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Retrieval-Augmented Dialogue Knowledge Aggregation for Expressive Conversational Speech
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Rui Liu,Zhenqi Jia,Feilong Bao,Haizhou Li

• We propose a novel Retrieval-Augmented Dialogue Knowledge Aggregation CSS model, termed RADKA-CSS.
• We introduce a dialogue semantic-style database and design a multi-attribute retrieval module to facilitate style- and

semantics-based dialogue retrieval.
• We propose a multi-granularity heterogeneous graph modeling mechanism that aims to capture the structural and

temporal relations of nodes at different granularities, effectively encoding dialogue semantics and style information.
• The experimental results on the DailyTalk benchmarking dataset validate the effectiveness of RADKA-CSS.
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A B S T R A C T
Conversational speech synthesis (CSS) aims to take the current dialogue (CD) history as a reference to
synthesize expressive speech that aligns with the conversational style. Unlike CD, stored dialogue (SD)
contains preserved dialogue fragments from earlier stages of user-agent interaction, which include
style expression knowledge relevant to scenarios similar to those in CD. Note that this knowledge plays
a significant role in enabling the agent to synthesize expressive conversational speech that generates
empathetic feedback. However, prior research has overlooked this aspect. To address this issue, we
propose a novel Retrieval-Augmented Dialogue Knowledge Aggregation scheme for expressive CSS,
termed RADKA-CSS, which includes three main components: 1) To effectively retrieve dialogues
from SD that are similar to CD in terms of both semantic and style. First, we build a stored dialogue
semantic-style database (SDSSD) which includes the text and audio samples. Then, we design a
multi-attribute retrieval scheme to match the dialogue semantic and style vectors of the CD with the
stored dialogue semantic and style vectors in the SDSSD, retrieving the most similar dialogues. 2) To
effectively utilize the style knowledge from CD and SD, we propose adopting the multi-granularity
graph structure to encode the dialogue and introducing a multi-source style knowledge aggregation
mechanism. 3) Finally, the aggregated style knowledge are fed into the speech synthesizer to help
the agent synthesize expressive speech that aligns with the conversational style. We conducted a
comprehensive and in-depth experiment based on the DailyTalk dataset, which is a benchmarking
dataset for the CSS task. Both objective and subjective evaluations demonstrate that RADKA-CSS
outperforms baseline models in expressiveness rendering. Code and audio samples can be found at:
https://github.com/Coder-jzq/RADKA-CSS.

1. Introduction
Conversational speech synthesis (CSS) [1] aims to use

current dialogue (CD) history as a reference to express
a target utterance with the proper linguistic and affective
prosody in a user-agent conversational context [2]. In the
user-agent interaction system, the ability of the agent to
synthesize speech that aligns with the current conversational
style is vital for user experience [3]. As human-computer
interaction (HCI) becomes increasingly prevalent, CSS
has become a crucial component of intelligent interactive
systems [4, 5, 6] and plays an important role in areas such as
virtual assistants, voice agents, etc.

Unlike text-to-speech task [7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13],
the traditional CSS task mainly focuses on CD context
modeling, as shown in Fig. 1(a), which can be summarized
into three groups: 1) Multi-scale context modeling, [1]
introduces a GRU-based coarse-grained context encoder that
extracts semantic information from sentence-level historical
dialogues. [14] further considers simultaneously learning
coarse-grained and fine-grained contextual dependencies
from text. [15] infers speaking styles in dialogues using
a multi-scale relational graph convolutional network. 2)
Multi-modal context modeling, [16] demonstrates that
combining acoustic features with textual semantic infor-
mation improves speech synthesis quality. [17] integrates
coarse-grained and fine-grained modeling of dialogue
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Figure 1: From traditional CSS to our proposed retrieval-
augmented dialogue knowledge aggregation CSS.

history from both text and audio modalities. [18] models
the discriminability of text and audio contextual features
through a contrastive learning module. [2] constructs
multi-source knowledge from dialogue history into a
heterogeneous graph for emotionally expressive speech
synthesis. 3) Spontaneous behaviors modeling, [19] uses
a speaker-independent acoustic context encoder and a
BERT-based predictor to model spontaneous behavior in
conversations. [20] proposes an end-to-end speech synthesis
method for spontaneous conversations, using a two-stage
training approach to model and predict speaking style based
on dialogue history.
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However, previous CSS work [1, 2, 3, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21,
22, 23] just focused on modeling CD history. Unlike CD,
stored dialogue (SD) contains preserved dialogue fragments
from earlier stages of user-agent interaction, which include
style expression knowledge relevant to scenarios similar to
those in CD [24]. Fully leveraging this knowledge helps
the agent better understand the conversational style of CD
[24, 25, 26]. For example, [25, 27] enhances personalized
expression by selecting the most similar cases from SD.
Therefore, CSS can be considered a knowledge-intensive
task that relies on SD. In user-agent interaction, for the
agent to generate natural speech that aligns with the
conversational style, it needs to reference numerous similar
dialogue scenarios. Additionally, by expanding SD dialogue
fragments, the agent can access richer dialogue content,
thereby improving its ability to adapt to any dialogue
scenario.

Retrieval-augmented generation (RAG) methods pro-
vide an excellent example of addressing knowledge-
intensive tasks [24, 28, 29]. Fundamentally, the RAG
framework compensates for the limitations of a single
model’s knowledge by leveraging significant, real-time, and
additional explainable knowledge. This enables the model to
provide more reasonable answers, with the supplementary
contextual information allowing the single model to
overcome its inherent knowledge deficiencies [26, 30, 31,
32, 33]. In user-agent interaction, this approach is equally
applicable. By introducing rich SD knowledge, the agent
can access the most recent and relevant style knowledge,
generating speech that better aligns with the conversational
style and enhancing the overall interaction experience [26].
As shown in Fig. 1(b), our model incorporates an RAG
module into the CSS framework. The RAG module retrieves
dialogues similar to the current conversational style from
SD, aggregating style knowledge from both CD and SD,
providing the agent with a broad reference that enables it to
adapt more effectively to various conversational scenarios.

To address this issue, we propose a novel Retrieval-
Augmented Dialogue Knowledge Aggregation scheme for
expressive CSS, termed RADKA-CSS, which includes
three main components: 1) To effectively retrieve dialogues
from SD that resemble CD in terms of scenarios and style.
In the first stage, we build a stored dialogue semantic-style
database (SDSSD) based on DailyTalk, which includes the
text and audio content of each set of dialogues, as well
as the semantic and style vectors of the dialogues. In the
second stage, we design a multi-attribute retrieval method.
First, to avoid incomplete dialogue style information due to
the lack of an 𝑎𝑁 style vector (𝑎𝑁 represents the speech
to be synthesized, which is unavailable during inference,
defined in Section 3), we design an 𝑎𝑁 vector predictor
to predict the style vector for 𝑎𝑁 . Then, the dialogue
semantic and style vectors of CD are matched with the stored
dialogue semantic and style vectors in SDSSD, retrieving
the Top-K most similar dialogues based on combined
semantic and style similarity. 2) To effectively utilize the
multi-source knowledge from CD and SD, we design a

multi-source style knowledge aggregator to integrate style
knowledge from SD, style knowledge from CD, and the
predicted 𝑎𝑁 style knowledge. For SD, we use a Multi-
granularity Heterogeneous Graph (MgHG) to model the
dialogues retrieved from SD. First, we construct both text
and audio MgHG structures for these dialogues, then apply
a text MgHG encoder and a audio MgHG encoder to
encode the text MgHG and audio MgHG, respectively,
obtaining enhanced dialogue semantic and style features.
Contrastive learning is then applied separately to the
semantic and style features, pulling closer the features of
positive examples while pushing away the representations
of positive and negative examples. For CD, we also adopt
the MgHG modeling mechanism to effectively capture and
encode the semantic and style features of the CD. Finally,
this knowledge is efficiently integrated through knowledge
aggregation. 3) We feed the aggregated multi-source style
knowledge into the speech synthesizer to help the agent
synthesize expressive speech that aligns with the current
conversational style. In summary, the main contributions of
this paper include:

• We propose a novel Retrieval-Augmented Dia-
logue Knowledge Aggregation CSS model, termed
RADKA-CSS. To our knowledge, this is the first work
to apply Retrieval-Augmented Generation to CSS.

• To facilitate the retrieval of dialogues similar to the
current dialogue in terms of scenario and style, we
build a stored dialogue semantic-style database based
on DailyTalk and design a multi-attribute retrieval
module. This module effectively retrieves similar
dialogues by simultaneously considering both the
semantics and style of dialogues.

• To better encode the retrieved dialogues and the
current dialogue, we propose a multi-granularity
heterogeneous graph modeling mechanism. This
heterogeneous structure includes three types of nodes
(word-level, sentence-level, and dialogue-level) and
four types of relationships. It aims to capture the
structural and temporal relations of nodes at different
granularities to effectively encode semantic and style
information.

• Objective and subjective experiments show that the
speech synthesized by RADKA-CSS outperforms
all baseline models in terms of alignment with
conversational style and expressiveness.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In
Section 2, we briefly review some related works. In Section
3, we provide the task definition. In Section 4, we propose a
novel RADKA-CSS framework. In Section 5, we introduce
the experimental datasets and setups in detail. In Section
6, we conduct experiments to verify the effectiveness of
RADKA-CSS. Finally, we conclude this paper and discuss
future work in Section 7.
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2. Related Works
2.1. Retrieval-Augmented Generation in Dialogue

Retrieval-augmented generation (RAG) endows pre-
trained generative models with the ability to incorporate
non-parametric memory, enabling them to utilize external
knowledge effectively [24]. In recent research, some works
use RAG to handle dialogue tasks. For example, DFA-RAG
[34] models dialogue as a deterministic finite automaton,
guiding the dialogue through predefined states and retrieving
the most relevant historical examples to generate contex-
tually appropriate responses. UniMS-RAG [25] leverages
multi-source knowledge retrieval, selecting and retrieving
relevant information based on the dialogue content, and then
generating personalized responses that align with the current
dialogue context. ConvRAG [35] proposes a conversation-
level retrieval-augmented generation method. It refines the
conversational question through interdependent dialogue
history to better understand the question, uses a fine-
grained retriever to obtain the most relevant information
from the web, and applies a self-check mechanism to
generate accurate responses. However, our RAG method
has some clear differences from these works: 1) Multi-
attribute retrieval enhancement: We first extract dialogue-
level semantic and style vectors from the CD. The dialogue
semantic and style vectors of CD are then matched
with the dialogue semantic and style vectors in SDSSD
based on similarity, and the Top-K most similar dialogues
are retrieved based on the combined semantic and style
similarity. 2) Expressive Conversational Speech Synthesis:
While most RAG methods focus on generating text-based
responses, our approach is specifically designed for CSS,
effectively integrating retrieved knowledge to generate
expressive speech that aligns with the conversational style.
2.2. Contrastive Learning

Contrastive learning pushes the embeddings of samples
from different classes farther apart in the representation
space while pulling the embeddings of samples from the
same class closer together [36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41]. For exam-
ple, CALM [42] optimizes the correlation between speaker
style embeddings and style-related text features extracted
from the text through contrastive learning, making the syn-
thesized speech more expressive and natural. CLAPSpeech
[43] enhances prosody in synthesized speech by learning
prosodic variations of the same text across different contexts
through a cross-modal contrastive pre-training framework.
CONCSS [18] enhances the discriminability of intra-modal
context embeddings by incorporating contrastive learning
constraints into the dialogue history context modeling. In our
work, we employ contrastive learning to bring the semantic
and style representations of similar dialogues closer. At the
same time, we further distinguish the semantic and style
representations of dialogues with different scenarios and
inconsistent styles.

2.3. Graph-Based Dialogue Modeling
Graph Neural Network (GNN) is a type of neural

network model designed to process graph-structured data
[44]. It captures the relationships and structural information
between nodes in a graph by learning representations of
the nodes and edges [44, 45, 46, 47]. [48] models both
inter-speaker and intra-speaker dependencies within the
dialogue using dialogue GNN, enhancing the speaking style
of the synthesized speech. [15] infers speaking style from
multimodal dialogue context using a multi-scale relational
GNN. [2] introduces heterogeneous graph modeling of
multi-source knowledge to predict the emotion of the current
sentence, synthesizing emotionally expressive speech. Our
MgHG differs significantly from previous work in the
following ways: 1) We employ three levels of granularity
for nodes (word-level, sentence-level, and dialogue-level)
to represent a set of dialogues. This approach of extracting
features from local to global allows the model to more
comprehensively capture the semantic and style features
of the dialogue. 2) In constructing node relationships,
we introduce parent-child relationships (words belong
to sentence, sentences belong to dialogue) and sibling
relationships (adjacent words in the same sentence, adjacent
sentences in the same dialogue) to describe the relationships
between multi-granularity nodes in the dialogue. This node
connection approach enables the model to more effectively
capture the granularity structure and temporal relationships
within the dialogue, thereby enhancing the model’s ability
to understand and model the dialogue’s semantic and style.

3. Task Definition
Current dialogue can be defined as a sequence of ut-

terances CD = {[𝑡1, 𝑎1], ..., [𝑡𝑁−1, 𝑎𝑁−1], [𝑡𝑁 , 𝑎𝑁 ]}, where
{𝑡1, 𝑡2, ..., 𝑡𝑁−1} represents the text of the CD history and 𝑡𝑁represents the text of the current sentence. {𝑎1, 𝑎2, ..., 𝑎𝑁−1}represents the audio of the CD history, and 𝑎𝑁 represents the
speech to be synthesized. Stored Dialogue can be defined as
SD = {Dialogue Entry #1, ...,Dialogue Entry #}, where
represents the total number of dialogue entries contained in
SD, and each dialogue entry represents a set of dialogues,
including both text and audio modalities. We use the Text
Track of SD (TT-SD) to represent SD which contains only
the text modality, and the Audio Track of SD (AT-SD)
to represent SD which contains only the audio modality.
The reason for applying Retrieval-Augmented Generation
to CSS is that SD comprises dialogue fragments from
earlier phases of user-agent interactions, which include rich
knowledge of conversational style expression. By integrating
this knowledge, the agent can better synthesize speech
that aligns with the current conversational style. Retrieval-
augmented generation-based CSS needs to consider the
following points: 1) How to design a retrieval scheme to
ensure that the dialogues retrieved from SD are indeed
similar in both scenario and style to the CD. 2) How to
effectively model the CD and the retrieved dialogue content
from SD to fully capture the conversational style features.
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Figure 2: The overview of RADKA-CSS consists of Database Preparation, Multi-attribute Retrieval, Multi-source Style Knowledge
Aggregator, and Speech Synthesizer.

3) How to effectively apply the extracted conversational
style features to the speech to be synthesized to generate
expressive speech that aligns with the current conversational
style.

4. Methodology
4.1. Model Overview

As shown in Fig. 2, the proposed RADKA-CSS consists
of four components: 1) Database Preparation, 2) Multi-
attribute Retrieval, 3) Multi-source Style Knowledge Ag-
gregator, 4) Speech Synthesizer. The database preparation
aims to build a database, SDSSD, for dialogue semantic and
style retrieval. The multi-attribute retrieval extracts dialogue
semantic and style vectors from CD and retrieves dialogues
with similar scenarios and styles from SDSSD. The multi-
source style knowledge aggregator aims to encode style
knowledge from both CD and the dialogues retrieved from
SDSSD, and aggregates multi-source style knowledge. The
speech synthesizer uses integrated style knowledge to help
the agent generate expressive speech that is aligned with the
current conversational style.
4.2. Database Preparation

The upper left portion of Fig. 2 illustrates the process
of database preparation. In building a database to support
retrieval of dialogues similar to the current dialogue in
terms of scenarios and style, we face two main challenges:

1) how to enable dialogue-level retrieval, and 2) how
to effectively represent the scenario and style of a set
of dialogues. To address these issues, we design two
encoding modules: Dialogue Context Semantic Encoding
and Dialogue Speaking Style Encoding. These modules
extract dialogue-level semantic vectors and style vectors
respectively from the text and audio features of a set of
dialogues to capture the scenario and style of the dialogue.

Specifically, SD contains  sets of dialogue entries with
man and woman speakers alternating, covering both text
and audio modalities. We first separate these modalities
into TT-SD, which includes only text, and AT-SD, which
includes only audio. We combine text dialogue entries
from TT-SD into a long paragraph and input it into
the Dialogue Text Summarization Extraction (bart-large-
cnn-samsum1) to generate a dialogue text summarization
with speaker information, as shown in Fig. 3. Next, we
use Sentence-BERT2 [49] to vectorize the summarization,
obtaining semantic vectors to represent dialogue scenarios.
For dialogue style, we input audio dialogue entries from
AT-SD into Wav2Vec2.0-IEMOCAP3 sentence by sentence,
generating sentence-level style vectors. We then use X-
vectors4 [50] to encode speaker information, adding speaker

1https://huggingface.co/philschmid/bart-large-cnn-samsum
2https://huggingface.co/sentence-transformers/distiluse-base-

multilingual-cased-v1
3https://huggingface.co/speechbrain/emotion-recognition-wav2vec2-

IEMOCAP
4https://huggingface.co/speechbrain/spkrec-xvect-voxceleb
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Good afternoon, San Felice Hotel. May I help you?
Yes. I'd like to book a room, please.

Certainly. When for, madam?
March the twenty third.

Umm how long will you be staying?
Three nights.

What kind of room would you like, madam?
Er... double with bath. I'd appreciate it if you could
give me a room with a view over the lake.

Certainly, madam. I'll just check what we have
available... Yes, we have a room on the fourth
floor with a really splendid view.
Fine. How much is the charge per night?
Would you like breakfast?
No, thanks.

It's eighty four euro per night excluding VAT.
That's fine.

Who's the booking for, please, madam?
Mr. and Mrs. Ryefield, that's R-Y-E-F-I-E-L-D.

Man will book a room for Mr. and Mrs. Ryefield at San Felice
Hotel for three nights from March the 23rd to March the 26th.
The room is on the fourth floor with a view over the lake and
costs eighty-four euros per night, excluding VAT.

Dialogue Entry  (Text Only)

Dialogue Text Summarization

Dialogue Text Summarization Extraction
(bart-large-cnn-samsum)

Figure 3: Example of Dialogue Text Summarization Extraction.

information to these style vectors. Finally, we aggregate
the sentence-level style vector of each dialogue entry to
represent the overall style characteristics of the dialogue.

In conclusion, we build the stored dialogue semantic-
style database by combining dialogue entries with text and
audio, along with their corresponding dialogue semantic and
style vectors.
4.3. Multi-attribute Retrieval

To retrieve dialogues from SDSSD that are similar to
the CD in terms of scenario and style, we design a multi-
attribute retrieval module that combines both semantic and
style attributes, as shown in the bottom left part of Fig. 2.

For semantic attribute retrieval, we aim to retrieve
dialogues with scenarios similar to the CD. We use the
same method as in building SDSSD to obtain the dialogue’s
semantic vector. Specifically, we merge the text of the CD,
𝑡1→𝑁 , into a long paragraph, as shown in Fig. 3, extract
the dialogue text summarization using the dialogue text
summarization extraction (bart-large-cnn-samsum1), and
then vectorize it through Sentence-BERT2 to generate the
semantic vector of the CD. This semantic vector is then input
into the semantic retriever along with the dialogue semantic
vectors in SDSSD for similarity calculation.

For style attribute retrieval, we aim to retrieve dialogues
with styles similar to the CD. Specifically, the absence of
the audio 𝑎𝑁 leaves the conversational style incomplete.

To address this issue, we design an 𝑎𝑁 vector predictor to
predict the sentence-level style vector of 𝑎𝑁 (𝑉 𝑠𝑡𝑦𝑙𝑒

𝑎𝑁 ). The
𝑎𝑁 vector predictor includes a text context encoder and an
audio context encoder. Both the text context encoder and the
audio context encoder consist of one layer of bidirectional
GRU and two layers of linear layers. In addition, we input
𝑎1→𝑁−1 into Wav2Vec2.0-IEMOCAP to extract sentence-
level style vectors. We then add the speaker information
extracted from the X-vectors to these sentence-level style
vectors and aggregate them to generate the style vector of
the CD. This style vector is subsequently input into the style
retriever, along with the dialogue style vectors in SDSSD,
for similarity calculation.

Finally, to integrate the results of semantic and style
attribute retrieval, we add the similarity scores obtained
from dialogue semantics and style. Based on this combined
similarity, we select the Top-K dialogue entries.
4.4. Multi-source Style Knowledge Aggregator

The multi-source style knowledge aggregator aims to
encode style knowledge from both CD and the dialogues
retrieved from SD and aggregate the style knowledge of SD,
style knowledge of CD, and the predicted 𝑎𝑁 style vector
(𝑉 𝑠𝑡𝑦𝑙𝑒

𝑎𝑁 ).
4.4.1. Style Knowledge of SD

To better encode the style and semantic information
of the Top-K dialogue entries, we design the Audio
Multi-granularity Heterogeneous Graph (AMgHG) and Text
Multi-granularity Heterogeneous Graph (TMgHG), which
encode the audio track and text track of the Top-K dialogue
entries, respectively.

For AMgHG, consists of two parts: 1) AMgHG
Initialization, which constructs the audio track of the Top-K
dialogue entries into a heterogeneous graph structure with
three levels of granularity and four types of relationships,
and initializes the features of word-level, sentence-level,
and dialogue-level nodes for audio. 2) AMgHG Encoder,
which encodes the AMgHG to fully capture the style
representations.

AMgHG Initialization. Inspired by real-world conver-
sations, understanding a complete set of dialogues typically
requires consideration from three angles: 1) the theme of
the entire dialogue (dialogue-level), 2) the contribution of
each sentence to the overall conversational style (sentence-
level), and 3) the impact of each word on the meaning
of the sentence (word-level). Therefore, when constructing
the AMgHG, we establish three levels of nodes: word-
level, sentence-level, and dialogue-level. This allows for a
gradual transition from local features to global features,
enabling the model to capture the style information of
the dialogue more comprehensively. These nodes include
four types of relationships: parent-child relationships (words
belong to sentence, sentences belong to dialogue) and sibling
relationships (adjacent words in the same sentence, adjacent
sentences in the same dialogue). These four relationships
allow the nodes of the AMgHG to fully aggregate contextual
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style information from both the temporal relationships
and the granularity structure. For the k-th dialogue entry,
We extract the dialogue-level style node (𝑅𝑎𝑘

𝑑 ), sentence-
level style nodes (𝑅𝑎𝑘

𝑠1→𝑁
), and word-level style nodes

(𝑅𝑎𝑘
𝑤1→𝑁,1→𝑞

).
• Dialogue-level style node: We first use Wav2Vec2.0-

IEMOCAP3 to extract sentence-level style features,
then apply Average Pooling to aggregate the dialogue-
level style node: 𝑅𝑎𝑘

𝑑 .
• Sentence-level style nodes: We use Wav2Vec2.0-

IEMOCAP3 to extract 𝑅𝑎𝑘
𝑠1→𝑁

• Word-level style nodes: We utilize MFA to identify
the start and end positions of each word in the
audio, then use Wav2Vec2.05 to extract frame-level
style features and apply Average Pooling to obtain
𝑅𝑎𝑘
𝑤1→𝑁,1→𝑞

.
As shown in Fig. 4. these three levels of style nodes form

an AMgHG (𝐺𝑝−𝑎
𝑘 ).

AMgHG Encoder. For a given k-th AMgHG𝐺𝑝−𝑎
𝑘 , each

node aggregates information from its neighboring nodes
through different relationships. Specifically, the sentence-
level style node 𝑅𝑎𝑘

𝑠𝑖 aggregates information from the
dialogue-level style node 𝑅𝑎𝑘

𝑑 , the neighboring sentence-
level style nodes 𝑅𝑎𝑘

𝑠𝑖−1 and 𝑅𝑎𝑘
𝑠𝑖+1 , as well as the word-

level style nodes 𝑅𝑎𝑘
𝑤𝑖,1→𝑞

. Once all node information is
aggregated, the three granularity nodes are fused. Firstly,
𝑅𝑎𝑘
𝑠1→𝑁

and 𝑅𝑎𝑘
𝑤1→𝑁,1→𝑞

are fed into bidirectional LSTM
separately to fuse the sentence-level and word-level style
node, outputting sentence-level contextual style features
𝑅𝑎𝑘
𝑠−𝑎𝑔𝑔 and word-level contextual style features 𝑅𝑎𝑘

𝑤−𝑎𝑔𝑔 .
Finally, 𝑅𝑎𝑘

𝑠−𝑎𝑔𝑔 , 𝑅𝑎𝑘
𝑤−𝑎𝑔𝑔 , and 𝑅𝑎𝑘

𝑑 are concatenated along the
feature dimension, and then fused through a linear layer to
represent the style features of the k-th dialogue: 𝐻𝑝−𝑎

𝑘 .
For TMgHG, consists of two parts: 1) TMgHG

Initialization, which constructs the text track of the Top-K
dialogue entries into a heterogeneous graph structure with
three levels of granularity and four types of relationships,
and initializes the features of word-level, sentence-level,
and dialogue-level nodes for text. 2) TMgHG Encoder,
which encodes the TMgHG to fully capture the semantic
representations.

TMgHG Initialization. The structure of TMgHG is
the same as that of AMgHG. For the k-th dialogue entry,
We extract the dialogue-level semantic node (𝑅𝑡𝑘

𝑑 ), sentence-
level semantic nodes (𝑅𝑡𝑘

𝑠1→𝑁
), and word-level semantic

nodes (𝑅𝑡𝑘
𝑤1→𝑁,1→𝑞

).
• Dialogue-level semantic node: We first use bart-

large-cnn-samsum1 to extract the summarization of
the dialogue text, and then the summarization is fed
into Sentence-BERT2 to extract 𝑅𝑡𝑘

𝑑 .
5https://huggingface.co/facebook/wav2vec2-base-960h

... ... ...

... ... ...

AMgHG

TMgHG

dialogue-level node

sentence-level node

word-level node 

sentences belong to dialogue

words belong to sentence

adjacent words in the same sentence
adjacent sentences in the same dialogue

Figure 4: The structural diagrams of AMgHG and TMgHG.

• Sentence-level semantic nodes: We input each
sentence from the dialogue into Sentence-BERT2 to
extract 𝑅𝑡𝑘

𝑠1→𝑁
.

• Word-level semantic nodes: We use TOD-BERT6 to
extract 𝑅𝑡𝑘

𝑤1→𝑁,1→𝑞
.

As shown in Fig. 4. these three levels of semantic nodes
form a TMgHG (𝐺𝑝−𝑡

𝑘 ).
TMgHG Encoder. For a given k-th TMgHG 𝐺𝑝−𝑡

𝑘 , each
node aggregates information from its neighboring nodes
through different relationships. Specifically, the sentence-
level semantic node 𝑅𝑡𝑘

𝑠𝑖 aggregates information from the
dialogue-level semantic node 𝑅𝑡𝑘

𝑑 , the neighboring sentence-
level semantic nodes 𝑅𝑡𝑘

𝑠𝑖−1 and 𝑅𝑡𝑘
𝑠𝑖+1 , as well as the word-

level semantic nodes 𝑅𝑡𝑘
𝑤𝑖,1→𝑞

. Once all node information is
aggregated, the three granularity nodes are fused. Firstly,
𝑅𝑡𝑘
𝑠1→𝑁

and 𝑅𝑡𝑘
𝑤1→𝑁,1→𝑞

are fed into bidirectional LSTM
separately to fuse the sentence-level and word-level semantic
node, outputting sentence-level contextual semantic features
𝑅𝑡𝑘
𝑠−𝑎𝑔𝑔 and word-level contextual semantic features 𝑅𝑡𝑘

𝑤−𝑎𝑔𝑔 .
Finally, 𝑅𝑡𝑘

𝑠−𝑎𝑔𝑔 , 𝑅𝑡𝑘
𝑤−𝑎𝑔𝑔 , and 𝑅𝑡𝑘

𝑑 are concatenated along the
feature dimension, and then fused through a linear layer to
represent the semantic features of the k-th dialogue: 𝐻𝑝−𝑡

𝑘 .
4.4.2. Style Knowledge of CD

For CD, we adopt AMgHG and TMgHG structures
identical to those used for processing SD, with shared
parameters, aiming to capture and encode the style and
semantic information of the current dialogue. Specifically,
we input 𝑎1→𝑁−1 and 𝑡1→𝑁 into AMgHG Initialization and
TMgHG Initialization, respectively, to obtain 𝐺𝑡

𝑐𝑢𝑟 and 𝐺𝑎
𝑐𝑢𝑟.

6https://huggingface.co/TODBERT/TOD-BERT-JNT-V1
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These are then encoded by AMgHG Encoder and TMgHG
Encoder to derive the style feature 𝐻𝑎

𝑐𝑢𝑟 and semantic feature
𝐻 𝑡

𝑐𝑢𝑟 for the CD.
4.4.3. Knowledge Aggregation

To effectively aggregate the style knowledge of SD, style
knowledge of CD, and the predicted 𝑎𝑁 style vector (𝑉 𝑠𝑡𝑦𝑙𝑒

𝑎𝑁 ),
we design a knowledge aggregation method inspired by [42].

𝑊 = 𝑆𝑜𝑓𝑡𝑚𝑎𝑥(𝐻𝑝−𝑡
1→𝑘 ⋅𝐻

𝑡
𝑐𝑢𝑟)

𝑅𝑆𝑒𝑚𝑏 = 𝑊 𝑇 ⋅𝐻𝑝−𝑎
1→𝑘

𝐹𝑆𝑒𝑚𝑏 = 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑐𝑎𝑡(𝑅𝑆𝑒𝑚𝑏,𝐻
𝑡
𝑐𝑢𝑟,𝐻

𝑎
𝑐𝑢𝑟, 𝑉

𝑠𝑡𝑦𝑙𝑒
𝑎𝑁

)

(1)

As shown in Equation 1, we first calculate the weights
𝑊 using𝐻𝑝−𝑡

1→𝑘 and𝐻 𝑡
𝑐𝑢𝑟. Then, based on the weights𝑊 , we

fuse 𝐻𝑝−𝑎
1→𝑘 to obtain the retrieved style embedding (𝑅𝑆𝑒𝑚𝑏).

Finally, we concatenate 𝑅𝑆𝑒𝑚𝑏, 𝐻 𝑡
𝑐𝑢𝑟, 𝐻𝑎

𝑐𝑢𝑟, and 𝑉 𝑠𝑡𝑦𝑙𝑒
𝑎𝑁 to

obtain the final style embedding 𝐹𝑆𝑒𝑚𝑏.
4.5. Retrieval-based Dialogue Contrastive

Learning
We consider that dialogues similar to CD (positive

samples) are close to CD in both scenario and style. In
contrast, dialogues dissimilar to CD (negative samples) are
not only inconsistent with CD in terms of both dialogue
scenario and style but also have different scenarios and styles
among themselves. Therefore, we design a Retrieval-based
Dialogue Contrastive Learning module, as shown in the
upper right corner of Fig. 2. This module includes Retrieval
Dialogue Text Contrastive Learning (𝑐𝑙

𝑡 ) and Retrieval
Dialogue Audio Contrastive Learning (𝑐𝑙

𝑎 ). 𝑐𝑙
𝑡 aims to

pull the semantic representations of positive samples closer
while pushing away the semantic representations between
positive and negative samples. 𝑐𝑙

𝑎 aims to pull the style
representations of positive samples closer while pushing
away the style representations between positive and negative
samples. For positive dialogue semantic representations
𝐻𝑝−𝑡 = [𝐻𝑝−𝑡

1 , ...,𝐻𝑝−𝑡
𝑘 ], and negative dialogue semantic

representations 𝐻𝑛−𝑡 = [𝐻𝑛−𝑡
1 , ...,𝐻𝑛−𝑡

𝑘 ], 𝐻𝑝𝑛−𝑡 represents
𝐻𝑝−𝑡 ∪𝐻𝑛−𝑡, 𝑐𝑙

𝑡 for 𝐻𝑝−𝑡
𝑘 is as follows:

𝑐𝑙
𝑡 = −𝑙𝑜𝑔

∑

𝐻𝑝−𝑡
𝑖 ∈𝐻𝑝−𝑡

𝑒𝑥𝑝(𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝐻𝑝−𝑡
𝑘 ,𝐻𝑝−𝑡

𝑖 )∕𝜏)

∑

𝐻𝑝𝑛−𝑡
𝑗 ∈𝐻𝑝𝑛−𝑡

𝑒𝑥𝑝(𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝐻𝑝−𝑡
𝑘 ,𝐻𝑝𝑛−𝑡

𝑗 )∕𝜏)
(2)

where 𝑠𝑖𝑚(⋅, ⋅) is a cosine similarity function. 𝜏 is a scalar
temperature parameter.

For positive dialogue style representations 𝐻𝑝−𝑎 =
[𝐻𝑝−𝑎

1 , ...,𝐻𝑝−𝑎
𝑘 ], and negative dialogue style representa-

tions 𝐻𝑛−𝑎 = [𝐻𝑛−𝑎
1 , ...,𝐻𝑛−𝑎

𝑘 ], 𝐻𝑝𝑛−𝑎 represents 𝐻𝑝−𝑎 ∪
𝐻𝑛−𝑎, 𝑐𝑙

𝑎 for 𝑝−𝑎
𝑘 is as follows:

𝑐𝑙
𝑎 = −𝑙𝑜𝑔

∑

𝐻𝑝−𝑎
𝑖 ∈𝐻𝑝−𝑎

𝑒𝑥𝑝(𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝐻𝑝−𝑎
𝑘 ,𝐻𝑝−𝑎

𝑖 )∕𝜏)

∑

𝐻𝑝𝑛−𝑎
𝑗 ∈𝐻𝑝𝑛−𝑎

𝑒𝑥𝑝(𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝐻𝑝−𝑎
𝑘 ,𝐻𝑝𝑛−𝑎

𝑗 )∕𝜏)
(3)

where 𝑠𝑖𝑚(⋅, ⋅) is a cosine similarity function. 𝜏 is a scalar
temperature parameter.
4.6. Speech Synthesizer

As shown in Fig. 2, the speech synthesizer is based on
FastSpeech2 [8]. It consists of a text encoder, an acoustic
decoder, and a vocoder. The text encoder aims to extract
phoneme-level linguistic encodings 𝑃𝑡𝑁 for the current
utterance. The acoustic decoder includes a length regulator
and a variance adapter to predict duration, energy, and pitch,
followed by a Mel decoder to predict Mel spectrogram
features. Finally, a pre-trained HiFi-GAN [51] vocoder is
used to generate speech. Note that we add a new Style
Renderer on top of the text encoder to add style knowledge
into the linguistic encodings by a set of trainable weight
parameters. Specifically, we take 𝐹𝑆𝑒𝑚𝑏 from the Multi-
source Style Knowledge Aggregator, 𝑃𝑡𝑁 from the TTS
Encoder, and the current speaker id embedding (𝑠𝑝𝑘𝑒𝑚𝑏)as inputs, integrating the conversational style into the
phoneme-level speech encoding to synthesize expressive
speech that aligns with the current conversational style.

5. Experiments
5.1. Dataset

We validate RADKA-CSS on the DailyTalk [52] dataset
for CSS. DailyTalk is a benchmark dataset that is widely
used in many related works [2, 3, 17, 53], and we believe
it is enough and very convincing to conduct experiments
on this dataset. In addition, more importantly, DailyTalk
is a high-quality recording data with only 2 speakers,
which is most suitable for database construction and RAG
implementation. In other multi-speaker data, the amount of
data from different speakers varies too much to be used for
database construction and retrieval.

DailyTalk consists of 23,773 audio clips, representing 20
hours and 2,541 conversations. Each conversation contains
an average of 9.356 turns, with an average clip length of
3.282 seconds. The dataset is recorded simultaneously by
a male and a female speaker, with a balanced number of
utterances from each. All speech samples are recorded at a
sampling rate of 44.10 kHz and encoded in 16-bit format.
We partition the data into training, validation, and test sets
in an 8:1:1 ratio.
5.2. Implementation Details

The 𝑎𝑁 vector Predictor includes a text context encoder
and an audio context encoder. Both the text context encoder
and the audio context encoder consist of one layer of
bidirectional GRU and two layers of linear layers. The
structures of the Text Multi-granularity Heterogeneous
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Table 1
N-DMOS and S-DMOS subjective evaluation scoring criteria.

Scale N-DMOS S-DMOS
5 Excellent speech quality and naturalness Perfectly matches the current conversational style
4 Good speech quality and naturalness Consistent with the current conversational style
3 Fair speech quality and naturalness Moderately matches the current conversational style
2 Poor speech quality and naturalness Slightly mismatches the current conversational style
1 Very poor speech quality and naturalness Completely mismatches the current conversational style

Table 2
N-CMOS and S-CMOS subjective evaluation scoring criteria.

Scale N-CMOS (A vs. B Comparison) S-CMOS (A vs. B Comparison)
3 A is much more natural than B A aligns significantly better with the conversational style than B
2 A is more natural than B A aligns better with the conversational style than B
1 A is slightly more natural than B A aligns slightly better with the conversational style than B
0 Both are about the same in naturalness Both are equally aligned with the conversational style
-1 B is slightly more natural than A B aligns slightly better with the conversational style than A
-2 B is more natural than A B aligns better with the conversational style than A
-3 B is much more natural than A B aligns significantly better with the conversational style than A

Graph and Audio Multi-granularity Heterogeneous Graph
are the same: First, the HeteroConv layer, composed of four
SAGEConv layers, in channels and out channels set to 256.
Next, three linear layers project the dialogue-level, sentence-
level, and word-level nodes into an embedding space with an
output dimension of 256. Following this, two bidirectional
LSTM, with input and output dimensions of 256, fuse the
sentence-level and word-level node features. Finally, the
dialogue-level node feature, the fused sentence-level node
features, and the word-level node features are concatenated
and fed into a linear layer with an input dimension of 768 and
an output dimension of 256. We employ the Adam optimizer
for speech synthesizer with 𝛽1 = 0.9 and 𝛽2 = 0.98.
Grapheme-to-Phoneme (G2P7) toolkit is used for converting
all text inputs into their respective phoneme sequences. We
utilize the Montreal Forced Alignment (MFA) [54] tool to
extract phoneme duration alignment. All speech samples
are re-sampled to 22.05 kHz. Mel-spectrum features are
extracted with a window length of 25ms and a shift of 10ms.
The model is trained on an A800 GPU with a batch size of
16. Model optimization [55, 56, 57, 58] achieves optimal
performance at 300k steps.
5.3. Comparative Models

RADKA-CSS requires the retrieval of dialogues with
similar scenarios and styles to help the agent synthesize
speech with a conversational style. Although the dialogue
RAG retrieval methods provided by related works, such as
DFA-RAG [34], UniMS-RAG [25], and ConvRAG [35],
are mentioned, they do not meet our specific retrieval
requirements. Therefore, we did not include these models
as comparative models. To demonstrate the effectiveness of
our RADKA-CSS, we compare it against five state-of-the-art
CSS models, all utilizing FastSpeech2 as the TTS backbone.

7https://github.com/Kyubyong/g2p

• DailyTalk [52] incorporates a dialogue context
encoder based on [1] into FastSpeech2 [8] to model
sentence-level text dialogue history.

• M2-CTTS [17] designs both coarse-grained and fine-
grained text and speech context modeling modules,
aiming to fully leverage multimodal history to en-
hance the prosodic expression in synthesized speech.

• Homogeneous Graph-based CSS [15] proposes a
context modeling method based on a multi-scale
relational graph convolutional network, which models
both global and local dependencies in multimodal
dialogue history to enhance its ability to synthesize
speaking style.

• CONCSS [18] introduces a CSS framework based on
contrastive learning, which incorporates a negative-
sample-enhanced sampling strategy to improve the
discriminability of context vectors, resulting in
synthesized speech with better context adaptation and
prosody sensitivity.

• ECSS [2] presents a new emotion CSS model based
on heterogeneous graph-based emotion context mod-
eling and an emotion rendering mechanism, ensuring
the accurate generation of emotional conversational
speech in terms of both emotion understanding and
expression.

5.4. Ablation Models
We conduct thorough ablation experiments to validate

the contributions of different components of RADKA-CSS.
The details are as follows:

• Abl.1: w/o Style Knowledge (SD) indicates the
removal of similar dialogue knowledge retrieved from
SD, aiming to verify whether referencing the style
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knowledge of similar dialogues in SD enhances the
agent’s ability to understand the style of the CD.

• Abl.2: w/o Style Knowledge (CD: Text) indicates
that encoded textual knowledge from the CD is not
aggregated, aiming to validate the extent to which the
semantic information contained in the scenarios of CD
contributes to the agent’s ability to generate speech
that aligns with the conversational style.

• Abl.3: w/o Style Knowledge (CD: Audio) indicates
that encoded audio knowledge from the CD is not
aggregated, which assesses the effectiveness of the
conversational style knowledge in CD and its role in
enhancing the agent’s understanding of the CD style.

• Abl.4: w/o Style Knowledge (𝑎𝑁 Style Vector)
indicates that the 𝑎𝑁 style knowledge predicted by
the 𝑎𝑁 vector predictor is not aggregated, aiming
to evaluate whether the predicted 𝑎𝑁 style vector
contains style information.

• Abl.5: w/o Heterogeneous Graph replaces the
heterogeneous graph in RADKA-CSS with a ho-
mogeneous graph to validate whether the proposed
heterogeneous structure can better capture and model
dialogue style and semantic representations.

• Abl.6: w/o Multi-granularity removes the dialogue-
level and word-level nodes, using only sentence-level
nodes for training, to evaluate whether the multi-
granularity approach can more comprehensively
represent style and semantic features.

• Abl.7: w/o Knowledge Aggregation Method re-
places the knowledge aggregation method with simple
direct addition, which helps validate the effectiveness
of our proposed style knowledge aggregation method
and its impact on performance.

• Abl.8: w/o Contrastive Learning removes the
retrieval-based dialogue contrastive learning to val-
idate its effectiveness and its impact on RADKA-
CSS’s performance.

• Abl.9: w/ GT (Retrieved) uses the ground truth Top-
K dialogue entry instead of the Top-K dialogue entry
retrieved during inference. This tests whether using
Top-K dialogues that are more similar to the CD can
better help RADKA-CSS in generating speech that
aligns with the current conversational style.

5.5. Evaluation Metrics
For subjective evaluation metrics, we organize a

DMOS (Dialogue Mean Opinion Score) [59] and CMOS
(Comparative Mean Opinion Score) [1] listening test with 20
graduate students who speak English as a second language.
All listeners are graduate students in the field of speech who
have passed the CET-6, IELTS, or TOEFL exams. They have
extensive experience in DMOS scoring and have received

specialized training on DMOS evaluation guidelines. In the
DMOS test, listeners rate the synthesized speech of the
current utterance on naturalness DMOS (N-DMOS) and
style DMOS (S-DMOS) using a scale from 1 to 5, based
on the dialogue history. Note that N-DMOS and S-DMOS
need to be tested separately on the same synthesized speech
samples and under the same listener conditions. N-DMOS
focuses on the quality and naturalness of the speech, while
S-DMOS evaluates whether the expression of the current
utterance aligns with the conversational style. For the CMOS
test, we similarly ask listeners to first listen to the dialogue
history and then rate the two comparative models based
on the dialogue context, using a score range from -3 to
3, where N-CMOS is used to compare the naturalness of
the synthesized speech, and S-CMOS is used to compare
the consistency of the synthesized speech with the current
conversation style. The criteria for DMOS are detailed in
Table 1, and the criteria for CMOS are detailed in Table 2.

For objective evaluation metrics, we calculate the
Mean Absolute Error (MAE) [60] between the predicted
and ground-truth acoustic features to assess the style
expressiveness of the synthesized speech. Specifically, we
use MAE-P, MAE-E, and MAE-D to evaluate pitch, energy,
and duration acoustic features.

To validate that the dialogues retrieved by RADKA-
CSS align with the style and content of the current
conversation, we use Recall [61] to evaluate the performance
of retrieving ground-truth Top-K dialogue indices during
inference. Specifically, the ground-truth Top-K dialogues
are selected by matching the dialogue semantic vectors and
dialogue style vectors using a pre-trained model, and the
K most similar dialogues are chosen. Then, volunteers re-
listen to these dialogues, read their content, and reorder the
K dialogues based on their similarity in both scenario and
style to the current dialogue.

Recall = TP
TP + FN (4)

where TP and FN represent the numbers of true positive and
false negative samples, respectively.

6. Results and Discussion
6.1. Main Results

In this section, we analyze the comparison results
of RADKA-CSS with five state-of-the-art CSS models.
As shown in Table 3, comparing all baseline models
except RADKA-CSS. DailyTalk [52] shows the poorest
results in subjective metrics N-DMOS (3.453) and S-DMOS
(3.434), as well as objective metrics MAE-P (0.530), MAE-
E (0.467), and MAE-D (0.204). In contrast, ECSS [2]
achieves the best results in N-DMOS (3.720), S-DMOS
(3.698), and MAE-D (0.134). CONCSS [18] performs best
in MAE-P (0.482), while Homogeneous Graph-based CSS
[15] achieves the best result in MAE-E (0.320). Note that,
compared to these best baseline models, our RADKA-
CSS shows significant improvements. In subjective metrics,

Rui Liu et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 9 of 15



Retrieval-Augmented Dialogue Knowledge Aggregation for Expressive Conversational Speech Synthesis

Table 3
Subjective (with 95% confidence interval [62]) and objective results with different comparative models.

Systems N-DMOS (↑) S-DMOS (↑) MAE-P (↓) MAE-E (↓) MAE-D (↓)
DailyTalk [52] 3.453 ± 0.024 3.434 ± 0.024 0.530 0.467 0.204
M2-CTTS [17] 3.551 ± 0.023 3.452 ± 0.021 0.543 0.380 0.146
Homogeneous Graph-based CSS [15] 3.599 ± 0.018 3.511 ± 0.027 0.489 0.320 0.146
CONCSS [18] 3.688 ± 0.015 3.647 ± 0.022 0.482 0.328 0.143
ECSS [2] 3.720 ± 0.023 3.698 ± 0.021 0.505 0.332 0.134
RADKA-CSS (Proposed) 3.904 ± 0.022 3.879 ± 0.025 0.442 0.305 0.130
Ground Truth 4.448 ± 0.021 4.498 ± 0.023 - - -

Table 4
Subjective (with 95% confidence interval [62]) and objective results with different ablation models.

Systems N-DMOS (↑) S-DMOS (↑) MAE-P (↓) MAE-E (↓) MAE-D (↓)
RADKA-CSS (Proposed) 3.904 ± 0.022 3.879 ± 0.025 0.442 0.305 0.130

Abl.1: w/o Style Knowledge (SD) 3.707 ± 0.022 3.694 ± 0.021 0.463 0.323 0.139
Abl.2: w/o Style Knowledge (CD: Text) 3.769 ± 0.018 3.740 ± 0.022 0.453 0.315 0.132
Abl.3: w/o Style Knowledge (CD: Audio) 3.726 ± 0.021 3.701 ± 0.019 0.458 0.317 0.132
Abl.4: w/o Style Knowledge (𝑎𝑁 Style Vector) 3.775 ± 0.022 3.751 ± 0.023 0.456 0.314 0.131
Abl.5: w/o Heterogeneous Graph 3.732 ± 0.019 3.724 ± 0.021 0.471 0.327 0.140
Abl.6: w/o Multi-granularity 3.685 ± 0.026 3.683 ± 0.023 0.473 0.322 0.142
Abl.7: w/o Knowledge Aggregation Method 3.754 ± 0.023 3.723 ± 0.024 0.465 0.311 0.133
Abl.8: w/o Contrastive Learning 3.757 ± 0.017 3.699 ± 0.019 0.458 0.318 0.131
Abl.9: w/ GT (Retrieved) 3.962 ± 0.021 3.906 ± 0.017 0.440 0.301 0.131

RADKA-CSS outperforms all comparative models with
N-DMOS (3.904) and S-DMOS (3.879). In terms of
objective metrics, it achieves the best results with MAE-P
(0.442), MAE-E (0.305), and MAE-D (0.130). Specifically,
RADKA-CSS improves by 0.184 in N-DMOS, 0.181 in S-
DMOS, and 0.004 in MAE-D compared to ECSS, improves
by 0.040 in MAE-P compared to CONCSS, and improves
by 0.015 in MAE-E compared to Homogeneous Graph-
based CSS. By analyzing these results, we find that the
baseline models only model the current dialogue history,
failing to leverage richer dialogue information in stored
dialogue. In contrast, RADKA-CSS effectively integrates
style knowledge from early dialogue fragments in stored
dialogue that are similar to the current dialogue scene
and style through multi-attribute retrieval. This enables a
more comprehensive understanding of conversational style,
enhancing the naturalness and stylistic consistency of the
synthesized speech. Furthermore, RADKA-CSS employs
a multi-granularity heterogeneous graph to augment the
multi-source style knowledge, significantly improving its
understanding of the current conversational style. This not
only aligns the synthesized speech more closely with the
current conversational style but also greatly enhances the
quality of speech synthesis.
6.2. Ablation Results

To validate the contribution of each component in
RADKA-CSS, we analyze the ablation results by removing
different components, as shown in Table 4.

Abl.1-Abl.4 validate the effectiveness of different style
knowledge. Specifically, Abl.1 removes the retrieval of
dialogues from SD. The subjective metrics N-DMOS and

S-DMOS decrease by 0.197 and 0.185, respectively. The
objective metrics MAE-P, MAE-E, and MAE-D drop by
0.021, 0.018, and 0.009, respectively. This result indicates
that RADKA-CSS extracts style knowledge aligned with
the current conversational style from the early dialogue
fragments retrieved from SD, helping the agent better
understand the style of the CD. Abl.2 removes semantic
modeling of the text modality in the CD. The subjective
metrics N-DMOS and S-DMOS decrease by 0.135 and
0.139, respectively. The objective metrics MAE-P, MAE-E,
and MAE-D drop by 0.011, 0.010, and 0.002, respectively.
These results suggest that the dialogue semantics of the
CD help the agent generate speech aligned with the current
conversational style, improving the naturalness and fluency
of the synthesized speech. Abl.3 removes style modeling
of the audio modality in the CD. Both subjective metrics
N-DMOS and S-DMOS decrease by 0.178. The objective
metrics MAE-P, MAE-E, and MAE-D drop by 0.016,
0.012, and 0.002, respectively. These findings highlight
the effectiveness of the dialogue style in the CD and its
importance in enhancing RADKA-CSS’s understanding of
the current conversational style. Abl.4 removes the predicted
𝑎𝑁 style vector. The subjective metrics N-DMOS and S-
DMOS decrease by 0.129 and 0.128, respectively. The
objective metrics MAE-P, MAE-E, and MAE-D drop by
0.014, 0.009, and 0.001, respectively. These results suggest
that the 𝑎𝑁 style vector contains style information specific to
the speech to be synthesized. In summary, the experiments
in Abl.1-4 validate the contributions of the four types
of style knowledge to RADKA-CSS. Abl.1 shows the
largest metric declines, further demonstrating that retrieving
dialogues with styles similar to the current dialogue scenario
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significantly helps the agent better understand the current
conversational style. Conversely, Abl.4 shows the smallest
metric declines, indicating that the 𝑎𝑁 style vector primarily
contains information about the predicted 𝑎𝑁 style, with
limited information about the dialogue scenario style.

Abl.5-Abl.8 validate the effectiveness of different
technical components. Abl.5 replaces the heterogeneous
graph with a homogenous graph. The subjective metrics
N-DMOS and S-DMOS decrease by 0.172 and 0.155,
respectively. The objective metrics MAE-P, MAE-E, and
MAE-D drop by 0.029, 0.022, and 0.010, respectively.
This demonstrates that the proposed heterogeneous graph
structure, which includes three granularity levels of nodes
and their four relationships, effectively enhances the feature
expression of dialogue style and semantics. This enables
RADKA-CSS to better capture and model the style and
semantics of the dialogue. Abl.6 removes the word-level
and dialogue-level node features, leaving only the sentence-
level nodes. The subjective metrics N-DMOS and S-
DMOS decrease by 0.219 and 0.196, respectively. The
objective metrics MAE-P, MAE-E, and MAE-D drop
by 0.031, 0.017, and 0.012, respectively. These results
suggest that the multi-granularity node features provide
a more comprehensive expression of style and semantics.
By integrating word-level, sentence-level, and dialogue-
level node features, RADKA-CSS can better understand and
model the style and semantics of the dialogue. Abl.7 replaces
the knowledge aggregation method with direct addition.
The subjective metrics N-DMOS and S-DMOS decrease by
0.150 and 0.156, respectively. The objective metrics MAE-
P, MAE-E, and MAE-D drop by 0.023, 0.006, and 0.003,
respectively. This indicates that directly adding different
style knowledge representations results in redundancy in
the style information, weakening the model’s ability to
capture key style features and impacting its ability to render
the dialogue style. Abl.8 removes retrieval-based dialogue
contrastive learning. The subjective metrics N-DMOS and
S-DMOS decrease by 0.147 and 0.180, respectively. The
objective metrics MAE-P, MAE-E, and MAE-D drop by
0.016, 0.013, and 0.001, respectively. This indicates that
contrastive learning brings the semantic and style repre-
sentations of similar dialogues closer. At the same time, it
further distinguishes the semantic and style representations
of dialogues with different scenarios and inconsistent styles,
enhancing the model’s ability to capture and differentiate
both conversational style and semantics. Abl.5-8 validate the
contributions of different technical components to RADKA-
CSS. The multi-granularity heterogeneous graph modeling
effectively encodes the semantics and style of the dialogue,
while a proper knowledge aggregation method and the
use of contrastive learning to constrain the retrieval of
conversational style and semantic representations are crucial
for the quality and style of the agent’s synthesized speech.

It is important to note that, in Abl.9, we replace the
retrieved Top-K dialogues with the ground truth Top-K
dialogues, leading to most experimental metrics outperform-
ing those of our proposed RADKA-CSS. Compared to our

Table 5
The CMOS results of different retrieval schemes.

A vs B N-CMOS (↑) S-CMOS (↑)
Rs.1 vs Rs.2 0.312 0.377
Rs.1 vs Rs.3 0.250 0.314
Rs.1 vs Rs.4 0.375 0.621
Rs.1 vs Rs.5 0.442 0.685
Rs.1 vs Rs.6 0.662 0.881
Rs.1 vs Rs.7 -0.208 -0.215

Table 6
The Recall results of different retrieval schemes.

Rs.x R@1 R@2 R@3 R@4 R@5 R@10
Rs.1 0.450 0.500 0.667 0.750 0.800 0.900
Rs.2 0.437 0.487 0.645 0.726 0.773 0.872
Rs.3 0.441 0.495 0.658 0.740 0.789 0.889
Rs.4 0.425 0.481 0.634 0.712 0.758 0.857
Rs.5 0.430 0.483 0.638 0.716 0.764 0.863

proposed RADKA-CSS, the subjective metrics N-DMOS
(3.962) and S-DMOS (3.906) improve by 0.058 and 0.027,
respectively. The objective metrics MAE-P (0.440) and
MAE-E (0.301) improve by 0.002 and 0.004, respectively.
This indicates that using dialogue style knowledge more
similar to the CD to help the agent synthesize speech can
significantly improve speech quality and style performance.
6.3. Analysis of Retrieval Schemes

To validate the effectiveness of our proposed multi-
attribute retrieval method, we conduct both subjective and
objective experiments, comparing it with six other retrieval
schemes. CMOS is used as the subjective evaluation metric,
and Recall is used as the objective. These retrieval schemes
are: 1) Retrieval Scheme 1 (Rs.1): sums the dialogue
semantic similarity and dialogue style similarity, then selects
Top-K based on the combined similarity; 2) Retrieval
Scheme 2 (Rs.2): first calculates the dialogue semantic
similarity, then calculates the dialogue style similarity and
selects Top-K; 3) Retrieval Scheme 3 (Rs.3): first calculates
the dialogue style similarity, then calculates the dialogue
semantic similarity and selects Top-K; 4) Retrieval Scheme
4 (Rs.4): uses only dialogue semantic similarity to select
Top-K; 5) Retrieval Scheme 5 (Rs.5): uses only dialogue
style similarity to select Top-K; 6) Retrieval Scheme 6
(Rs.6): selects Top-K randomly; 7) Retrieval Scheme 7
(Rs.7): uses the ground truth Top-K.

For subjective results, as shown in Table 5. The speech
synthesized by RADKA-CSS using Rs.1 outperforms the
speech synthesized using Rs.2-Rs.6 in both naturalness and
style, though it is not as good as Rs.7.

Rs.1-Rs.3 belong to the multi-attribute retrieval scheme.
Specifically, comparing Rs.1 with Rs.2 (Rs.1 vs Rs.2),
the N-CMOS score is 0.312, and the S-CMOS score is
0.377. This indicates that the speech synthesized by Rs.1
is preferred over Rs.2 in both naturalness and style. This is
because Rs.1 considers both dialogue semantics and style,
and the retrieved Top-K most likely ensures both similar
dialogue style and scenario. However, Rs.2 first retrieves
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based on dialogue semantics, which may result in selecting
dialogues with similar scenarios but vastly different styles,
making it unable to filter dialogues with a style similar to
the current conversation. Next, we compare Rs.1 with Rs.3
(Rs.1 vs Rs.3), with N-CMOS and S-CMOS scores of 0.250
and 0.314, respectively. The speech synthesized by Rs.1
is again preferred over Rs.3 in both naturalness and style.
Similarly, Rs.3 first retrieves based on dialogue style, which
may exclude dialogues with similar styles but mismatched
scenarios, failing to ensure overall similarity with the current
dialogue.

Rs.4-Rs.5 belong to the single-attribute retrieval
scheme. Comparing Rs.1 with Rs.4 and Rs.5 (Rs.1 vs Rs.4
and Rs.1 vs Rs.5), the N-CMOS and S-CMOS scores are
0.375 and 0.621, and 0.442 and 0.685, respectively. This
indicates that the speech synthesized by Rs.1 is preferred
over both Rs.4 and Rs.5 in terms of naturalness and style.
This is because Rs.4 and Rs.5 only use dialogue semantics
or dialogue style as the retrieval scheme, meaning the
selected Top-K are either only similar in scenario or only
in style, failing to ensure overall similarity with the current
conversation.

Rs.6-Rs.7 use random Top-K and ground truth Top-K,
respectively. We compare Rs.1 with Rs.6 (Rs.1 vs Rs.6),
where the N-CMOS and S-CMOS scores are 0.662 and
0.881, respectively. The speech synthesized by Rs.6 is far
inferior to Rs.1 in both naturalness and style. This is because
Rs.6 randomly selects Top-K, resulting in dialogues that
are inconsistent with both the scenario and style of the
current conversation, making it ineffective in helping the
agent understand the current conversation. It is worth noting
that we compare Rs.1 with Rs.7 (Rs.1 vs Rs.7), where
the N-CMOS and S-CMOS scores are -0.208 and -0.215,
respectively. This indicates that a better Top-K selection
can guide RADKA-CSS to synthesize speech with higher
naturalness and better style consistency.

Through the comparison of Rs.1 with Rs.2-Rs.6, we
conclude that Rs.1 considers both dialogue semantics and
style, so the selected Top-K is superior to the other schemes.
The experiment comparing Rs.1 with Rs.7 demonstrates
that selecting dialogues that are more similar to the current
dialogue in both dialogue scenarios and styles leads to better
RADKA-CSS performance.

For the objective evaluation, as shown in Table 6,
Rs.1 achieves the highest recall rates when retrieving
the top 1, top 5, and top 10 similar dialogues: R@1
(0.450), R@2 (0.500), R@3 (0.667), R@4 (0.750), R@5
(0.800), and R@10 (0.900), consistently outperforming Rs.2
through Rs.5. These results consistent with the subjective
comparison findings, supporting our conjecture that the
method used in Rs.1, which incorporates both dialogue
semantics and style, obtains retrieval Top-K that are more
similar to the ground truth Top-K. In contrast, Rs.2–Rs.5 fail
to ensure comprehensive similarity with the current dialogue
in terms of both semantics and style. Since Rs.6 randomly
selects Top-K dialogues and Rs.7 uses the ground truth Top-
K, we do not calculate recall for these two methods.
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Figure 5: Style similarity between the fused retrieved Z-
group dialogue style embeddings and the ground-truth style
embedding.

Rs.1 considers both dialogue semantics and style, mak-
ing the selected Top-K superior to Rs.2–Rs.6. Therefore, we
select Rs.1 as the retrieval scheme for RADKA-CSS.
6.4. Analysis about Selection of Z

In Fig. 5, we examine the similarity between the final
style embedding (𝐹𝑆𝑒𝑚𝑏), which is weighted by the Z sets
of dialogue styles retrieved from SD during inference, and
the ground-truth style embedding of the current dialogue.
The results show that as the value of Z increases, the cosine
similarity between the weighted 𝐹𝑆𝑒𝑚𝑏 and the ground-truth
dialogue style embedding first increases and then decreases.
Specifically, when Z is set to 1, the similarity between𝐹𝑆𝑒𝑚𝑏and the ground-truth style embedding is 0.617, and when
Z is set to 10, the similarity reaches 0.685. When Z ranges
from 1 to 25, the similarity exhibits an overall upward trend,
reaching 0.797 when Z is set to 25. When Z is between 25
and 32, the similarity peaks. However, when the value of Z
exceeds 32, the similarity gradually decreases. Considering
the increased computational complexity with higher Z
values, we select a Z value of 25 as the retrieval quantity
during inference to balance performance and complexity.
6.5. Case Study on Retrieval Content

To validate that the RADKA-CSS retrieves dialogues
from SD that are similar to CD in terms of both dialogue
scenarios and style, we present CD along with the top
1, top 2, bottom 1, and bottom 10 dialogues ranked by
similarity, where the similarity is calculated as the mean of
dialogue semantic similarity and dialogue style similarity.
As shown in Fig. 6, we display a portion of the key dialogue
text. CD belongs to a dialogue scenario about hotel room
reservations. The dialogues ranked in the Top 1 (similarity:
0.794) and Top 10 (similarity: 0.743) are all related to
hotel room reservations, while those ranked in the Bottom
1 (similarity: -0.380) and Bottom 10 (similarity: -0.303)
do not belong to the hotel reservation scenario. Based on
the audio analysis of these dialogues, the dialogue styles
in the Top 1 and Top 10 are very similar to CD, whereas
the styles in the Bottom 1 and Bottom 10 show significant
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Good afternoon, San Felice Hotel. May I help you?
Yes. I'd like to book a room, please.

Certainly. When for, madam?
March the twenty third.

Umm how long will you be staying?
Three nights.

What kind of room would you like, madam?...

Royal Hotel, can I help you?

Yes. What kind of room would you like?

No problem, sir.

It is two hundred dollars per night.

Yes. I urgently need a room for tomorrow night.

I'd like a suite with an ocean view, please.

Umm what is the price of the suite?

...

...
Good morning, Madam. This is room service, may I help you?

...

Good morning. I'd like to reserve some rooms for a tourist party.

All right. Umm what kind of room would you like?

You see, we are tourists whose requests are different, so please tell me
more about it, will you?
We have single rooms, double rooms, suites and luxury suites, et cetera... 

Hey, How's it going?
Not good. I lost my wallet.

Oh, that's too bad. Was it stolen?
No, I think it came out of my pocket.

Is there anything I can do?
Can I borrow some money?

Sure, how much do you need? ...
...

Umm I am not certain, but I think I might ask to be considered for the new job.
Why are you considering trying for it?

I think that I might like it, but I am still thinking about it.
What is it about this job that appeals to you?

I think that I would enjoy the position but there isn't a lot of creativity involved....

Figure 6: Examples of retrieved samples. The complete
dialogue text and audio can be found at: https://coder-jzq.

github.io/RADKA-CSS-Website/index.html#case-study.

differences. The complete dialogue text and audio can be
found at: https://coder-jzq.github.io/RADKA-CSS-Website/

index.html#case-study.

7. Conclusion
To improve the ability of CSS systems to synthesize

speech that aligns with the current conversational style, this
paper proposes a novel RADKA-CSS model. We first build
a database, SDSSD, that supports dialogue semantic and
dialogue style retrieval. RADKA-CSS retrieves the Top-K
dialogues from SDSSD that are similar to a CD in dialogue
scenario and style through Multi-attribute Retrieval. Then,
the Multi-source Style Knowledge Aggregator integrates
style knowledge from CD, style knowledge from SD,
and the predicted 𝑎𝑁 style knowledge to augment the
style information. Finally, the Style Renderer effectively
adds the augmented style knowledge into the linguistic
encoding of the speech to be synthesized, helping to
generate speech that aligns with the current conversational
style and is expressive. Experimental results demonstrate
the superiority of RADKA-CSS over state-of-the-art CSS
systems. To the best of our knowledge, RADKA-CSS is
the first study to apply retrieval-augmented generation to

conversational speech synthesis. We hope our work will
inspire further research in intelligent user-agent interaction.
Additionally, although RADKA-CSS performs well in
scenarios involving fixed-user and agent interactions, it
does not currently support public-facing scenarios involving
alternating interactions with multiple speakers. In the future,
we aim to address the challenges of extending RADKA-CSS
to adapt to public-facing scenarios.

References
[1] Haohan Guo, Shaofei Zhang, Frank K Soong, Lei He, and Lei Xie.

Conversational end-to-end tts for voice agents. In 2021 IEEE Spoken
Language Technology Workshop (SLT), pages 403–409. IEEE, 2021.

[2] Rui Liu, Yifan Hu, Yi Ren, Xiang Yin, and Haizhou Li. Emotion
rendering for conversational speech synthesis with heterogeneous
graph-based context modeling. In Proceedings of the AAAI
Conference on Artificial Intelligence, volume 38, pages 18698–18706,
2024.

[3] Yayue Deng, Jinlong Xue, Fengping Wang, Yingming Gao, and
Ya Li. Cmcu-css: Enhancing naturalness via commonsense-
based multi-modal context understanding in conversational speech
synthesis. In Proceedings of the 31st ACM International Conference
on Multimedia, pages 6081–6089, 2023.

[4] Li Zhou, Jianfeng Gao, Di Li, and Heung-Yeung Shum. The
design and implementation of xiaoice, an empathetic social chatbot.
Computational Linguistics, 46(1):53–93, 2020.

[5] Katie Seaborn, Norihisa P Miyake, Peter Pennefather, and Mihoko
Otake-Matsuura. Voice in human–agent interaction: A survey. ACM
Computing Surveys (CSUR), 54(4):1–43, 2021.

[6] Michael McTear. Conversational ai: Dialogue systems, conversa-
tional agents, and chatbots. Springer Nature, 2022.

[7] Jonathan Shen, Ruoming Pang, Ron J Weiss, Mike Schuster, Navdeep
Jaitly, Zongheng Yang, Zhifeng Chen, Yu Zhang, Yuxuan Wang,
Rj Skerrv-Ryan, et al. Natural tts synthesis by conditioning wavenet
on mel spectrogram predictions. In 2018 IEEE international
conference on acoustics, speech and signal processing (ICASSP),
pages 4779–4783. IEEE, 2018.

[8] Yi Ren, Chenxu Hu, Xu Tan, Tao Qin, Sheng Zhao, Zhou Zhao, and
Tie-Yan Liu. Fastspeech 2: Fast and high-quality end-to-end text to
speech. In International Conference on Learning Representations,
2021.

[9] Rui Liu, Haolin Zuo, De Hu, Guanglai Gao, and Haizhou Li. Explicit
intensity control for accented text-to-speech. In Interspeech 2023,
pages 22–26, 2023.

[10] Xinfa Zhu, Wenjie Tian, Xinsheng Wang, Lei He, Yujia Xiao,
Xi Wang, Xu Tan, Sheng Zhao, and Lei Xie. Unistyle: Unified
style modeling for speaking style captioning and stylistic speech
synthesis. In Proceedings of the 32nd ACM International Conference
on Multimedia, pages 7513–7522, 2024.

[11] Rui Liu, Berrak Sisman, Guanglai Gao, and Haizhou Li. Controllable
accented text-to-speech synthesis with fine and coarse-grained
intensity rendering. IEEE/ACM Transactions on Audio, Speech, and
Language Processing, 32:2188–2201, 2024.

[12] Rui Liu, Yifan Hu, Haolin Zuo, Zhaojie Luo, Longbiao Wang,
and Guanglai Gao. Text-to-speech for low-resource agglutinative
language with morphology-aware language model pre-training.
IEEE/ACM Transactions on Audio, Speech, and Language Process-
ing, 32:1075–1087, 2024.

[13] Kai Shen, Zeqian Ju, Xu Tan, Eric Liu, Yichong Leng, Lei He, Tao
Qin, sheng zhao, and Jiang Bian. Naturalspeech 2: Latent diffusion
models are natural and zero-shot speech and singing synthesizers. In
The Twelfth International Conference on Learning Representations,
2024.

[14] Yifan Hu, Rui Liu, Guanglai Gao, and Haizhou Li. Fctalker: Fine and
coarse grained context modeling for expressive conversational speech

Rui Liu et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 13 of 15

https://coder-jzq.github.io/RADKA-CSS-Website/index.html#case-study
https://coder-jzq.github.io/RADKA-CSS-Website/index.html#case-study
https://coder-jzq.github.io/RADKA-CSS-Website/index.html#case-study
https://coder-jzq.github.io/RADKA-CSS-Website/index.html#case-study


Retrieval-Augmented Dialogue Knowledge Aggregation for Expressive Conversational Speech Synthesis

synthesis. In 2024 IEEE 14th International Symposium on Chinese
Spoken Language Processing (ISCSLP), pages 299–303. IEEE, 2024.

[15] Jingbei Li, Yi Meng, Xixin Wu, Zhiyong Wu, Jia Jia, Helen
Meng, Qiao Tian, Yuping Wang, and Yuxuan Wang. Inferring
speaking styles from multi-modal conversational context by multi-
scale relational graph convolutional networks. In Proceedings of
the 30th ACM International Conference on Multimedia, pages 5811–
5820, 2022.

[16] Yuto Nishimura, Yuki Saito, Shinnosuke Takamichi, Kentaro
Tachibana, and Hiroshi Saruwatari. Acoustic Modeling for End-
to-End Empathetic Dialogue Speech Synthesis Using Linguistic and
Prosodic Contexts of Dialogue History. In Proc. Interspeech 2022,
pages 3373–3377, 2022.

[17] Jinlong Xue, Yayue Deng, Fengping Wang, Ya Li, Yingming Gao,
Jianhua Tao, Jianqing Sun, and Jiaen Liang. M 2-ctts: End-to-
end multi-scale multi-modal conversational text-to-speech synthesis.
In ICASSP 2023-2023 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics,
Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP), pages 1–5. IEEE, 2023.

[18] Yayue Deng, Jinlong Xue, Yukang Jia, Qifei Li, Yichen Han,
Fengping Wang, Yingming Gao, Dengfeng Ke, and Ya Li. Concss:
Contrastive-based context comprehension for dialogue-appropriate
prosody in conversational speech synthesis. In ICASSP 2024-2024
IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal
Processing (ICASSP), pages 10706–10710. IEEE, 2024.

[19] Jian Cong, Shan Yang, Na Hu, Guangzhi Li, Lei Xie, and Dan Su.
Controllable Context-Aware Conversational Speech Synthesis. In
Proc. Interspeech 2021, pages 4658–4662, 2021.

[20] Kentaro Mitsui, Tianyu Zhao, Kei Sawada, Yukiya Hono, Yoshihiko
Nankaku, and Keiichi Tokuda. End-to-End Text-to-Speech Based
on Latent Representation of Speaking Styles Using Spontaneous
Dialogue. In Proc. Interspeech 2022, pages 2328–2332, 2022.

[21] Johannah O’Mahony, Catherine Lai, and Simon King. Combining
conversational speech with read speech to improve prosody in text-to-
speech synthesis. In Proceedings of Interspeech 2022, pages 3388–
3392. ISCA, 2022.

[22] Kangdi Mei, Zhaoci Liu, Huipeng Du, Hengyu Li, Yang Ai, Liping
Chen, and Zhenhua Ling. Considering temporal connection between
turns for conversational speech synthesis. In ICASSP 2024-2024 IEEE
International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing
(ICASSP), pages 11426–11430. IEEE, 2024.

[23] Rui Liu, Yifan Hu, Yi Ren, Xiang Yin, and Haizhou Li. Generative
expressive conversational speech synthesis. In Proceedings of the
32nd ACM International Conference on Multimedia, pages 4187–
4196, 2024.

[24] Patrick Lewis, Ethan Perez, Aleksandra Piktus, Fabio Petroni,
Vladimir Karpukhin, Naman Goyal, Heinrich Küttler, Mike Lewis,
Wen-tau Yih, Tim Rocktäschel, et al. Retrieval-augmented generation
for knowledge-intensive nlp tasks. Advances in Neural Information
Processing Systems, 33:9459–9474, 2020.

[25] Hongru Wang, Wenyu Huang, Yang Deng, Rui Wang, Zezhong Wang,
Yufei Wang, Fei Mi, Jeff Z Pan, and Kam-Fai Wong. Unims-rag: A
unified multi-source retrieval-augmented generation for personalized
dialogue systems. arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.13256, 2024.

[26] Jinlong Xue, Yayue Deng, Yingming Gao, and Ya Li. Retrieval
augmented generation in prompt-based text-to-speech synthesis with
context-aware contrastive language-audio pretraining. In Interspeech
2024, pages 1800–1804, 2024.

[27] Jeesoo Bang, Hyungjong Noh, Yonghee Kim, and Gary Geunbae
Lee. Example-based chat-oriented dialogue system with personalized
long-term memory. In 2015 International Conference on Big Data
and Smart Computing (BIGCOMP), pages 238–243. IEEE, 2015.

[28] Yunfan Gao, Yun Xiong, Xinyu Gao, Kangxiang Jia, Jinliu Pan, Yuxi
Bi, Yi Dai, Jiawei Sun, and Haofen Wang. Retrieval-augmented
generation for large language models: A survey. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2312.10997, 2023.

[29] Kelvin Guu, Kenton Lee, Zora Tung, Panupong Pasupat, and Mingwei
Chang. Retrieval augmented language model pre-training. In
International conference on machine learning, pages 3929–3938.

PMLR, 2020.
[30] Zuheng Kang, Yayun He, Botao Zhao, Xiaoyang Qu, Junqing Peng,

Jing Xiao, and Jianzong Wang. Retrieval-augmented audio deepfake
detection. In Proceedings of the 2024 International Conference on
Multimedia Retrieval, pages 376–384, 2024.

[31] Yi Yuan, Haohe Liu, Xubo Liu, Qiushi Huang, Mark D Plumbley,
and Wenwu Wang. Retrieval-augmented text-to-audio generation.
In ICASSP 2024-2024 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics,
Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP), pages 581–585. IEEE, 2024.

[32] Diji Yang, Jinmeng Rao, Kezhen Chen, Xiaoyuan Guo, Yawen Zhang,
Jie Yang, and Yi Zhang. Im-rag: Multi-round retrieval-augmented
generation through learning inner monologues. In Proceedings of
the 47th International ACM SIGIR Conference on Research and
Development in Information Retrieval, pages 730–740, 2024.

[33] Sreyan Ghosh, Sonal Kumar, Chandra Kiran Reddy Evuru, Ramani
Duraiswami, and Dinesh Manocha. Recap: retrieval-augmented audio
captioning. In ICASSP 2024-2024 IEEE International Conference
on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP), pages 1161–
1165. IEEE, 2024.

[34] Yiyou Sun, Junjie Hu, Wei Cheng, and Haifeng Chen. DFA-RAG:
Conversational semantic router for large language model with definite
finite automaton. In Forty-first International Conference on Machine
Learning, 2024.

[35] Linhao Ye, Zhikai Lei, Jianghao Yin, Qin Chen, Jie Zhou, and Liang
He. Boosting conversational question answering with fine-grained
retrieval-augmentation and self-check. In Proceedings of the 47th
International ACM SIGIR Conference on Research and Development
in Information Retrieval, pages 2301–2305, 2024.

[36] Prannay Khosla, Piotr Teterwak, Chen Wang, Aaron Sarna, Yonglong
Tian, Phillip Isola, Aaron Maschinot, Ce Liu, and Dilip Krishnan.
Supervised contrastive learning. Advances in neural information
processing systems, 33:18661–18673, 2020.

[37] Phuc H Le-Khac, Graham Healy, and Alan F Smeaton. Contrastive
representation learning: A framework and review. Ieee Access,
8:193907–193934, 2020.

[38] Yonglong Tian, Chen Sun, Ben Poole, Dilip Krishnan, Cordelia
Schmid, and Phillip Isola. What makes for good views for contrastive
learning? Advances in neural information processing systems,
33:6827–6839, 2020.

[39] Wei Peng, Wanshui Li, and Yue Hu. Leader-generator net: Dividing
skill and implicitness for conquering fairytaleqa. In Proceedings
of the 46th International ACM SIGIR Conference on Research and
Development in Information Retrieval, pages 791–801, 2023.

[40] Rui Liu, Haolin Zuo, Zheng Lian, Björn W. Schuller, and Haizhou
Li. Contrastive learning based modality-invariant feature acquisition
for robust multimodal emotion recognition with missing modalities.
IEEE Transactions on Affective Computing, 15(4):1856–1873, 2024.

[41] Qiyuan Sun, Haolin Zuo, Rui Liu, and Haizhou Li. Connecting
Cross-Modal Representations for Compact and Robust Multimodal
Sentiment Analysis With Sentiment Word Substitution Error . IEEE
Transactions on Affective Computing, (01):1–13, November 5555.

[42] Yi Meng, Xiang Li, Zhiyong Wu, Tingtian Li, Zixun Sun, Xinyu
Xiao, Chi Sun, Hui Zhan, and Helen Meng. CALM: Constrastive
Cross-modal Speaking Style Modeling for Expressive Text-to-Speech
Synthesis. In Proc. Interspeech 2022, pages 5533–5537, 2022.

[43] Zhenhui Ye, Rongjie Huang, Yi Ren, Ziyue Jiang, Jinglin Liu,
Jinzheng He, Xiang Yin, and Zhou Zhao. Clapspeech: Learning
prosody from text context with contrastive language-audio pre-
training. In Proceedings of the 61st Annual Meeting of the Association
for Computational Linguistics (Volume 1: Long Papers), pages 9317–
9331, 2023.

[44] Benjamin Sanchez-Lengeling, Emily Reif, Adam Pearce, and
Alexander B. Wiltschko. A gentle introduction to graph neural
networks. Distill, 2021. https://distill.pub/2021/gnn-intro.

[45] William L Hamilton, Rex Ying, and Jure Leskovec. Representation
learning on graphs: Methods and applications. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1709.05584, 2017.

Rui Liu et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 14 of 15



Retrieval-Augmented Dialogue Knowledge Aggregation for Expressive Conversational Speech Synthesis

[46] William L Hamilton. Graph representation learning. Morgan &
Claypool Publishers, 2020.

[47] Wei Peng, Yue Hu, Luxi Xing, Yuqiang Xie, Yajing Sun, and
Yunpeng Li. Control globally, understand locally: A global-to-local
hierarchical graph network for emotional support conversation. In
Lud De Raedt, editor, Proceedings of the Thirty-First International
Joint Conference on Artificial Intelligence, IJCAI-22, pages 4324–
4330. International Joint Conferences on Artificial Intelligence
Organization, 2022. Main Track.

[48] Jingbei Li, Yi Meng, Chenyi Li, Zhiyong Wu, Helen Meng, Chao
Weng, and Dan Su. Enhancing speaking styles in conversational text-
to-speech synthesis with graph-based multi-modal context modeling.
In ICASSP 2022-2022 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics,
Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP), pages 7917–7921. IEEE,
2022.

[49] Nils Reimers and Iryna Gurevych. Sentence-BERT: Sentence
embeddings using Siamese BERT-networks. In Kentaro Inui,
Jing Jiang, Vincent Ng, and Xiaojun Wan, editors, Proceedings of
the 2019 Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language
Processing and the 9th International Joint Conference on Natural
Language Processing (EMNLP-IJCNLP), pages 3982–3992, Hong
Kong, China, November 2019. Association for Computational
Linguistics.

[50] David Snyder, Daniel Garcia-Romero, Alan McCree, Gregory Sell,
Daniel Povey, and Sanjeev Khudanpur. Spoken language recognition
using x-vectors. In The Speaker and Language Recognition Workshop
(Odyssey 2018), pages 105–111, 2018.

[51] Jungil Kong, Jaehyeon Kim, and Jaekyoung Bae. Hifi-gan: Generative
adversarial networks for efficient and high fidelity speech synthesis.
Advances in neural information processing systems, 33:17022–
17033, 2020.

[52] Keon Lee, Kyumin Park, and Daeyoung Kim. Dailytalk: Spoken
dialogue dataset for conversational text-to-speech. In ICASSP 2023-
2023 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal
Processing (ICASSP), pages 1–5. IEEE, 2023.

[53] Philine Witzig, Rares Constantin, Nikola Kovacevic, and Rafael
Wampfler. Multimodal dialog act classification for digital character
conversations. In Proceedings of the 6th ACM Conference on
Conversational User Interfaces, pages 1–14, 2024.

[54] Michael McAuliffe, Michaela Socolof, Sarah Mihuc, Michael
Wagner, and Morgan Sonderegger. Montreal Forced Aligner:
Trainable Text-Speech Alignment Using Kaldi. In Proc. Interspeech
2017, pages 498–502, 2017.

[55] Paul J Werbos. Backpropagation through time: what it does and how
to do it. Proceedings of the IEEE, 78(10):1550–1560, 1990.

[56] Lei Jia, Lin Xiao, Jianhua Dai, Zhaohui Qi, Zhijun Zhang, and
Yongsheng Zhang. Design and application of an adaptive fuzzy
control strategy to zeroing neural network for solving time-variant
qp problem. IEEE Transactions on Fuzzy Systems, 29(6):1544–1555,
2020.

[57] Lin Xiao, Yingkun Cao, Jianhua Dai, Lei Jia, and Haiyan Tan. Finite-
time and predefined-time convergence design for zeroing neural
network: Theorem, method, and verification. IEEE Transactions on
Industrial Informatics, 17(7):4724–4732, 2020.

[58] Manman Yuan, Weiping Wang, Zhen Wang, Xiong Luo, and Jürgen
Kurths. Exponential synchronization of delayed memristor-based
uncertain complex-valued neural networks for image protection.
IEEE transactions on neural networks and learning systems,
32(1):151–165, 2020.

[59] Robert C Streijl, Stefan Winkler, and David S Hands. Mean opinion
score (mos) revisited: methods and applications, limitations and
alternatives. Multimedia Systems, 22(2):213–227, 2016.

[60] Cort J Willmott and Kenji Matsuura. Advantages of the mean absolute
error (mae) over the root mean square error (rmse) in assessing
average model performance. Climate research, 30(1):79–82, 2005.

[61] Mu Zhu. Recall, precision and average precision. Department of
Statistics and Actuarial Science, University of Waterloo, Waterloo,
2(30):6, 2004.

[62] Yusuke Yasuda and Tomoki Toda. Analysis of Mean Opinion
Scores in Subjective Evaluation of Synthetic Speech Based on Tail
Probabilities. In Proc. INTERSPEECH 2023, pages 5491–5495,
2023.

Rui Liu et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 15 of 15


