech-to-speech spoken dialog generation.

• We present an extensive spoken dialog modeling frame-
work detailing the discrete speech tokenization scheme
utilizing a pair of a prosody-infusing encoder and a
decoder. Additionally, we propose an LLM-based mod-
eling strategy for generating natural-sounding and se-
mantically coherent dialog responses in an end-to-end
fashion.

• Our work establishes the foundation for speech-
enabled chat-based LLMs, showcasing a prototype that
not only maintains the LLM’s ability to generate dialog
responses but also enhances it with speech-interaction
capabilities.

2. Related Work
2.1. Discrete Speech Representations

To construct spoken language models (SLM), various dis-
crete speech representations have been utilized in previous
works (Kharitonov et al., 2023; Borsos et al., 2023; Lakho-
tia et al., 2021; Hassid et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023a).
These representations are primarily categorized into two
types: tokens based on speech self-supervised representa-
tions (Hassid et al., 2023; Lakhotia et al., 2021) and neural
audio codec representations (Wang et al., 2023a).

A discrete token based on speech self-supervised represen-
tation (Lakhotia et al., 2021; Lee et al., 2022), is obtained
by k-means clustering of the intermediate representation
from a speech self-supervised model. These tokens, often
called acoustic units, are typically encoded with a frequency
range of 25Hz to 50Hz. The amount of speech information
within the compressed discrete speech token is determined
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by the number of clusters, denoted as k. Using a relatively
small value for k, many works have preserved the semantic
information and speed-related prosody information in the
tokens, and utilized these to construct SLMs (Polyak et al.,
2021; Communication et al., 2023a).

Neural audio codec, another type of discrete token, cap-
tures both semantic and paralinguistic information of speech
within the token (Zeghidour et al., 2021; Défossez et al.,
2022; Kumar et al., 2023). To achieve this, a speech encoder
and decoder are trained using an autoencoder architecture
with residual vector quantizer for the encoder output (Va-
suki & Vanathi, 2006). This representation includes most
of the perceptual information of audio, making it suitable
for sound synthesis tasks (Kreuk et al., 2023; Copet et al.,
2023; Agostinelli et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023a).

2.2. Spoken Language Model

Many studies have recently explored spoken language mod-
eling to address a variety of tasks involving speech and text
(Chu et al., 2023; Tang et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023b;
Team et al., 2023). Various works tackle tasks such as au-
tomatic speech recognition (Hono et al., 2023; Fathullah
et al., 2023a; Wang et al., 2023c), spoken question answer-
ing (Pan et al., 2023; Zhao et al., 2023), and speech-to-text
translation (Chen et al., 2023; Fathullah et al., 2023b; Wang
et al., 2023c), which process speech as input and output text.
Conversely, there are also emerging works focused on tasks
like speech synthesis (Kharitonov et al., 2023; Wang et al.,
2023a; Zhang et al., 2023b; Yang et al., 2023), where text is
used as input to generate speech output.

Early SLMs that process speech as both input and output
are trained solely based on speech data, independent of lan-
guage models or text (Lakhotia et al., 2021; Nguyen et al.,
2023). With the advancement of LLM, several studies aim
to construct spoken language models that extend language
models for both speech input and output. These models
are introduced in tasks such as speech-to-speech translation
(Wang et al., 2023d; Rubenstein et al., 2023; Communica-
tion et al., 2023b) and spoken conversation modeling (Zhang
et al., 2023a). Recently, several works have been proposed
for spoken dialog modeling, which supports speech input
and output (Nguyen et al., 2023) without separate automatic
speech recognition and text-to-speech modules.

dGSLM (Nguyen et al., 2023) is a model for natural spoken
dialog generation between two speakers. To capture not only
the content but also non-verbal vocalizations like laughter,
dGSLM leverages acoustic unit tokens by clustering spoken
dialog with HuBERT (Hsu et al., 2021). Additionally, to
model simultaneously spoken dialog, Nguyen et al. (2023)
introduce a dual-channel decoder-only transformer.

SpeechGPT (Zhang et al., 2023a) leverages LLMs to con-

struct an SLM capable of handling both speech input and
output, removing the need for separate ASR and TTS mod-
els. Zhang et al. (2023a) proposes three stages to enhance
the pretrained LLM with cross-modal conversational capa-
bilities between speech and text. Initially, LLaMA (Touvron
et al., 2023) is further trained on acoustic units extracted
from speech-only corpora to model the speech modality.
Next, the pretrained speech-text LLaMA is fine-tuned with
a mixture of text and speech in the form of cross-modal
instruction sets. Finally, the model is further fine-tuned with
interleaved multi-modal instruction datasets using LoRA
(Hu et al., 2022). Our work differs from SpeechGPT in
that the interleaved speech-text training is carried out early
in the pretraining phase, allowing our model to strongly
outperform SpeechGPT without the need for the massive
multi-task instruction-tuning step (§5.1).

Spectron (Nachmani et al., 2023) is another work that lever-
ages pretrained LLM, employing mel-spectrograms instead
of discrete tokens for speech representation and adopts a
simpler pretraining objective that does not support inter-
leaved cross-modal pretraining. Specifically, by inserting a
transcript at a certain point within the speech and modeling
it autoregressively, Spectron is trained with the combination
of three objectives: automatic speech recognition, text con-
tinuation, and zero-shot text-to-speech, shown to perform
well in zero-shot text-to-speech tasks and some potential in
spoken QA.

3. Our Approach
In this section, we first describe the discrete speech repre-
sentation used for spoken dialog modeling and the model
that restores this representation to speech, demonstrating
its suitability for conversation. We then propose a unified
speech-text pretraining scheme that extends the capabili-
ties of the pretrained large language model (LLM) into the
domain of spoken language modeling. By utilizing speech
recognition data to generate diverse speech-text combina-
tions, our method enables LLM to model the various rela-
tionships between speech and language, making it suitable
for modeling spoken dialogs. Finally, we describe a super-
vised fine-tuning method for modeling spoken conversations
using a pretrained speech-text model.

3.1. Prosody-Infused Acoustic Unit

To model natural speech conversations, the speech repre-
sentation must contain not only the content of the speech
but also paralinguistic features such as emotions, which
are crucial for conversation. We adopt acoustic units as
speech tokens that are derived from k-means clustering of a
self-supervised model’s intermediate speech representation,
which is known to capture content and pronunciation (Lee
et al., 2022; Communication et al., 2023b). The information
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Table 1. Emotion classification accuracies for two types of tokens.

Method Accuracy

Random 16.6%
HuBERT with k = 1000 52.3%
XLS-R with k = 10000 60.8%

captured by an acoustic unit token varies depending on the
self-supervised model used, the number of clusters, and the
dataset used for clustering. Hence, we consider two types
of acoustic unit tokenization schemes (Zhang et al., 2023a;
Communication et al., 2023b), where a fairly large vocabu-
lary size k is adopted, and conduct experiments to determine
the better scheme for modeling spoken conversations.

The two acoustic unit extractors, each used in SpeechGPT
(Zhang et al., 2023a) and SeamlessM4T (Communication
et al., 2023b), first resample the speech to a sampling rate
of 16kHz and then feed it to the multilingual HuBERT (Hsu
et al., 2021) and XLS-R (Babu et al., 2022), respectively, ob-
taining 50Hz intermediate continuous representations. Unit
sequences are extracted by clustering these representations
into either 1,000 or 10,000 clusters, which determine the
vocabulary size. To shed light on the range of features cap-
tured in each unit sequence besides the semantic content, we
train 3-layer transformer-based emotion classifiers based on
the acoustic units. The model is trained with the CREMA-D
dataset (Cao et al., 2014), consisting of 7,442 audios from
91 actors with 6 emotions. We split the data in the ratio of
70%, 15%, and 15% for training, validation, and testing,
respectively, and ensure that an equal number of samples
for each emotion are included in both the validation and test
sets. The classification results are shown in Table 1.

We observe that both types of tokens contain rich semantic
information as well as strong traces of paralinguistic features
that can be used to classify speech emotions. However, we
find that the approach proposed by Communication et al.
(2023b) has a slight edge, which will help capture non-
textual cues in spoken conversations. On a side note, we do
not employ unit deduplication, which has been utilized by
previous studies for compressing consecutive identical units
(Lakhotia et al., 2021). Instead, we directly feed raw 50Hz
acoustic units into our spoken language model.

For reconstructing speech from the output units, we build
a unit-to-speech model similar to the text-to-speech model,
FastSpeech 2 (Ren et al., 2021), except that the model takes
unit sequences instead of text tokens. Additionally, since
the unit tokens are not deduplicated, our units maintain a
consistent length ratio with the speech, removing the need
to prepare a separate duration predictor.

1. Speech-Text Alignment Extraction
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Figure 3. The overall speech-text pretraining scheme.

3.2. Unified Speech-Text Pretraining

In this section, we introduce a unified speech-text pretrain-
ing scheme that extends pretrained LLM to speech-text
cross-modality. Our overall speech-text pretraining scheme
is in Figure 3.

We utilize Mistral-7B (Jiang et al., 2023) as a pretrained
Large Language Model (LLM). To its existing vocabulary,
we add 10,000 unit tokens and 2 special tokens, reinitializ-
ing only the embedding weights of these new tokens. We
pretrain the LLM with approximately 87,000 hours of En-
glish automatic speech recognition (ASR) data. Each pair of
speech and text is used to create an interleaved speech-text
sample Ij = i1,j , i2,j , ..., i||Ij ||,j to model various cross-
model relationships. Here, ik,j can be either an acoustic
unit token, a text token, or a special token, and we construct
the sequence Ij with a proposed per-sample speech-text
interleaving method in the following section. Given dataset
D = {I1, I2, ..., I||D||}, the objective of our unified pre-
training scheme is as follows:

L(θ) = −Σ
||D||
j=1 Σ

||Ij ||
k=1 log p(ik,j |i<k,j ; θ). (1)

where θ refers to the parameters of Mistral and the embed-
ding weights of the newly added tokens.

When constructing a speech-text model by extending pre-
trained LLM, relying on an automatic speech recognition
(ASR) task, despite its large amount of dataset, may limit the
model’s capabilities to only those predefined relationships.
BLSP (Wang et al., 2023b) observed that constructing a spo-
ken language model by further training the LLM with ASR
task hinders the model from performing other cross-modal
tasks. To mitigate this issue and model a more general cross-
model relationship, BLSP trained the model on a speech-
text continuation relationship by predicting subsequent text
based on the given speech input.
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To build a comprehensive speech-text model capable of
both receiving and generating speech, we reinterpret the
cross-modal relationship in terms of continuation or corre-
spondence as in Figure 2. Our proposed methodology, which
focuses on this redefined relationship, is capable of generat-
ing diverse speech-text interleaved sequences, ensuring the
model to handle complex speech-text interactions.

Speech-Text Alignment Extraction We first extract align-
ments of the speech and the corresponding transcript using
the Montreal Forced Aligner (McAuliffe et al., 2017). The
extracted alignments include speech time intervals for each
word, and we convert these into index intervals of 50Hz.

Pair-wise Segmentation and Segment-wise Main Modal-
ity Random Selection Utilizing the alignment, we divide
each acoustic unit and text pair into N segments. Subse-
quently, from each of these segments, we randomly sam-
ple data of only one modality, either acoustic unit or text.
A large value of N may lead to each segment containing
very short acoustic units and text sequences. This can pose
challenges in modeling unimodal text and unimodal unit se-
quences. To mitigate this issue, we dynamically set the value
of N based on the length of the speech, N = ⌊S/10⌋+ 1,
where S is the speech length, measured in seconds.

Sub Modality Random Insertion and Special Token In-
sertion This segmentation and selection process allows us
to create a unified cross-modal interleaved sequence with
continuation relationships. For correspondence relationship
modeling, data from the non-selected modality in each seg-
ment is inserted with a 50% probability after the pre-selected
modality data. Additionally, to indicate the relationship be-
tween speech and text tokens, we introduce two special
tokens: < |correspond| > and < |continue| >. The former
indicates that a token of the corresponding remaining modal-
ity will follow, while the latter indicates that a token of the
subsequent position will follow. These tokens are added to
the sequence only where the modality of the data changes.

Through the aforementioned process, we can obtain in-
terleaved speech-text sequences {Ij}j=1,...,||D||. These se-
quences enable our speech-text model to perform not only
unimodal modeling but also comprehensive cross-modal
modeling. These interleaved sequences are utilized in Eq. 1
for the pretraining of the speech-text model.

3.3. Unified Spoken Dialog Model

We construct the Unified Spoken Dialog Model (USDM) by
converting spoken conversation to an appropriate template
and fine-tuning our pretrained speech-text model with these
data. An overview of USDM is presented in Figure 1.

To extend the capabilities of pretrained LMs for cross-modal
tasks, existing works (Rubenstein et al., 2023; Zhang et al.,
2023a; Nachmani et al., 2023) leverage text to bridge the

Below is a conversation between the user and the 
agent. Each turn includes the user's speech and its 
corresponding transcript, along with the agent's 
response text and the corresponding speech

### User
speech token <|correspond|> text token
### Agent
text token <|correspond|> speech token

Figure 4. Fine-tuning template for spoken dialog modeling.

speech. Likewise, USDM models the spoken conversation
by converting the speech input into written form and gener-
ating the text response before generating a spoken response.
The supervised fine-tuning template we use is in Figure 4.
During fine-tuning, the loss is calculated only for the in-
put transcript, answer text, and answer unit part, which is
highlighted in Figure 4.

4. Experiments
Datasets We utilize approximately 87,000 hours of English
ASR data for unified speech-text pretraining. The training
dataset comprised about 44.5k hours from the English subset
of Multilingual LibriSpeech (Pratap et al., 2020), 30k hours
from People’s Speech (Galvez et al., 2021), 10k hours from
GigaSpeech (Chen et al., 2021), 2.5k hours from Common
Voice 15.0 (Ardila et al., 2020), and 500 hours from the
English subset of Voxpopuli (Wang et al., 2021).

To fine-tune the speech-text model and construct a USDM,
we use DailyTalk (Lee et al., 2023). DailyTalk consists of
20 hours of spoken dialog data consisting of two speak-
ers, 1 male, and 1 female. We create single-turn spoken
dialog templates as in Section 3.3. We follow the same
training/test split as in Lee et al. (2023). We also train a
speaker-conditional unit-to-speech model using DailyTalk.

Evaluation We compare USDM to the 3 baselines: From
scratch, Cascaded, and SpeechGPT (Zhang et al., 2023a).
From scratch model is a baseline that is trained directly on
pretrained Mistral-7B (Jiang et al., 2023) with DailyTalk
without the unified speech-text pretraining. The cascaded
model uses separate models for ASR, natural language dia-
log modeling, and text-to-speech (TTS). We utilize whisper-
large-v3 (Radford et al., 2023) for ASR , and FastSpeech
2 (Ren et al., 2021) for TTS. Additionally, for the natu-
ral language dialog model, we fine-tune Mistral-7B on the
single-turn written dialog from DailyTalk. We use the uni-
versal HiFi-GAN’s official checkpoint for the vocoder.

For SpeechGPT, we use the official implementation and
checkpoints for the unit extraction module, spoken language
model, and unit-to-speech reconstruction module. Specifi-
cally, we observe that SpeechGPT-7B-com, an instructed-
tuned version of SpeechGPT, fails to generate spoken
responses for the DailyTalk input. Thus, we leverage
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Table 2. Qualitative and quantitative results of our model and the baselines for DailyTalk.

Method Semantic Acoustic

METEOR ROUGE-L win tie lose P-MOS MOS

Ground Truth - - 46.2% 9.1% 44.7% 4.18± 0.08 4.14± 0.09
USDM 12.931 15.710 - - - 4.08± 0.08 3.99± 0.09
Cascaded 12.325 14.925 56.0% 5.8% 38.2% 3.93± 0.08 3.89± 0.08
From Scratch 10.032 12.575 54.2% 12.0% 33.8% 3.38± 0.12 3.42± 0.12
SpeechGPT (Zhang et al., 2023a) 9.111 10.687 58.0% 10.9% 31.1% 3.79± 0.10 3.83± 0.10

SpeechGPT-7B-cm, a model before instruct-tuning, and
fine-tune this model with DailyTalk.

When generating samples for evaluation, we adopt a sam-
pling scheme with top k=50, top p=0.95, and tempera-
ture=0.7, except for SpeechGPT where we use their strategy.
For the qualitative evaluation, we randomly select 50 single-
turn dialogs from the DailyTalk test split. Since the sampling
rate of SpeechGPT’s output is 16kHz, all the generated sam-
ples are downsampled to 16kHz for fair comparison. For the
quantitative evaluation, we use the entire set of single-turn
conversations from the DailyTalk test split. We generate
samples 5 times and report the average values.

Training Details We use the XLS-R-based unit extractor
proposed in SeamlessM4T (Communication et al., 2023b)
to extract acoustic units from speech. For speech synthe-
sis, we train FastSpeech 2-based text-to-speech and unit-
to-speech models for 1,000 epochs except for SpeechGPT,
where we use the official speech reconstruction module. Our
proposed unified speech-text pretraining is conducted using
512 NVIDIA A100-40GB GPUs. The data used for training
the speech-text model is packed to a maximum sequence
length of 8,192. We pretrain the speech-text model with a
global batch size of 1,024 for 8,000 iterations. For building
the spoken dialog model with DailyTalk, we set a global
batch size of 64 and use a linear learning rate scheduling
with a peak learning rate of 2e-5 for both our model and the
baselines. We train the whole parameters of all models for 5
epochs.

5. Results
5.1. Model Comparison

We compare the performance of the spoken responses gener-
ated by our model and the baselines in terms of content and
acoustics. As explained in Section 3.3, before generating the
spoken responses, our model and all baselines first generate
the corresponding answer text to leverage the capabilities
of the pretrained model. To assess semantic coherence, we
measure the METEOR and ROUGE-L scores between the
generated response text and the original response text. We
also conduct a human preference test to compare the content
of the generated spoken response given input speech.

To evaluate the prosody and audio quality of the generated
spoken response, we measure the 5-scale prosody mean
opinion score (P-MOS) and the 5-scale mean opinion score
(MOS) through Amazon Mechanical Turk. To focus solely
on the aspects we aim to assess (prosody naturalness, audio
quality), we provide the ground truth response text to the
model, instead of utilizing the model-generated answer text.
This ensures consistency in the content of the output speech.
For the P-MOS evaluation, we ask the evaluators to consider
both the input speech and the text to be generated, and then
rate the prosody quality of the generated spoken response.
For the MOS evaluation, we provide the text to be generated
and the generated spoken response, asking them to assess
the naturalness and acoustic quality of the speech.

The results are presented in Table 2. Our USDM outper-
forms the baselines in both qualitative and quantitative con-
tent comparison (p-value < 0.05 from the Wilcoxon signed-
rank test) and shows similar preferences to the ground truth
spoken response in the human preference test. We also ob-
serve that our model outperforms the baselines in the P-
MOS and MOS evaluations (p-value < 0.05), which mea-
sures the prosody quality and naturalness of the speech.
Notably, USDM shows superior prosody compared to the
Cascaded model. These results demonstrate that our model
effectively incorporates prosody information in the spoken
language model and is capable of generating spoken re-
sponses with content well-aligned to input speech.

We also confirm that cross-modal pretraining is essential to
leverage the capabilities of text-based models. We observe
that the from-scratch model, which directly models spoken
dialog without pretraining, tends to ignore the bridging text
and generates a spoken response that does not correspond
to the pre-generated written response, thus not benefiting
from the intermediate text model. This leads to lower perfor-
mance in P-MOS and MOS, which are evaluated based on
the prosody and naturalness of the spoken response given
transcript. This result indicates the difficulty of transferring
the capabilities of text models to spoken dialog modeling
without cross-modal pretraining.
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Table 3. PPL of various pretraining schemes for diverse unit and text combinations for LibriSpeech. Lower is better.

Method Overall Unconditional Correspondance Continuation

Text PPL Unit PPL Text PPL Unit PPL U2T PPL T2U PPL U2T PPL T2U PPL

Ours 6.886 4.813 17.175 5.037 1.133 4.113 16.781 5.380
– continue 31.679 5.619 17.846 5.107 1.108 4.098 1607.743 6.600
– correspond 14.485 5.261 17.195 5.047 11.578 5.345 15.267 5.398
Spectron-based 21.392 5.146 17.463 5.086 1.107 4.110 506.374 6.521

5.2. Ablation Studies

5.2.1. PRETRAINING SCHEME

In this section, we compare the effects of correspondence
modeling and continuation modeling, crucial in our pre-
training scheme. We consider two scenarios: one where
the interleaved unit-text sequence is prepared without any
correspondence relationship, having only a continuation
relationship between speech and text (– correspond), and
another where pretraining is performed with data that only
has a correspondence relationship between speech and text,
without any continuation relationship (– continue). Addi-
tionally, we compare a method based on the Spectron-based
interleaved sequence, which is one of the various speech-
text combinations in our interleaved pretraining scheme.

First, to assess the performance of our pretrained model,
we measure the perplexity (PPL) of various speech and text
combinations on the LibriSpeech test-clean dataset.
We measure the PPL for the unconditional acoustic unit and
text sequence modeling, the PPL for each modality when
modeling corresponding relationships such as unit-to-text
recognition and text-to-unit synthesis, and the PPL for each
modality in the continuation relationship between unit and
text. We also calculate an overall PPL, which involves taking
the logarithm of each modality PPL, averaging these values,
and then applying the exponential function to this average.

As shown in Table 3, our model demonstrates superior over-
all perplexity. Focusing solely on either correspondence or
continuation relationships, or on specific templates, makes
the model specialize in certain objectives but hinders the
modeling of diverse relationships. Our proposed unified
speech-text pretraining scheme performs uniformly well
without being overly focused on specific relationships.

To show the effects of pretraining in spoken dialog mod-
eling, we fine-tune the pretrained speech-text model with
various schemes on DailyTalk. To examine the impacts of
pretraining on each part of the response generation, we mea-
sure the Word Error Rate (WER) for unit-to-text evaluation,
and measure METEOR and ROUGE-L scores to evaluate
the performance of response text generation, given the input
speech and its ground-truth transcript.

As shown in Table 4, our pretraining scheme improves both
automatic speech recognition and response generation, as

Table 4. WER for generated transcript, and METEOR, ROUGE-L
score for generated response text when given input speech and the
ground truth transcript for DailyTalk test set. Lower is better for
WER.

Method WER (%) METEOR ROUGE-L

Ours 11.4 13.9 16.4
– continue 25.4 13.2 15.7
– correspond 24.7 13.7 16.3
Spectron-based 14.9 13.6 15.9

Cascaded 5.5 13.0 15.0

Table 5. Human evaluation results comparing our USDM approach
to the direct speech-to-speech modeling (S1 → S2), where the in-
termediate text generation steps are omitted. Our model is preferred
more often than the baseline (p < 0.05), showing the superior-
ity of our cross-modal chaining approach. We also compare our
approach with the variation where the ASR results of Whisper
replace the generated transcripts of USDM.

Comparisons win tie lose

Ours vs S1 → S2 54.3% 11.3% 34.5%
Ours vs Ours + Whisper ASR 50.0% 6.9% 43.1%

indicated by the WER, METEOR, and ROUGE-L scores.
Furthermore, when given both speech and its corresponding
ground truth transcript, METEOR and ROUGE-L scores of
all speech-text models consistently outperform the Cascaded
model, which only leverages text as input. This suggests that
including speech input is beneficial for response generation.

5.2.2. FINE-TUNING SCHEME

As explained in Section 3.3, USDM first models the input
and output text as a bridge when given a speech input be-
fore generating the spoken response. To demonstrate this
approach, we train a spoken dialog model that models the
speech output directly from the speech input. We evaluate
the generated response speech through a human preference
test that considers comprehensive aspects of the response
such as content, prosody, and sound quality, with the same
samples used in Section 5.1, and the results are in Table 5.
We found that text modeling in spoken dialog generation
helps generate appropriate spoken responses. This confirms
that the process of generating text before speech leverages
the capabilities of the pretrained model effectively.
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Figure 5. Pitch contour of the original audio and the audio recon-
structed from extracted acoustic units.

5.3. Analysis

5.3.1. IMPACT OF SPEECH RECOGNITION

As shown in Table 4, the speech recognition part of USDM
has a higher WER than the whisper-large-v3 used in the
Cascaded model (11.4% vs 5.5%). We investigate whether
replacing just the speech recognition part with whisper-
large-v3 to provide more accurate transcripts can improve
the performance of the generated spoken responses. The
comparison is done through a human preference test on
the comprehensive aspects of the speech generated by each
model, with results presented in Table 5. From the table,
we observed that there was no statistically significant differ-
ence in human preference (p-value of 0.14 in the Wilcoxon
ranked test). This suggests that our model operates relatively
robustly to the outputs of the speech recognition component.

5.3.2. PERCEPTUAL INFORMATION IN ACOUSTIC UNITS

As discussed in Section 3.1, we confirm that acoustic units
contain not only semantic information but also paralinguis-
tic elements, such as emotion. To further investigate the
auditory information encoded in the XLS-R-based units, we
train a unit-to-speech model using 54k hours of speech data.
This model is based on the structure and training objectives
of Le et al. (2023), a speech synthesis model for zero-shot
text-to-speech tasks with reference audio as input. However,
in our adaptation, we exclusively use units as the input.

We compare the original speech with the speech recon-
structed from the unit and observe that, despite differences
in tone and acoustic environment, the generated speech
shows a similar pattern of pitch changes over time when
compared to the original speech. In Figure 5, we plot the
pitch contour of multiple speeches with their reconstructed
speeches. As the figure illustrates, while the pitches are not
identical, there is a similarity in the location of high and low
points and the overall pitch contour trend. We have included
original and reconstructed samples on our demo page.

5.4. Multi-turn Spoken Dialog Modeling

Through various experiments, we demonstrate that USDM
can generate appropriate spoken responses for single-turn
dialogs. By extending the spoken dialog templates used in

training USDM to multi-turn scenarios, USDM is capable
of modeling multi-turn dialogs. We explore this possibility
by fine-tuning the unified speech-text model with Fisher
(Cieri et al., 2004), a dataset of telephony conversations
involving numerous speakers. We split the train and test
sets with no overlapping speakers to show the possibility of
unseen speakers’ spoken dialog modeling.

Although units contain some paralinguistic information, as-
pects like timbre are lost in the clustering process. To gen-
erate responses in the same voice as the previous turn’s
speaker in multi-turn situations, we trained a unit-Voicebox
with 54k hours of speech data. The unit-Voicebox is an adap-
tation of the personalized speech synthesis model, Voicebox
(Le et al., 2023), modified to accept units as input. This
model takes units that contain some paralinguistic infor-
mation, as well as the reference audio to adapt from the
previous turn’s speech, to produce responses that effectively
reflect both content, emotion, and speaker identity.

We have included samples of USDM’s generated responses
for multi-turn dialogs with unseen speakers on our demo
page. These samples demonstrate the potential of USDM
for multi-turn spoken dialog modeling.

6. Conclusion
In this work, we presented the USDM, a model synthesizing
spoken dialog responses rich with natural prosody. We can
more effectively model downstream spoken conversations
through a unified pretraining scheme that learns the compre-
hensive speech-text relationship. Our approach is comple-
mented by leveraging an acoustic unit tokenization scheme
that retains prosodic information and adopts a supporting
pair of an encoder and a decoder. We showed that USDM
outperforms the baselines regarding content, prosody, and
naturalness as a spoken response in DailyTalk. We also
showed that our pretraining scheme is effective in teaching
various speech-text relationships, which is crucial for model-
ing spoken dialogs and may even be for general speech-text
tasks. Furthermore, we presented strong evidence for gener-
alizing our approach to multi-turn scenarios. We believe that
USDM has laid the groundwork for extending the conver-
sational capabilities of LLMs to the voice domain, and we
wish to explore the benefits of unified speech-text pretrain-
ing and ways to incorporate existing text-based instruction
datasets into large speech-text models.

Despite the advantages of our proposed pretrained scheme
and USDM, our model has several limitations and areas for
improvement. First, exploring the datasets and models used
for pretraining is limited. Further investigation is needed
to determine which data are more crucial for our pretrain-
ing scheme and to explore whether our pretraining scheme
could be effective with other LLMs beyond Mistral-7B. In
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addition, building a high-quality spoken dialog model ca-
pable of directly generating spoken responses from input
spoken dialog without the need for cross-modal chaining
can be a promising direction.

7. Impact Statement
This paper proposes a spoken dialog model designed to
generate spoken responses to the speech inputs. Similar to
the field of natural language processing (NLP), the dialog
model might exhibit biases in its outputs, which stem from
the training dataset. Such biases could unintentionally lead
to the generation of synthesized voices that are biased or
ethical issues. Furthermore, there are ethical considerations
regarding the possible misuse of high-quality speech syn-
thesis models, such as in voice phishing scams.

Despite these concerns, research into spoken dialog models
can yield several positive effects. Unlike text, voice inter-
actions can convey non-verbal information, allowing us to
build conversational agents that consider users’ emotions,
which are challenging to capture with text-based dialog
models. Furthermore, by offering spoken language as an
additional means of communication, we offer an alternative
to NLP-based chatbots for individuals facing difficulties
reading and writing. Similar to text-based chatbots, which
have rapidly evolved and brought convenience and positive
impacts to daily life, we expect that, with careful considera-
tion of ethical issues, research and development in spoken
dialog models will significantly benefit everyday life and a
wide range of industries.
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Table 6. License of each dataset we used for pretraining and fine-tuning.
Dataset Pretraining Fine-tuning License

Multilingual LibriSpeech (Pratap et al., 2020) ✓ ✗ CC-BY-4.0
People’s Speech (Galvez et al., 2021) ✓ ✗ CC-BY-SA
GigaSpeech (Chen et al., 2021) ✓ ✗ Apache-2.0
Common Voice 15.0 (Ardila et al., 2020) ✓ ✗ CC-0
Voxpopuli (Wang et al., 2021) ✓ ✗ CC-0

DailyTalk (Lee et al., 2023) ✗ ✓ CC-BY-SA 4.0
Fisher (Cieri et al., 2004) ✗ ✓ LDC User Agreement

A. Subjective Evaluation
We conducted several qualitative evaluations using Amazon Mechanical Turk (MTurk). In the human preference test, as
detailed in the main paper, we performed two distinct types of evaluations. In the first type, we provide spoken input
alognside two candidate spoken responses, asking evaluators to choose which one is more appropriate as a response in
terms of content. We instructed the evaluators to focus solely on content, disregarding aspects such as sound quality or
prosody. The second type of preference test required evaluators to listen to given spoken audio and its two corresponding
spoken responses, then choose the one they preferred, considering not only content but also prosody, sound quality, and other
comprehensive aspects. This differed from the first test in that evaluators were guided to compare two responses considering
overall factors. We spent a total of around $350 for the human preference test.

We also conducted a qualitative evaluation by measuring the 5-scale mean opinion score (MOS) and prosody mean
opinion score (P-MOS), ranging from 1 to 5 points. For the P-MOS, we provided evaluators with the input voice and the
corresponding ground truth text response. They were then asked to listen to the voice matching the ground truth response
and evaluate the naturalness of its prosody, taking into account both the input voice and the response text. Additionally, we
measured the MOS to judge audio quality and naturalness. In this scenario, evaluators were given only the response text and
its corresponding spoken response, with no input voice, and were asked to rate the audio quality and naturalness. For the
5-scale evaluations, we provided examples of speech rated as 1, 3, and 5 points. We spent a total of approximately $300 on
these assessments.

B. Dataset License
We have listed the license of each dataset used for pretraining and fine-tuning in Table 6.
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