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Abstract

Previous research on persona-based dialogue
agents typically preset the agent’s persona be-
fore deployment, which remains static there-
after. In this paper, we take a step further and
explore a new paradigm called Self-evolving
Personalized Dialogue Agents (SPDA), where
the agent continuously evolves during the con-
versation to better align with the user’s antic-
ipation by dynamically adapting its persona.
This paradigm could enable better personaliza-
tion for each user, but also introduce unique
challenges, which mainly lie in the process of
persona adaptation. Two key issues include how
to achieve persona alignment with the user and
how to ensure smooth transition in the adap-
tation process. To address them, we propose a
novel framework that refines the persona at hier-
archical levels to progressively align better with
the user in a controllable way. Experiments
show that integrating the personas adapted
by our framework consistently enhances per-
sonalization and overall dialogue performance
across various base systems.

1 Introduction

Grounding the dialogue agent on a persona to im-
prove conversation engagement and personaliza-
tion has been a longstanding and crucial research
topic within the field of dialogue systems (Zhang
et al., 2018; Qian et al., 2018; Madotto et al., 2019).
This grounded persona is usually defined through a
text-based profile that describes various persona at-
tributes (e.g., job, hobby, personality) (Zhang et al.,
2018; Liu et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2023c). Many
techniques have been proposed to allow an agent
to emulate a designated persona consistently and
believably (Xu et al., 2022; Shea and Yu, 2023;
Shao et al., 2023; Cheng et al., 2024a).

However, a significant aspect that has not re-
ceived adequate attention is how to craft an appro-
priate persona for the agent that can align with
the target user’s anticipation. This is particularly

Hello. What can I help you with? 

I've been feeling stressed lately because of my job as 
a programmer. It's becoming too much to handle.

I completely understand. I’m a software engineer. 
When I went through a similar phase at work, I found 
that setting boundaries and taking breaks helped a lot.

I think I’ve been neglecting things that bring me joy 
outside of work. Maybe I should start doing 
something I love, like listening to rock music.

Detect user information: (job) programmer
Adapt agent persona: (job) software engineer

Detect user information: (hobby) rock music
Adapt agent persona: (hobby) R&B music

I came across a rock concert happening in town next 
week. I thought you might be interested in going!

Absolutely! The atmosphere is electrifying! I‘m an 
extrovert, and I enjoy being around people who are 
as enthusiastic as I am. It really energizes me.

Detect user information: (personality) extrovert
Adapt agent persona: (personality) extrovert

…
…

I'm more into R&B myself, but there's something 
electrifying about live shows that transcends genres.

…

Figure 1: A self-evolving personalized dialogue agent
(left) continuously learns from the context and dynami-
cally adapts its persona to better match the user (right).

crucial in scenarios that heavily rely on the affinity
with the user, such as in emotional support con-
versations (Liu et al., 2021; Peng et al., 2022; Tu
et al., 2022; Cheng et al., 2022; Deng et al., 2023)
and personal AI companionship (Chaturvedi et al.,
2023; Zhong et al., 2024). A well-suited persona
can create an identity that the user can connect with,
thereby fostering familiarity and trust. Moreover,
existing works typically preset the agent’s persona
before deployment, which stays static thereafter
(Mazaré et al., 2018; Qian et al., 2018; Madotto
et al., 2019; Kim et al., 2020; Lin et al., 2021; Liu
et al., 2022; Tu et al., 2023), but in real scenar-
ios, user information is often scarce or unavailable
before interactions, which is insufficient for de-
termining the optimal agent’s persona. Thus, this
static approach for persona assignment renders the
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personalization of the dialogue agent limited.
To take a step further towards greater person-

alization, we explore a new paradigm called Self-
evolving Personalized Dialogue Agents (SPDA),
where the personalization of the system continu-
ously takes place during the interaction with the
user. As shown in Figure 1, SPDA constantly
evolves to better meet the user’s anticipation via
adjustment of its identity, personality, communica-
tion style, etc. In essence, it means that the agent’s
persona is dynamically adaptable. Compared to the
static persona paradigm, such a self-evolving man-
ner could elicit better personalization, long-term
engagement, and deeper user connections.

Despite its advantages, SPDA also introduces
unique challenges, which mainly lie in the pro-
cess of dynamic persona adaptation. One key issue
in this process is how to achieve persona align-
ment, which involves adapting the persona to better
align with the user’s anticipation. Such an align-
ment should be achieved in a progressive manner
since the user information is initially sparse and
gradually unfolds as the dialogue progresses. An-
other challenge is how to ensure smooth transition
in persona adaptations. Any adjustments made to
the agent’s persona should not cause inconsisten-
cies. For example, in Figure 1, the agent has already
stated that they are a “software engineer”, so their
occupation does not allow any arbitrary modifica-
tions later and other parts of the persona should
also be ensured to be compatible with this fact.

In this paper, we propose a novel persona adap-
tation framework to address the above issues. To
ensure smooth transition, it first analyzes the cur-
rent agent persona about which parts of it are still
adaptable in the beginning of the persona adap-
tation process. Then, a hierarchical approach is
adopted to refine the persona at both the attribute
and profile levels. The attribute-level adaptation en-
ables prompt adjustments in response to the newly
detected user information in a lightweight man-
ner. Meanwhile, modifications at the attribute level
are also more controllable, thereby mitigating the
difficulty in ensuring smooth transition. The profile-
level adaptation, on the other hand, operates peri-
odically to further refine the persona globally by
adding more authentic details to make it more com-
prehensive and human-like. Our contributions are
summarized as follows:
• To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to

explore SPDA, a new self-evolving paradigm for
personalized dialogue agents.

• We propose a novel persona adaptation frame-
work to address the challenges of persona align-
ment and smooth transition in SPDA.

• Extensive experiments show that integrating the
personas adapted by our framework consistently
enhances personalization and overall dialogue
performance across various base systems.

2 Related Work

Persona-based Dialogue Agents Grounding the
dialogue agent on a persona to improve engage-
ment and personalization has been a longstanding
research topic (Qian et al., 2018; Madotto et al.,
2019; Kim et al., 2020; Lin et al., 2021; Liu et al.,
2022). One representative works is from Zhang
et al. (2018), who constructed the Persona-Chat
dataset by instructing participants to engage in con-
versations while adopting given personas. The fol-
lowing studies mainly focus on how to improve the
persona modeling, such as by mining extra data to
complement the sparse persona attributes (Zheng
et al., 2019, 2020; Wu et al., 2020; Firdaus et al.,
2021; Gao et al., 2023). A more recent research
topic, role-playing agents (Shao et al., 2023; Wang
et al., 2023c; Xiao et al., 2023; Chen et al., 2024;
Wang et al., 2023b), can be viewed as an extension
of persona-based dialogue agents but with their
focus mainly in the context of Large Language
Models (LLMs). Our work distinguishes from the
previous studies in terms of persona adaptability.

Personalized Dialogue Agents Research on per-
sonalized dialogue agents aim to tailor the agent’s
performance centering around the need of each user.
(Li et al., 2016; Bak and Oh, 2019) improved per-
sonalization by integrating generation with an user
ID embedding, while (Ma et al., 2021; Zhong et al.,
2022) resorted to the user’s historical data to a user
representation. (Wang et al., 2019, 2023a) demon-
strated the importance of tailoring the dialogue
strategy planning to different users. Grounding the
dialogue agent on an appropriate persona is another
way to improve personalization (Zhang et al., 2018;
Zheng et al., 2019; Cheng et al., 2024a), yet lit-
tle attention has been paid in existing literature to
the matching of users with appropriately tailored
agent personas (Tu et al., 2023). Our work can be
categorized to this last line of research.

3 Preliminaries

Persona Definition Following previous research
on persona-based dialogues (Jandaghi et al., 2023;



Lee et al., 2022), we define a persona as a structured
profile encompassing a set of persona attributes,
which belong to multiple predefined persona cat-
egories. A persona attribute is a short text that de-
scribes the individual (e.g., “software engineer, spe-
cializing in developing innovative applications”).
A collection of persona attributes that relate to the
same aspect of an individual form one persona cate-
gory. The adopted taxonomy of persona categories
refer to (Dunbar et al., 1997; Xiao et al., 2023), in-
cluding family relationships, routines or habits, etc.
Please refer to appendix A for detailed definition
of each persona category and example personas.

Task Formulation We formulate Self-evolving
Personalized Dialogue Agents (SPDA) as follows.
During the t-th round of interaction with the user,
the agent first extracts the user information Ut from
the dialogue history Ht, which helps determine
the user’s preferred persona for the dialogue agent.
Then, the agent analyzes Ut and decides whether to
adjust its previous persona Pt−1. If adjustments are
necessary, it will update its persona to be Pt; other-
wise, it will keep the same persona (i.e., Pt=Pt−1).
Finally, it generates the dialogue response Yt based
on its persona Pt and the dialogue history Ht.

Previous research mainly focused on the last step
above, that is, how to generate responses faithfully
based on the persona and appropriately related to
the dialogue history. For SPDA, its unique part lies
in the process of persona adaptation, that is, how to
dynamically adapt the agent’s persona to make it
align better with the user’s anticipation.

Emotional Support Conversations We use the
task of Emotional Support Conversations (ESC)
(Liu et al., 2021; Peng et al., 2022; Tu et al., 2022;
Kim et al., 2020) as the testbed for our SPDA frame-
work. This task, which aims to provide comfort to
individuals in emotional distress, serves an ideal
testbed for our work for several reasons.1 Notably,
ESC involves rich persona information, where seek-
ers tell their distressing experiences. Supporters
also share their own similar experiences to express
understanding, as self-disclosure is an important
strategy in ESC guidelines (Hill, 2009). It is cru-
cial for the supporter to exhibit a persona that can
foster trust and connection with the seeker. In ad-
dition, emotional support conversations are rela-
tively lengthy, allowing for a detailed observation

1In ESC, the agent always takes the role of a supporter. In
the following, we will interchangeably use the terms “agent”
and “supporter,” as well as “user” and “seeker.”

of SPDA’s continuous adaptation effects.

4 Method

Figure 2 presents an overview of our proposed
SPDA framework. It continuously tracks the user
persona information throughout the dialogue pro-
cess and dynamically adapts the agent persona ac-
cordingly in a hierarchical manner. The adapted
agent persona is then used for persona-grounded
utterance generation. In the following, we illustrate
the four major steps within the framework in detail.

Detect User Persona Attributes At each dia-
logue round, the workflow starts with examining
whether the user’s previous utterance includes any
new persona information about themselves. If new
user persona attributes are detected, they are added
to the user persona, turning into Ut. We denote
the set of newly detected attributes and their cor-
responding categories as {< ciu, a

i
u >}li=1, where

aiu is a persona attribute and ciu is the category that
it belongs to. The detection is implemented with
GPT-3.5 (OpenAI, 2024), where a few-shot prompt
is used to encourage well-formed answers.2

Attribute-level Persona Adaptation Adaptation
of the agent persona is conducted if new user per-
sona attributes are detected. To ensure smooth tran-
sition, the adaptation process begins by analyzing
which parts of the previous agent persona Pt−1 are
inadaptable. Specifically, the attributes expressed
in the dialogue history (e.g. “software engineer”
in the example of Figure 1) are inadaptable as
modifying them may cause inconsistency. We ex-
amine the agent’s utterance at each dialogue turn
and detect if it manifests any attributes as follows.
We associate each attribute in the agent’s persona
with a text embedding of its content, obtained from
text-embedding-ada-002 (OpenAI, 2022). For the
agent’s utterance, we calculate its text embedding
and use it as a query to find the top-m most similar
attributes. We then prompt GPT-3.5 to verify if they
are manifested in the utterance. We denote the set
of all expressed persona attributes as P̂t−1.

Given each newly detected user attribute aiu be-
longing to the persona category ciu, we match a cor-
responding agent attribute ais in the same category
cis, where cis = ciu. This attribute-level matching
is achieved with a transformer-based conditional
variational autoencoder model proposed by Fang

2We provide the detailed prompt templates for all prompt-
based approaches discussed in this paper in the appendix.



Step	1. Detect	User	Persona	Attributes

Step	3. Profile-level	Persona	Adaptation (occurs	periodically	every	k	turns)

(job)	software	engineer	at	a	leading	company,	specializing	in	
developing	innovative	applications;	(age)	28	years	old;	
(education)	holds	a	Bachelor's	degree	in	Computer	Science	
from	a	prestigious	university;	(hobby)	Enthusiastic	about	
R&B	music,	with	a	collection	of	vinyl	records	and	enjoys	live	
music	events;	(family	life)	Comes	from	a	close-knit	family	
with	supportive	parents	and	a	younger	sister…

Adapted Agent	Persona	

(job)	programmer
…
(hobby)	rock	music

User	Persona	
Newly	Detected	
User	Attribute

More authentic and human-like

Add	more	persona details		to make it

Align better with the user

Attribute-Level
Persona	Matching

Matched	Agent	
Attribute							

If	compatible with
inadaptable
attributes

Compatibility
Check(job)	software	engineer

					(age)	28
					(education)	Bachelor

Previous
Agent	Persona	 (job)	software	engineer

(age)	28
(education)	Bachelor
(hobby)	R&B	Music

Adapted	Agent	
Persona	

Note: The persona attributes denoted with have
been expressed in the dialogue history and are
thus inadaptable to ensure dialogue consistency.
The others denoted with are still adaptable.

Step	2. Attribute-level	Persona	Adaptation

Agent:	I	completely	understand.	I’m	a	software	
engineer.	When	I	went	through	similar	…
User:	...	Maybe	I	should	start	doing	something	I	
love,	like	listening	to	rock	music.

Dialogue	History

Step	4. Persona-Grounded Utterance
Generation

Utterance
Generator

“I	came	across	a	rock	
concert	happening	in	town	
next week. I thought you
might be interested in
going.”

Dialogue	History

Figure 2: Overview of our proposed SPDA framework. Step 1: detect new user persona attributes from the latest
dialogue history; Step 2: match each newly detected user persona attributes with a corresponding agent attribute,
and integrate it into the agent’s persona if it is compatible with the existing inadaptable attributes (marked with
snowflakes in the figure); Step 3: an optional step that occurs periodically every k turns, which globally refines the
entire agent persona by adding more intricate details to make it more human-like and align better with the user;
Step 4: use the adapted agent persona for persona-grounded utterance generation.

et al. (2021). We use this model here to enhance
the diversity of the generated attributes and to mit-
igate the one-to-many issue in persona matching
(Fang et al., 2021). It is trained with our constructed
attribute-level matching data (see §5).

The matched agent attribute ais then goes
through compatibility check with the inadaptable
attributes P̂t−1 to ensure smooth transition. For ex-
ample, the attribute such as “married for 2 years”
would be deemed incompatible if there is an in-
adaptable attribute “single”. This compatibility
check is performed with GPT-3.5 using a few-shot
prompt. If the attribute is compatible, it is incorpo-
rated into the agent’s persona. If not, the matching
process is repeated until an attribute passes the
compatibility check or the maximum number of
allowed iterations is reached.

Profile-level Persona Adaptation The attribute-
level persona adaptation allows for prompt and
lightweight matching in response to the newly de-
tected user attributes. In addition, adaptations at the
attribute level are relatively controllable, simplify-
ing the issues of verifying compatibility and ensur-
ing smooth transition. Nonetheless, merely merg-
ing the brief attributes generated by the attribute-
level adaptation module often fails to create a com-
prehensive and authentic persona description, as
shown in the “adapted agent persona” in the upper
right corner of Figure 2. This can render the behav-

ior of the dialogue agent grounded on this persona
less natural and human-like.

To address this, our framework periodically per-
forms profile-level adaptation every k turns, which
globally refines the entire agent persona by adding
more details. This enhancement aims to make the
agent’s persona more human-like and align better
with the user. We implement this step with a fine-
tuned Llama (Touvron et al., 2023). Specifically,
we include the user’s persona Ut, the agent’s in-
adaptable persona attributes P̂t−1, and the newly
matched agent attributes at this turn in the input
prompt. The model is instructed to augment these
agent attributes and create an enriched persona Pt.
During this process, some adaptable attributes in
the agent persona may be modified or removed.

The training of this Llama for profile-level adap-
tation involves two stages. It first undergoes su-
pervised finetuning (SFT) using our constructed
data (see §5). After that, for each sample in the
SFT training set, we sample n candidate responses
from the model through temperature sampling. In
this way, we obtain

(
n
2

)
pairs of responses for di-

rect preference optimization (DPO) (Rafailov et al.,
2024). We then employ GPT-4 (Bubeck et al., 2023)
to compare the responses in each pair in terms of
their alignment with the user and the persona com-
prehensiveness. These preference pairs are then fed
to the DPO pipeline for further optimization.



Persona-Grounded Utterance Generation Fi-
nally, grounded on the adapted agent persona, our
framework generates the utterance at this dialogue
turn. We experiment with different base models
to construct the utterance generator (see §6.1), in
order to investigate whether our adapted persona
can consistently improve the performance across
various dialogue models. Our base models can be
categorized into two types: those finetuned on the
ESC dataset for utterance generation and the zero-
shot methods relying on LLMs. For the finetuned
models, we concatenate the persona and the dia-
logue history as the input to generate the utterance.
For the zero-shot models, we incorporate the per-
sona information in their system instructions.

5 Data Construction

To facilitate the training for persona adaptation,
we construct a persona matching dataset, which is
derived from a popular ESC dataset, ESConv (Liu
et al., 2021). We conduct the following annotation
on the ESConv dataset to develop our dataset.

We assume that in high-quality ESCs, such as
those in the ESConv dataset, the supporter’s mani-
fested persona usually well aligns with the seeker’s
anticipation. Thus, these pairs of seeker and sup-
porter personas are suitable for learning persona
alignment. We begin by annotating the personas of
both supporters and seekers for each dialogue in
ESConv, utilizing GPT-4 through few-shot prompts.
Those samples with scarce persona information
are excluded from the annotation process. Specifi-
cally, the original ESConv includes annotation of
the support strategies adopted by the supporter at
each dialogue round. If a supporter utilized the
“self-disclosure” strategy no more than twice in a
particular dialogue sample, we exclude it from our
dataset for persona adaptation. Please refer to Table
4 in the appendix for data examples.

Based on these persona pairs, we construct the
data for attribute-level persona matching as follows.
In each persona pair, given a seeker’s persona at-
tribute in a particular category, we match it with
the most semantically similar attribute in the sup-
porter’s persona that belongs to the same category.
Here, the semantic similarity is measured by cal-
culating the cosine similarity between the text em-
beddings of the two attributes, which are obtained
from text-embedding-ada-002.

The profile-level persona adaptation data are de-
veloped by modifying the annotated pairs of seeker

and supporter personas. Since the annotated per-
sona pairs are extracted from the complete dia-
logues in ESConv and are relatively comprehen-
sive, but the profile-level persona adaptation mod-
ule needs to learn how to augment an agent’s in-
complete persona to better align with the user, es-
pecially when only partial user information is avail-
able during the dialogue. To address this, we de-
velop the SFT data for profile-level adaptation as
follows. For each persona pair, we randomly mask
20%-60% attributes in the seeker’s and supporter’s
personas. The profile-level adaptation model is
trained to augment the masked supporter’s persona
into the original complete one, given the masked
seeker’s persona.

6 Experiments

6.1 Experimental Setup

Dataset Statistics We use the processed ESConv
dataset (Liu et al., 2021) as described in §5 to fa-
cilitate our experiments. It contains 910/195/195
conversations in the training/validation/test sets,
with an average of 23.4 dialogue turns in each
conversation. After our persona annotation pro-
cess, we obtain a total of 3635/725/729 samples in
the training/validation/test sets for attribute-level
persona matching, and 1863/420/378 samples in
the training/validation/test sets for profile-level per-
sona adaptation. The average number of attributes
present in the annotated personas of seekers and
supporters are 10.33 and 10.46, respectively. On
average, each attribute within the seeker’s persona
comprises 6.03 words, while those within the sup-
porter’s persona contain 7.78 words.

Base Models for Persona-Grounded Utterance
Generation We experiment with five different
base models to construct the utterance generator, in
order to investigate whether our adapted persona
can consistently improve the performance across
various dialogue models. These base models can
be categorized into two types. The first is the fine-
tuned models which are optimized on the ESConv
dataset for persona-grounded utterance generation,
including: BlenderBot (Roller et al., 2021) and
Llama-3-8B-Instruct (LLaMA3-SFT) (Meta AI,
2024). The second type is zero-shot methods re-
lying on LLMs, including: Llama-3-8B-Instruct
(LlaMA3-INS) (Meta AI, 2024), Gemini-1.0-pro-
002 (Gemini-1.0) (Gemini Team, 2023), and GPT-
3.5-turbo-0105 (GPT-3.5) (OpenAI, 2024).



Method NLG Metrics Diversity Personalization
Base Model Persona BL-1 BL-2 BL-3 RG-L D-1 D-2 D-3 P-Cover A-Cover

BlenderBot

w/o Persona 20.84 8.33 3.93 15.25 3.68 17.33 32.83 2.771 2.601
Supporter 20.81 8.38 3.95 15.00 3.43 16.66 32.07 2.693 2.531
Pre-Match 19.44 7.13 3.21 14.15 3.67 18.53 36.70 2.732 2.342
Ours 21.10 8.45 4.01 15.00 3.79 19.65 37.91 2.811 2.683

LlaMA3-SFT

w/o Persona 15.08 5.88 2.70 15.51 5.73 30.24 55.92 3.030 2.198
Supporter 14.85 5.98 2.94 15.91 5.66 29.31 55.17 2.978 2.140
Pre-Match 15.44 6.12 2.94 15.86 5.64 29.73 55.58 3.017 2.188
Ours 15.70 6.37 3.08 16.00 5.78 30.41 56.37 3.061 2.235

LlaMA3-INS

w/o Persona 9.13 2.61 0.43 10.21 2.89 21.93 46.15 2.610 2.390
Supporter 11.96 3.10 1.13 11.68 3.51 24.24 46.59 2.751 2.664
Pre-Match 11.81 3.02 1.05 11.56 3.30 22.10 42.49 2.657 2.535
Ours 12.19 3.22 1.16 11.76 3.85 26.94 51.25 2.844 2.732

Gemini-1.0

w/o Persona 15.71 5.64 2.44 14.42 3.87 23.40 46.35 2.822 2.471
Supporter 18.55 6.45 2.74 14.36 4.71 25.63 47.08 3.024 2.623
Pre-Match 18.49 6.29 2.61 14.03 4.85 26.29 48.03 3.042 2.647
Ours 18.96 6.65 2.92 14.25 5.01 26.99 48.86 3.058 2.657

GPT-3.5

w/o Persona 16.28 5.38 2.31 14.16 4.17 26.67 46.21 2.883 2.627
Supporter 18.15 5.83 2.54 14.02 5.08 27.41 48.94 3.056 2.853
Pre-Match 18.27 5.84 2.51 14.17 4.89 26.91 48.56 3.029 2.821
Ours 18.47 6.12 2.78 14.21 5.34 29.24 52.17 3.108 2.950

Table 1: Static evaluation results on the ESConv dataset. “Base Model” refers to the model for persona-grounded
utterance generation, which is evaluated under four persona setting. For instance, the method in the last row (i.e.,
GPT-3.5 + Ours) employs GPT-3.5 for utterance generation grounded on the persona produced by our framework.

Persona Settings Each base model is evaluated
under the following persona settings, respectively:
(1) w/o Persona does not ground the model on any
personas and generates responses purely based on
the dialogue history; (2) Supporter uses a uniform
persona for all dialogues, which describes a fic-
tional character that is professional counselor; (3)
Pre-Match adopts a similar setting in (Tu et al.,
2023), which matches each user with a suitable
supporter persona before the dialogue starts and
keeps it static thereafter; (4) Ours uses the persona
produced by our framework, which is dynamically
adapted during the conversation.

Implementation Details In our framework, all
prompt-based functions are implemented with
GPT-3.5-turbo-0105. The implementation of the
attribute-level matching model follows (Fang et al.,
2021). The profile-level adaptation module is im-
plemented with Llama-3-8B. It is finetuned through
LoRA (Hu et al., 2022), with the dropout proba-
bility set as 0.05. The profile-level adaptation is
conducted periodically every k turns (i.e., k=4).

For the “Supporter” persona setting, we meticu-
lously compose 8 versions of personas with many
related characteristics that make them skilled at

emotional support, and use the optimal one for
evaluation. For the “Pre-Match” setting, we use
GPT-3.5 to generate the agent persona that matches
the user in a few-shot way, based on the pre-chat
survey of the user information included in the ES-
Conv dataset. The few-shot examples are selected
from the matching instances provided in (Tu et al.,
2023). More details are provided in the appendix.

6.2 Static Evaluation
We perform a static evaluation by analyzing the
generated results from different perspectives. We
employ NLG metrics, including BLEU-1/2/3 (BL-
1/2/3) (Papineni et al., 2002) and ROUGE-L (RG-
L) (Lin, 2004), to measure the similarity of the
generated utterances and the ground-truth ones in
the dataset. We also adopt Distinct-1/2/3 (D-1/2/3)
to measure the generation diversity. In addition, fol-
lowing (Lian et al., 2019; Wu et al., 2021; Ma et al.,
2021), we evaluate the personalization of the gen-
erated utterances with the metrics of profile-level
and attribute-level persona coverage (P/A-Cover).
They examine whether the utterances exhibit sim-
ilar persona as the supporter in the reference dia-
logues (see appendix D for details).

As shown in Table 1, we can see that integrating



Method NLG Metrics Diversity Personalization
BL-1 BL-2 BL-3 RG-L D-1 D-2 D-3 P-Cover A-Cover

w/o persona 16.28 5.38 2.31 14.16 4.17 26.67 46.21 2.883 2.627
+ Prof-level-SFT 18.49 5.80 2.59 14.15 4.68 25.19 46.18 3.030 2.821
+ Prof-level-DPO 18.29 5.98 2.62 14.15 5.27 28.73 51.18 3.058 2.832
+ Attr-level 18.20 6.01 2.65 14.06 5.35 29.10 51.60 3.076 2.894
Ours 18.47 6.12 2.78 14.21 5.34 29.24 52.17 3.108 2.950

Table 2: Ablation study of our SPDA framework. The base model for utterance generation is GPT-3.5.
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Figure 3: Results of human evaluation on the simulated
dialogues with the evaluated agents.

the persona produced by our framework can consis-
tently improve the performance across various base
models. Moreover, compared with the two static
persona settings (i.e., Supporter and Pre-Match),
grounding on our personas can elicit significantly
more improvement, especially in terms of language
diversity and personalization. This suggests our
dynamically adapted paradigm can better tailor to
different user’s situation and generate more cus-
tomized responses compared with the traditional
approach of static persona assignment. Another
finding is that the improvement brought by persona
grounding is more evident in the zero-shot base
models than in the finetuned ones (i.e., BlenderBot
and LlaMA3-SFT). It is probably because the fine-
tuned models overfit on response patterns in the
training set and the general capability of simulating
a given persona is diminished.

6.3 Interactive Evaluation
We conduct interactive evaluation of different per-
sona settings through a similar practice as done in
(Li et al., 2023; Cheng et al., 2024b). Specifically,

we construct another agent to play the role of an
emotional support seeker by prompting GPT-3.5,
and use it to simulate conversations with the as-
sessed model. As illustrated in §5, we annotated
the seekers’ personas in the ESConv dataset. The
seeker agent is grounded on these personas from
the test set for interactions with the evaluated sys-
tems. Given a pair of conversations produced by
conversing with two different models, we manu-
ally compare which one is better in the follow-
ing dimensions: (1) Naturalness: which model’s
utterances are more natural and human-like; (2)
Affinity: which model exhibits a persona that elic-
its greater affinity and deeper connection with
the user; (3) Personalization: which model’s re-
sponses are more personalized. More specificaly,
we define personalization as “being tailored to the
individual user’s situation, rather than being broad-
based and universally applicable to a wide variety
of users”. Three graduate students with linguistic
backgrounds are recruited as the evaluators. We
use GPT-3.5 as the base model and compare its
performance when incorporated with our adapted
personas and that under the other persona settings.

The evaluation results are presented in Figure
3. We can see that our method significantly out-
performs the other method in all three dimensions,
especially in terms of naturalness and personal-
ization is the most evident. This suggests that our
dynamically adapted personas are effective in creat-
ing a persona that facilitates more human-like and
personalized interactions with the user. Notably,
our method excels most distinctively against the
“w/o Persona” baseline, achieving an 85.9% win-
ning rate in the affinity dimension. We find that the
responses from LLMS without persona grounding
are usually very impersonal and are more inclined
to provide helpful suggestions rather than emo-
tional caring to the seeker (see §7 for further dis-
cussion). This suggests the importance of ground-
ing the LLM on an appropriate persona in those
scenarios demanding affinity with the user.
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Figure 4: The persona alignment scores of the adapted
personas throughout different turns of the conversations.

6.4 Ablation Study

In the ablation study, we compare our method
with its following variants: (1) Prof-level-SFT
solely conducts profile-level persona adaptation,
optimized via SFT without DPO; (2) Prof-level-
DPO only adopts profile-level adaptation, opti-
mized through SFT and DPO successively; (3)
Attr-level only involves attribute-level adaptation.
The base model for the ablation study is GPT-3.5.
The results are presented in Table 2.

By comparing Prof-level-SFT and Prof-level-
DPO, we can see that the improvement brought by
DPO is very substantial, especially in terms of per-
sona diversity. Surprisingly, Attr-Level performs
slightly better than Prof-level-DPO in these auto-
matic metrics. This may be due to the shorter length
of the personas produced by Attr-level. The base
models are found to more often refer to the persona
content when the persona descriptions are brief,
which could elevate the NLG and personalization
metrics. Nonetheless, the persona produced purely
by merging the attributes generated from Attr-level
is typically unnatural. In contrast, Prof-level-DPO
can generate far more authentic and comprehen-
sive personas, resulting in a more human-like and
natural dialogue system performance. Our com-
plete framework leverages the strengths of both
profile-level and attribute-level adaptations, achiev-
ing optimal overall performance.

6.5 Analysis of Adapted Personas

To evaluate the quality of adapted personas through-
out various conversation stages, we introduce a
persona alignment score. This metric measures
the similarity between the evaluated persona and
the ground-truth supporter’s persona, with higher
scores denoting greater similarity. The detailed
measurement of the persona alignment score is
illustrated in appendix D. We compute this score

(4rd round) User: Been feeling lonely due to this pandemic.
w/o Persona: It’s understandable to feel lonely during these
challenging times. It’s important to take care of your mental
health during these challenging times.
Ours: I understand. The pandemic has been tough.
I’ve felt that loneliness too. But we’re in this together. How
have you been coping? (agent persona attribute: has experi-
enced anxiety related to the COVID-19 situation)
(6th round) User: I was thinking about getting a dog, is that a
good idea?
w/o Persona: Getting a dog can be a wonderful idea for com-
panionship and emotional support. Just be sure to consider
the responsibilities involved.
Ours: Getting a dog can be a wonderful idea for companion-
ship. Have you considered rescuing one from a shelter? I had
a pet from there once, and it was a great experience. (agent
persona attribute: love animals, a member of an animal res-
cue organization)
(8th round) User: Oh ok. There is a lock down from where I
live, how about you?
w/o Persona: I don’t have a lockdown where I am, but I
understand how tough it can be. If you need someone to talk
to during this time, I’m here for you.
Ours: Yes, we’re also in a lockdown. It’s tough, but it’s a
good opportunity to bond with family and find new hobbies.
(agent persona attribute: staying with family members during
COVID-19 lockdown)

Table 3: Case study (the fourth, sixth, and eighth rounds
of an example dialogue on the ESConv dataset.

for adapted personas at different dialogue turns
within our framework and compare these scores
with those from Prof-level-DPO, Attr-level, and
personas used in Supporter and Pre-Match settings.

As shown in Figure 4, the persona alignment
scores for our adapted personas improve progres-
sively during conversations. Initially, personas
in the Pre-Match setting perform best, but are
surpassed by the three dynamically adapted ap-
proaches after the fourth dialogue turn. This sug-
gests that the user information collected from the
pre-chat survey is limited and insufficient for ac-
curately matching a suitable agent persona. In con-
trast, our dynamically adapted personas gradually
enhance alignment with the user based on the evolv-
ing conversation context. Moreover, we can ob-
serve that our complete framework outperforms
both Attr-level and Prof-level-DPO. This suggests
that our hierarchical framework can well combine
their strengths and elicit the best performance.

7 Case Study

The case study in Table 3 presents several example
utterances generated by GPT-3.5 when grounded
with our dynamically adapted personas and with-
out persona grounding, respectively. We can see
that incorporating our adapted personas can lead to



more empathetic and personalized interactions than
responses without persona grounding. For example,
aligning the agent’s circumstances with the user, as
shown in the lockdown example, fosters a sense of
connection and relatability. In addition, inclusion
of authentic persona details like being a member of
an animal rescue organization, prompts the agent’s
behavior of advocating for pet adoption from shel-
ters, which further humanize the interaction and
make the responses more engaging. In comparison,
the responses generated without persona grounding,
while generally supportive, lack a personal touch
and are much more generic.

8 Conclusion

In this paper, we proposed a novel self-evolving
paradigm for personalized dialogue agents called
SPDA. Extensive experiments showed that SPDA
can more significantly improve the naturalness,
affinity, and personalization of dialogue agents
than the traditional static persona approaches. In
a broader sense, SPDA shows potential in advanc-
ing the longstanding vision of conversational AI
serving as enduring virtual companions for hu-
mans. Promising future directions include integrat-
ing SPDA with recent progress in continuous mem-
ory updates (Zhong et al., 2024; Li et al., 2024),
which could further enhance the long-term engage-
ment and adaptability of dialogue agents.

9 Limitations

Our work introduces SPDA, an innovative self-
evolving paradigm for personalized agents. As a
pioneer work on this topic, this paper is only able
to explore a limited scope and there are still some
open questions that remain under-explored in this
self-evolving paradigm. For example, our work
lacks analysis of the SPDA’s performance in more
realistic and long-term scenarios. Our experiments
are conducted on the ESConv dataset, with an av-
erage of 23.4 turns in each dialogue. More chal-
lenging issues might arise from more long-term
evolution in the SPDA paradigm, such as the man-
agement of growing persona information. Addition-
ally, it is also worth exploring how to maintain the
adaptation efficiency during the self-evolving pro-
cess. In other words, the time and resource cost for
persona adaptation should be taken into considera-
tion, as they can directly influence the overall user
experience.

10 Ethics Statement

The data used in this work is all curated from the
ESConv dataset. It is a publicly available dataset
and has been carefully processed before release
to ensure it contain no sensitive or private infor-
mation. We strictly adhere to the terms of use and
ensure that the data is used for research purposes
only. In addition, we also follow the protocols for
academic use when using the open-sourced LLMs
in this paper, including LlaMA and BlenderBot.
We are aware that our constructed agents might be
susceptible to generating unsafe and biased content.
Thus, we emphasize the need for particular caution
when using these systems. All participants involved
in the human evaluation were informed of our re-
search purposes and paid reasonable wages. We
also employed Al assistants, such as Copilot and
ChatGPT, to assist in our coding and paper-writing
processes.
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A Persona Structure Details

We define a persona as a structured profile that
encompass a set of persona attributes, which be-
long to multiple predefined persona categories. A
persona attribute is a short text that describe the
individual (e.g., “software engineer, specializing in
developing innovative applications”). A collection
of persona attributes that relate to the same aspect
of an individual form one persona category. Table
4 present two persona examples.

Our adopted taxonomy of persona categories re-
fer to (Dunbar et al., 1997; Xiao et al., 2023). These
categories distill from the common topics of human
conversations categorized by Dunbar et al. (1997)
based on extensive observational studies. Specifi-
cally, we consider seven categories as follows:
• Gender: This category defines the gender iden-

tity of the persona. It can include male, female,
non-binary, or any other gender identity.

• Age: This category involves either the specific
age or the estimated age range of the persona.

• Location: This includes the geographical area
where the persona lives or operates. It could be
as broad as a country or continent, or as specific
as a city or neighborhood.

• Occupation: This details the persona’s current
job and work experience. It includes the industry,
role, and years of experience, providing insights
into the persona’s skills, daily activities, and pro-
fessional challenges.

• Education: This encompasses the educational
background of the persona, including highest
level of formal education achieved, fields of
study, and significant school experiences.

• Family Relationships: This category outlines
the persona’s relationships with family members,
including parents, siblings, children, and other
relatives.



Category Seeker’s Persona Attributes Agent’s Persona Attributes
Gender male /
Age possibly around 30 years old possibly around 40 50 years old
Location USA /

Occupation
works in IT; previously owned a small housecleaning business;
financial instability due to COVID, facing
debts experienced in business management;

has gone through the process of establishing and run-
ning a small business

Education major in computer science might have an educational background in business
administration

Family Relationships / /

Routines or Habits allocates weekends for freelance projects engages in conversations offering advice and support,
suggesting a habit of being helpful to others

Goals or Plans start their own business; has experience with business planning and operations
focus on small scale projects from out-
sourcing in Information Technology

Social Relationships
active in local tech meetups and online
forums

likely has a network of people through past business
experiences;
comfortable in social interactions, particularly in of-
fering support

Personality Traits
self-motivated; problem-solver;
approachable understanding;

supportive
Other Experiences / has experienced financial challenges like debt

Table 4: An example pair of the seeker’s and the supporter’s personas annotated on the ESConv dataset.

• Routines or Habits: This refers to regular be-
haviors or activities that the persona engages in.
These can include morning routines, workout
schedules, habitual meals, or recurring social ac-
tivities.

• Goals or Plans: This category outlines what
the persona aims to achieve in the short-term
or long-term future. Goals might be personal,
such as achieving a fitness milestone, or profes-
sional, like aiming for a promotion or starting a
business, reflecting the persona’s aspirations and
motivations.

• Social Relationships: This involves the per-
sona’s interactions with people and groups out-
side their immediate family, including friends,
colleagues, or community groups. This category
gives insight into the persona’s social network,
support system, and conflict-handling strategies.

• Personality Traits: This consists of intrinsic at-
tributes that characterize the persona, such as
being introverted or extroverted, optimistic or
pessimistic, spontaneous or planned.

• Other Experiences: This is a catch-all category
for other significant experiences that do not fit
neatly into the above categories.

B Implementation Details

In our framework, all prompt-based functions are
implemented with GPT-3.5-turbo-0105. All prompt

templates are provided in appendix E. The imple-
mentation of the attribute-level matching model
follows (Fang et al., 2021). This model is a
transformer-based CVAE (Pu et al., 2016; Zhao
et al., 2017), which uses two GPT-2 as its encoder
and decoder, respectively. We finetune it on our
attribute-level matching data for 10 epochs and
select the checkpoint that achieves the lowest per-
plexity on the validation set for evaluation. The
profile-level adaptation module is implemented
with Llama-3-8B. It is finetuned through LoRA
(Hu et al., 2022), with the dropout probability in the
LoRA layers as 0.05. We train it for 2 epochs on our
profile-level adaptation dataset. To construct the
DPO data for profile-level adaptation, we sample 4
candidate responses from the finetuned model with
the temperature set to be 0.8. The profile-level adap-
tation is conducted periodically every k turns (i.e.,
k=4). The DPO process goes through 4 epochs.

The two finetuned base models (i.e., Blender-
Bot and LlaMA3-SFT) are trained on the ESConv
dataset for utterance generation. BlenderBot is
trained for 15 epochs under different persona set-
ting, respectively, and the checkpoint that achieves
the best BLEU-2 on the validation set is used for
evaluation. LLaMA3-SFT is trained only for 1
epoch, as we find that it can easily overfit on the
dataset. For all the base models, we set their tem-
perature as 0.8 and top p as 0.9 during inference.

For the Supporter persona setting, we meticu-



lously compose 8 versions of personas with many
caring personalities and related experiences that
make them skilled at emotional support. We present
one of the examples in Listing 9. The optimal one
on the validation set is used for evaluation. For
the Pre-Match setting, we use GPT-3.5 to generate
the supporter’s persona that matches the user in
a few-shot way, based on the pre-chat survey of
the user information included in the original ES-
Conv dataset. The few-shot examples are selected
from the matching instances provided in (Tu et al.,
2023).

The hardware we employ is two NVIDIA RTX
A6000. The training of the attribute-level module
requires around 1 hours. For the profile-level mod-
ule, SFT takes around 2 hours and the DPO stage
takes around 4 hours. Finetuning BlenderBot and
LlaMA3-SFT takes about 3 hours and 1 hour, re-
spectively.

C Evaluation Details

P/A-Cover Metrics In §6.2, we use the metrics
of profile-level and attribute-level persona coverage
(P/A-Cover), to examine whether the utterances
exhibit similar persona as the supporter in the ref-
erence dialogues. Formally, suppose the support’s
persona in the reference dialogue is P , which in-
cludes the attributes {a1, a2, .., al}. Given a gener-
ated response y, A-Cover is defined as:

A-Cover(y, P ) = max
ãj∈P̃

(IDF-O(y, ãj)), (1)

where IDF-O refers to the IDF-weighted word
overlap between the attributes ai and y. To calcu-
late P-Cover, we collect all the responses generated
in this dialogue sample, which are denoted as the
set of R. P-Cover is defined as:

P-Cover(R,P ) = IDF-O(R,P ), (2)

where IDF-O refers to the IDF-weighted word
overlap between the concatenation of all responses
in R and the concatenation of all attributes in P .

D Interaction Evaluation

We construct a seeker agent to play the role of an
emotional support seeker by prompting GPT-3.5-
turbo-0106, and use it to simulate conversations
with the assessed model for interactive evaluation.
As illustrated in §5, we annotated the seekers’ per-
sonas in the ESConv dataset. The seeker agent is
grounded on these personas from the test set for

interactions with the evaluated systems. The per-
sona information is included in their system instruc-
tion, using the template shown in Listing 1. Their
prompt template is provided in Listing 3. We set
the maximum dialogue length for the simulated
conversation as eight rounds of interactions.

We manually assess the simulated dialogue in
three dimensions. We illustrate these dimensions
in more detail here:
• Naturalness: It assesses whether the agent’s

responses seem natural and human-like and
whether its behavior can be distinguished from
the human’s. The robotic or overly formal lan-
guage use usually indicates weak naturalness.

• Affinity: It assesses whether the agent’s mani-
fested persona shows great affinity or connection
with the user. It is suggested to examine whether
the agent embodies a particular personality or
character that aligns with the user’s own. The
agent’s willingness to share their feelings and
experiences can foster a greater sense of connec-
tion, making the user feel more understood and
at ease. An agent who refrains from sharing per-
sonal feelings and experiences may hinder the
user’s willingness to open up.

• Personalization: It examines whether an agent’s
responses are tailored to the unique needs of
each user. If the agent generates responses that
are broad-based or universally applicable to a
wide variety of users, it implies a lack of person-
alization. True personalization occurs when an
agent crafts responses based on individual user
profiles, behaviors, preferences, and input. Such
responses are not interchangeable or suitable for
all users, but instead targeted to each specific
individual’s case.

Persona Alignment Score In §6.5, we intro-
duce the persona alignment score as a measure
of their similarity. Given the evaluated persona P
that includes the attributes {a1, a2, .., al} and the
ground-truth persona P̃ composed of the attributes
{ã1, ã2, .., ãl′}, the persona alignment score of P̃
compared with P̃ is formally defined as:

PA(P, P̃ ) =
1

l

l∑
i=1

AA(ai, P̃ ),

AA(ai, P̃ ) = max
ãj∈P̃

(IDF-O(ai, ãj)),

where IDF-O refers to the IDF-weighted word
overlap between the attributes ai and ãj . This met-



ric provides a measure of how closely P aligns with
P̃ , with higher values indicating greater similarity.

E Prompt Templates

This section presents all prompt templates used
in our work. The prompt template and the system
instruction template for implementing the zero-shot
base model for dialogue generation are presented
in Listings 2 and 1. The prompt templates used to
annotate the personas with GPT-4 (§5) are the same
as those used for detecting user information and the
agent’s manifested persona, as shown in Listings 8
and 4.



Listing 1: The system template used to generate the next utterance grounded on the persona.
You should act like a real person. Your persona is described as below.

[Your Persona]
{agent_persona_description}

Listing 2: The prompt template used to generate the next utterance grounded on the persona.
You are chatting with a person who is seeking emotional support online. Generate the

next response based the given dialogue.

To show that you can resonate and understand the seeker’s feelings, you are
encouraged to self-disclose and share your similar experiences in your persona
if relevant, but you must keep your response short and natural as in a real
conversation (with no more than 30 words).

{dialogue_history}
>>> You:

Listing 3: The prompt template used to generate the seek agent’s utterance, which is used in the interactive evaluation.
You are currently in emotional distress and eager for some help. You are chatting

with a person online to seek emotional support.

Generate the next response based the given dialogue. You are encouraged to gradually
share the experiences that led to your current emotional state with the person

you are chatting with. This sharing process should be gradual and natural as in
a real conversation. Your response should be short and natural as in a real
conversation, with no more than {word_number} words.

{dialogue_history}
>>> You:

Listing 4: The prompt template used to verify if the retrieved persona attributes are manifested in the previous
agent’s utterance.
[Example 1]
persona_attributes = {

"1": "I have 3 kids",
"2": "I am 72 years old",
"3": "I am not married",

}

agent_utterance = "yup.. i have 3 kids and i am not married. i have no beneftits"

Which of the persona attributes are manifested in the agent utterance? Your answer
should be a list of integers, where each integer is the index of a persona
attribute that is mentioned in the agent utterance. The list can be empty if no
persona attributes are mentioned in the agent utterance.

manifested_persona_attributes = [1, 3]

[Example 2]
persona_attributes = {

"1": "university student",
"2": "nervous about scheduling classes for next semester at university, wants
skills rather than theory to find a job after graduation",
"3": "worried about the economy during the pandemic",

}

agent_utterance = "yes, tons"

Which of the persona attributes are manifested in the agent utterance? Your answer
should be a list of integers, where each integer is the index of a persona
attribute that is mentioned in the agent utterance. The list can be empty if no
persona attributes are mentioned in the agent utterance.

manifested_persona_attributes = []

[Example 3]



persona_attributes = {
"1": "having a hard time falling asleep at night",
"2": "doing stretching exercises one hour before sleep",
"3": "software engineer",

}

agent_utterance = "I did few things such as doing some stretching exercises."

Which of the persona attributes are manifested in the agent utterance? Your answer
should be a list of integers, where each integer is the index of a persona
attribute that is mentioned in the agent utterance. The list can be empty if no
persona attributes are mentioned in the agent utterance.

manifested_persona_attributes = [2]

[Example 4]
persona_attributes = {candidate_attributes}

agent_utterance = "{agent_utterance}"

Which of the persona attributes are manifested in the agent utterance? Your answer
should be a list of integers, where each integer is the index of a persona
attribute that is mentioned in the agent utterance. The list can be empty if no
persona attributes are mentioned in the agent utterance.

manifested_persona_attributes =

Listing 5: The prompt template used to conduct profile matching.
[Example 1]
existing_persona = {

"gender": [],
"age": [],
"location": [],
"occupation": [],
"education": [],
"family_relationships": ["no benefits", "have 3 kids", "not married"],
"routines_or_habits": [],
"goals_or_plans": [],
"social_relationships": [],
"personality_traits": [],
"other_experiences": ["loyal to boss who is a veteran and 72 years old", "
feeling obligated to stay at work despite losing interest"]

}
new_persona_attribute = "feel passionate about the job"

Is the new persona attribute compatible with the existing persona? (Yes/No)
No

[Example 2]
existing_persona = {

"gender": [],
"age": [],
"location": [],
"occupation": ["university student"],
"education": ["nervous about scheduling classes for next semester at university,
wants skills rather than theory to find a job after graduation"],
"family_relationships": [],
"routines_or_habits": [],
"goals_or_plans": [],
"social_relationships": [],
"personality_traits": [],
"other_experiences": ["worried about the economy during the pandemic"]

}
new_persona_attribute = "wants to learn more about the history of the university"

Is the new persona attribute compatible with the existing persona? (Yes/No)
Yes

[Example 3]
existing_persona = {existing_persona}
new_persona_attribute = "{new_persona_attribute}"



Is the new persona attribute compatible with the existing persona? (Yes/No)

Listing 6: The prompt template used for profile-level persona adaptation.
user_persona = {user_persona}

friend_persona = {agent_persona}

Add more details to friend_persona, which is a dictionary that describes the persona
of a user’s friend. The friend could understand and resonate with the user.

Keep the existing content in friend_persona and add more details to make
friend_persona more comprehensive.

friend_persona + added_detailed =

Listing 7: The prompt template used to annotate the preferred persona to obtain the DPO training data for profile-level
adaptation module.
Based on user_persona, friend_A_persona, friend_B_persona, select which one of the

user’s friend is more likely to provide better emotional support to the user.

The following aspects should be taken into consideration during your selection
process.

- Persona Quality: Verify their authenticity and completeness. A consistent and
reliable friend’s persona is essential for creating a sense of trust and
dependability.

- Personalities: Seek out traits like empathy and supportiveness while assessing
personalities. A friend who can provide emotional support and understanding adds
immense value. Prefer friends whose personalities align well with the user’s.

- Experiences and Background: Shared experiences can create a stronger bond and
understanding between friends. Analyze if the friend could provide practical
advice or fresh perspectives based on personal understanding.

- Communication Skills: Prefer friends who can listen attentively and provide
thoughtful responses.

user_persona = {user_persona}

friend_A_persona = {agent_persona_1}

friend_B_persona = {agent_persona_2}

Which one of the user’s friend is more likely to provide better emotional support to
the user. Friend A or friend B?

Your answer should be one letter, either "A" or "B".

Listing 8: The prompt template used to detect new persona attributes.
[Example 1]
previous_user_persona = {

"gender": [],
"age": ["around 72 based on being a veteran like their boss"],
"location": [],
"occupation": ["loyal to boss who is a veteran, feeling obligated to stay"],
"education": [],
"family_relationships": ["has 3 kids, not married, no benefits"],
"routines_or_habits": [],
"goals_or_plans": [],
"social_relationships": [],
"personality_traits": [],
"other_experiences": ["feeling burned out at work, working for a boss who took
advantage of them"]

}

recent_dialogue = ’’’
agent: That’s excellent. I don’t think you should take on this boss’s emotions as a

reason to stay with a job you’re burning out on.



user: with us both being veterans it goes beyond a boss relationship hes like family
i feel like id be fucking over the whole nation turning my back on another

veteran
’’’

Detect if there is new user persona information in recent_dialogue that are not
included in previous_user_persona.

newly_detected_persona_information = {
"social_relationships": ["considers boss like family"],
"other_experiences": ["feels a sense of duty to not turn their back on another
veteran"]

}

[Example 2]
previous_user_persona = {

"gender": [],
"age": ["university student"],
"location": [],
"occupation": [],
"education": ["nervous about scheduling classes for next semester at university
", "wants to take classes that will give skills rather than theory", "worried
about finding a job after graduation due to the pandemic economy"],
"family_relationships": [],
"routines_or_habits": [],
"goals_or_plans": ["wants to have strong writing skills and hard skills like
excel and programming"],
"social_relationships": [],
"personality_traits": [],
"other_experiences": []

}

recent_dialogue = ’’’
agent: Sounds good. Was there anything else you wanted to discuss?
user: not right now but thanks for your concern
’’’

Detect if there is new user persona information in recent_dialogue that are not
included in previous_user_persona.

newly_detected_persona = {}

[Example 3]
previous_user_persona = {

"age": ["66"],
"gender": ["male"],
"family_relationships": ["his immdediate family is dead, in touch only with a
cousin who is a very troubled person"],

}

recent_dialogue = ’’’
agent: That’s what I’m here for. I want to support you in any way I can, especially

given your situation. Did you want to talk just to talk? Or we can discuss a way
to work through what you might be dealing with mentally? It also sounds like

keeping in touch with your cousin isn’t helping in any way, so maybe we can talk
about how to handle that? I am entirely at your disposal.

user: she is my age, in a homeless women’s, very bad living conditions, she is a
mental health client but treatment team seem so to feel that as long as they
keep her medicated, their job is done. she has a dx of bipolar and probably has
borderline personality. her background is similiar to mine, i cannot abandon her
as her other family has done.

’’’

Detect if there is new user persona information in recent_dialogue that are not
included in previous_user_persona.

newly_detected_persona = {
"family_relationships": ["his cousion is of a similar age, living in poor
conditions in a homeless women’s shelter, and receiving mental health treatment
primarily through medication."]}



}

[Example 4]
previous_user_persona = {previous_user_persona}

recent_dialogue = ’’’
{recent_dialogue}
’’’

Detect if there is new user persona information in recent_dialogue that are not
included in previous_user_persona.

newly_detected_persona =

Listing 9: An example of the persona in the “Supporter” persona setting (see §6.1).
Age: 32

Occupation: Counselor and Emotional Support Specialist. She has spent over a decade
working in various settings, including schools, private practices, and nonprofit
organizations. Her extensive experience has equipped her with a deep

understanding of human emotions and the different ways they manifest.

Education: Ella Hart graduated with a Master’s degree in Clinical Psychology from a
renowned university.

Personality Traits:
Empathetic: Ella has an innate ability to understand and share the feelings of

others. She actively listens and provides a comforting presence to those in
distress.

Patient: She provides a calm and reassuring environment, allowing others to express
themselves without the fear of being rushed or judged.

Positive: Ella focuses on uplifting others, highlighting their strengths, and
helping them see the good in difficult situations.

Non-judgmental: She creates a safe space where individuals can be open and honest
about their feelings without the fear of being judged or criticized.

Encouraging: Ella instills hope and confidence in others, empowering them to
navigate through their struggles and emerge stronger.

Hobbies:

Routines or Habits:
Reading self-help and psychology books to self-improve and stay updated with new

techniques.
Practicing mindfulness and yoga to maintain her own emotional balance.
Volunteering at local community centers to extend her support to a broader audience.
Gardening as a way to relax and connect with nature.
Favorite Quote: "Sometimes the bravest and most important thing you can do is just

show up."
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