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ABSTRACT
Joint intent detection and slot filling, which is also termed as joint
NLU (Natural Language Understanding) is invaluable for smart
voice assistants. Recent advancements in this area have been heavily
focusing on improving accuracy using various techniques. Explain-
ability is undoubtedly an important aspect for deep learning-based
models including joint NLU models. Without explainability, their
decisions are opaque to the outside world and hence, have tendency
to lack user trust. Therefore to bridge this gap, we transform the full
joint NLU model to be ‘inherently’ explainable at granular levels
without compromising on accuracy. Further, as we enable the full
joint NLU model explainable, we show that our extension can be
successfully used in other general classification tasks. We demon-
strate this using sentiment analysis and named entity recognition.

CCS CONCEPTS
• Computing methodologies → Natural language processing;
Supervised learning by classification.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Natural Language Understanding (NLU) is a critical component
in building intelligent interactive agents such as Amazon Alexa,
Google Assistant, Samsung’s Bixby, and Microsoft’s Cortana. In
order to complete user requests, these virtual assistants need to
understand intents and slots. Intents reflect the actions need to
perform and slots represent the entity phrases that are required to
complete the actions. For example, for the utterance "Book me a
flight from Denver to New Jersey", intent can be "book_flight" and
slots (class-value pairs) can be (origin-Denver) and (destination-
New Jersey). Intent detection (i.e., intent classification) is handled
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by classifying the input utterance into one of the pre-determined
intent classes and slot filling (i.e., slot classification) is about classi-
fying each and every token (or a sequence of tokens) of the input
utterance into one of the pre-determined slot classes. Slot filling is
typically handled through sequence labeling-based (BIO notation)
classification (e.g., [7]).

Jointly optimizing the above two tasks has been shown to be the
optimal approach [15, 21]. Some existing approaches perform some
type of feature learning but they all do it at coarser level (e.g., [10,
15, 21]) than granular, class-specific level. These systems make use
of different encoding mechanisms such as RNN [6, 13], CNN [20],
intent-based attention [4], stack propagation [14], and hierarchical
information flow [12, 21, 22]. On the other hand, explainability
has been a hot topic in natural language processing (NLP) and
machine learning communities [3] as it can enable the model to be
transparent of its decisions and gain user trust. Post-hoc processing
techniques can be applied to most of the learning methods but
they are considered alien to the model and hence, argued to be
problematic and not trustworthy [16]. Therefore, lot of interest has
been on the inherently explainable models where, explainability
is integral and built into the model. In this work, we show that
both improving accuracy through fine-grained feature learning and
introducing granular level inherent explainability can be achieved
for the full joint NLU model. Fine-grained feature computation for
slots has been shown to be possible [8]. However, no investigation
has been done for intents and then for the full joint NLU model
that has both intents and slots. Most importantly, we show that, our
method can be used in other classification tasks to enable inherent
model explanibility. That is, our approach is not confined to joint
NLU but can be used in other classification tasks.

2 APPROACH
Ourmethod for improving both classification accuracy and inherent
explainability is based on fine-grained attention weights compu-
tation. We use properly computed attention weights to explain
model decisions. Wiegreffe et al. [19] showed that attentions can be
used for model explanation purposes since attention mechanisms
capture important details of the model decisions. Our model archi-
tecture for the joint NLU model is shown in Figure 1. Given the
space limitation, we try to outline our approach with details below.

Preliminaries. Let 𝑙 be the number of tokens in the input utter-
ance 𝑢=[𝑡1, 𝑡2, .., 𝑡𝑙 ] where 𝑡𝑖 represents the 𝑖th token in 𝑢. Let
𝑢𝑒=[𝒕1, 𝒕2, ..., 𝒕𝒍 ] (∈ R𝑙×𝑑 ) be the encoded utterance where 𝒕𝒊 rep-
resents the embedding for the 𝑖th token, 𝒕𝒊 ∈ R𝑑 and 𝑑 is the
embedding dimension. Let 𝑇 be the slot class set in the ground
truth (e.g., location, time, etc.), 𝑆 be the set of sequence (BIO format)
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Figure 1: Overview of our explainable joint NLUmodel. n and m are the total number of slot and intent classes, l is the utterance
length. In addition to intent and slot predictions, our model visualizes per slot and intent class attentions as explanations.

labels (e.g., O, B-location, I-location, etc.), and 𝐼 be the set of intent
classes in the ground truth (e.g., book_flight, search, etc.). Given
an utterance 𝑢, intent detection is to classify 𝑢 to one of intent
classes from 𝐼 and slot filling is to classify single or consecutive set
of tokens 𝑡1, .., 𝑡𝑥 ∈ 𝑢 where 𝑥 ≤ 𝑙 to one of classes in 𝑇 .

Our task is joint optimization of intent and slot classification.
Moreover, one of our important goals is to be able to explain both
the intent and slot classifiers. To enable this capability, we intro-
duce two auxiliary networks. One for the intent classification (green
color region in Figure 1) and the other is for slot classification (blue
color region in Figure 1). Since we want to explain intent classifica-
tion for each intent class for a given utterance, we want to learn
to compute attention weights specific to each class. General query-
based attention can be used to learn focus points in the utterance
for intents. However, computing multiple query-based attentions
(latter part of Equation 1) does not work as the utterance represen-
tation used is the same. Hence, we first transform the utterance
into each class-specific representation using self-attention, one per
intent class (1 to 𝑚 number of self-attentions shown in the Fig-
ure 1) as also mentioned in Equation 1. Then, on each class specific
transformed utterance ([𝑢𝐼1, ..., 𝑢

𝐼
𝑚]), we compute query attentions

(𝐺𝐴 blocks in Figure 1) to get the intent class-specific attention
weights. These computed per-class attention weights 𝛼𝐼 are fed into
the intent explanator to explain intent classifications. Utterance
transformation using self-attention, 𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 computation for each
intent class using query-attention, and then attention weights 𝛼𝐼
computation for each intent class is performed as shown below. 𝑄 ,
𝐾 , and𝑉 are query, key, and value vector projections from the input
utterance, 𝐶𝐿𝑆 is the utterance embedding, and 𝑑 is the dimension.

𝑢𝐼𝑖 = 𝑠𝑜 𝑓 𝑡𝑚𝑎𝑥

(
𝑄𝑖𝐾

𝑇
𝑖√
𝑑

)
𝑉𝑖

𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑖 = 𝐶𝐿𝑆 × 𝑢𝐼𝑖 , 𝛼𝐼𝑖 = 𝑠𝑜 𝑓 𝑡𝑚𝑎𝑥 (𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑖 )
(1)

However, these attention computations need to be further con-
strained to make them learn properly. Therefore, we perform binary

classification (𝐵𝐶 blocks in Figure 1) over the averaged general at-
tention weighted utterances ([𝑐1, ..., 𝑐𝑚]) where 𝑐𝑖=

∑𝑙
𝑥 𝛼

𝐼
𝑖,𝑥
𝑢𝐼
𝑖,𝑥

/ 𝑙 ,
one per class to get binary logits 𝑔𝐼 as shown in Equation 2. |𝑊 𝐼 | =
|𝑏𝐼 | = |𝐼 | and binary classifier logit 𝑔𝐼

𝑖
∈ R1 for 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼 .

𝑔𝐼𝑖 = 𝑐𝑖𝑊
𝐼
𝑖 + 𝑏𝐼

𝑖
(2)

Output logits of these binary classifiers are used to compute
binary cross entropy loss L𝑋 . We then concatenate these binary
logits that also represent high level patterns related features for
intents, linearly transform to get contextual representation 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐 .
Then we add the original utterance representation 𝐶𝐿𝑆 to 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐 ,
perform layer normalization and linear transformation to get 𝐶𝐿𝑆𝑐
and feed it into the main network’s intent classifier to get the final
intent predictions through intent logits 𝑔𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑡 . Intent logits are
computed similarly to Equation 2, where 𝑔𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑡 = 𝐶𝐿𝑆𝑐𝑊 𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑡 +
𝑏𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑡 , and 𝑊 𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑡 ∈ R𝑑×|𝐼 | . Intent loss L𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑡 is computed
using cross entropy loss.

Similarly, we can enable slot class-specific fine-grained explana-
tions. Slot classification is performed on each token in the input
utterance. Hence, we provide explanations for each token classifi-
cation with respect to all candidate slot classes. Similar to intents,
we first transform the input utterance into multiple representations
([ℎ𝑆1 , ..., ℎ

𝑆
𝑛]) using self-attentions, exactly 𝑛 times, which is the

number of slot classes. Importantly, self-attention weights (𝛼𝑆 ) re-
sulting from this transformation are used for slot explanations. Self
attention weights 𝛼𝑆 and slot class-specific representations ℎ𝑆 are
computed as shown in Equation 3 below. 𝑄𝑠 , 𝐾𝑠 , and 𝑉𝑠 are linear
projections (for slot 𝑠 ∈ 𝑇 ) of input and 𝑑ℎ is the dimension of pro-
jected vector𝐾𝑠 . Input to this component is by concatenating intent
logits 𝑔𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑡 with original utterance𝑢𝑒 , linear projection into a self
attention and then adding a residual connection followed by layer
normalization and linear transformation as shown in Figure 1.

𝛼𝑆𝑠 = 𝑠𝑜 𝑓 𝑡𝑚𝑎𝑥

(
𝑄𝑠𝐾

𝑇
𝑠√︁

𝑑ℎ

)
, ℎ𝑆𝑠 = 𝛼𝑆𝑠 𝑉𝑠 (3)
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Model SNIPS ATIS
Intent Slot Intent Slot

RNN-LSTM [9] 96.9 87.3 92.6 94.3
Attention-BiRNN [13] 96.7 87.8 91.1 94.2
Slot-Gated [6] 97.0 88.8 94.1 95.2
Joint BERT [1] 98.6 97.0 97.5 96.1
Joint BERT + CRF [1] 98.4 96.7 97.9 96.0
Co-Inter. Transformer [15] 98.8 95.9 97.7 95.9
Co-Inter. Transformer + BERT [15] 98.8 97.1 98.0 96.1
Slot explanation only [8] 98.99 97.24 99.10 96.20
Full joint NLU explainable model 99.14 97.24 99.28 96.19
Table 1: Joint intent detection and slot filling results.

We expect these transformations to represent each and every slot
class. To ensure this exact transformation, we enforce it through 𝑛
binary classifiers. Each binary classifier gets the respective trans-
formed utterance (e.g., transformation ℎ𝑆𝑠 for sth slot class) and
produces binary logits 𝑔𝑆 (e.g., 𝑔𝑆𝑠 for slot class 𝑠), reflecting each
token belongs to that slot class or not, where 𝑔𝑆𝑠 = ℎ𝑆𝑠𝑊

𝑆
𝑠 + 𝑏𝑆𝑠 and

|𝑊 𝑆 | = |𝑏𝑆 | = |𝑇 |. ℎ𝑆𝑠 ∈ R𝑙×𝑑ℎ ,𝑊 𝑆
𝑠 ∈ R𝑑ℎ×1, 𝑏𝑆𝑠 ∈ R, and slot class

logits 𝑔𝑆𝑠 ∈ R𝑙×1. Binary classification loss L𝑌 is computed using
binary cross entropy. Then these binary logits are concatenated,
linearly transformed, and infused with the input utterance embed-
dings using cross-attention to extract slot class-specific features
from the input utterance. Then finally, we add a residual connec-
tion, followed by layer normalization and linear projection to these
extracted features to get 𝑢𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 and feed into the slot classifier to
predict slot logits (𝑔𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 ∈ R𝑙×|𝑆 | ), where 𝑔𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 = 𝑢𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡𝑊 𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 +𝑏𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 ,
from which the maximum probability prediction is selected as the
slot for an input token. Weights vector is𝑊 𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 (∈ R𝑑×|𝑆 | ). We
use cross entropy to compute slot classifier loss L𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 . Then our
entire network optimization is performed using total loss L = 𝜆
L𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑡 + 𝛽 L𝑋 + 𝛾 L𝑌 + 𝜂 L𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 , where 𝜆, 𝛽,𝛾, 𝜂 are loss weights.
Intent and slot explanations at granular levels are performed using
class-specific attention weights computed in Equations 1 and 3.

3 EVALUATION AND DISCUSSION
We evaluate our joint NLU model against other baseline methods
using SNIPS [2] and ATIS [11] datasets. We experimented with
20, 30, and 40 epochs, batch sizes of 16, 32, and 64, and trained
the model for the entirety of the epochs. We used learning rate
of 5e-5, dropout of 0.1, and Adam optimizer. We used 0.5 and 1
for 𝜆, 𝛽 , 𝛾 , and 𝜂 and the slot class network attention (projection)
dimension 𝑑ℎ=32. The results are shown in Table 1. It shows that
our fully inherently explainable joint NLU model performs better
than other comparable state-of-the-art non-explainable baselines.
We can also see that by adding intent explainability and additional
intent-specific features, the model accuracy remained the same for
slots whereas for intents, it improved over slot features/explanation
only model. Accuracy improvements over existing state-of-the-art
methods like Joint BERT and co-interactive transformer methods
are mainly due to fine-grained feature computation and fusion that
also enable inherent explainability for the full joint NLU model.

To evaluate fine-grained inherent explainability, we analyze en-
tropy to check attention spikes for positive classification classes

Top 𝑘%
attn.

SNIPS ATIS
Pos. Neg. Diff Pos. Neg. Diff

Slot
100% 6.1161 6.1933 0.0772 6.3135 6.4009 0.0874
10% 3.7597 4.0000 0.2403 3.4835 3.7895 0.3060
5% 2.7458 2.9941 0.2483 2.3836 2.7663 0.3827

Intent
100% 2.9092 3.5431 0.6339 2.4051 3.2529 0.8478

Table 2: Average entropy for top 𝑘% attention weights for
test data. Lower entropy means non-uniform values. Results
confirm attention spikes in Pos compared to Neg. Positive
(Pos.) are the slot classes that appear in an utterance.

over negative classification classes. That is, when the model makes
a classification decision, attention weights need to be able to reflect
that decision. Hence, positive classes in a classification instance
should have non-uniform attention weights compared to negative
classes (classes that are not true for current prediction) for the same
instance. See Figure 2 for few example fine-grained class-specific
attention visualizations for both the tasks using an utterance from
SNIPS. For slots, Figure 2 (a) and (b) show positive slot classes and
their attention weights for the utterance whereas (c) shows atten-
tion weights for a negative slot class for the same utterance. We
can see that positive slot classes have clear attention weight spikes
that shows corresponding model focus areas for those slot classes.
We also see very similar behavior for the intents as visualized in
Figure 2 (d) and (e) where, (d) is the positive intent class for the
utterance and (e) is one of negative intent classes for the utterance.

We compute entropy as shown in Equation 4 to evaluate all the
test examples for the above behavior. Entropy reflects smaller val-
ues for non-uniform collection of values and hence, the positive
classes in our examples should have lower entropy, if the method
learns attention weights successfully. Table 2 shows entropy values
computed for both intent detection and slot filling tasks in the joint
NLU model using SNIPS and ATIS datasets. We see that positive
classes have lower average entropy values confirming our hypoth-
esis. Note that, we also investigate top 𝑘% attention weights for
slots to distinguish the difference between the positive and nega-
tive classes because, there are large number of attention values and
hence, few attention spikes in a very long list of values may not
reflect the difference. Entropy is computed as below.

𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑜𝑝𝑦 = −
∑︁

𝑃𝑥𝑖 × 𝑙𝑜𝑔2 (𝑃𝑥𝑖 ) (4)

where, for a list of attention weights [𝑥1, 𝑥2,.., 𝑥𝑛], 𝑃𝑥𝑖 = 𝑥𝑖 /
∑
𝑥𝑖

General Applicability for Inherent Explainability
Our inherently explainable joint NLU model successfully provides
fine-grained intent and slot explanations, without needing to con-
sult any post-hoc processing techniques. We see that, intent de-
tection and slot filling classification tasks represent many other
general classification problems. Intent detection is about classifying
the entire input into one of pre-determined classes and hence resem-
bles problems like sentiment analysis and sentence classification.
On the other hand, slot filling is about classifying each and every
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Utterance from SNIPS: “I want to book a restaurant for ten people.”

Slot class: restaurant_type

(a) (b)

Slot class: party_size

(c)

Slot class: city
Slots: [(restaurant_type : restaurant), (party_size : ten)] 

Attentions computed for 
‘restaurant’

Attentions computed for 
all tokens

Attentions computed for  
‘ten’

Attentions computed for 
all tokens

Slot class is not in the utterance and 
shows no visible attention highlights. 
Attentions computed for all tokens

(d) Intent: BookRestaurant

(e) Intent: PlayMusic

Intents: [BookRestaurant, PlayMusic] 

Figure 2: Slot and intent class-specific attentions and explainable visualizations on an example utterance from SNIPS. The top
section illustrates slots and the bottom intents. (a) and (b) show plots for two ‘positive’ slot classes (that appear in the utterance)
whereas (c) shows a plot for a ‘negative’ slot class. Blue rectangles in the left plots in (a) and (b) show the attention points of the
model for the tokens in the gray rectangles for the target slot class. (d) and (e) show attention weights visualization for intents
on the utterance. (d) shows the ‘positive’ intent for the utterance whereas (e) represents a ‘negative’ intent for the utterance.

Task BERT BERT + Ours
NER (F1 Score) 90.56 90.94
Sentiment Analysis (Accuracy) 92.09 92.14

Table 3: Adding our fine-grained class-specific feature learn-
ing does not compromise the model performance.

token/word in the input similar to named entity recognition (NER)
and part of speech tagging. Therefore, our inherently explainable
modules for intent detection and slot filling can be applied to other
general tasks. To evaluate such general applicability, we select two
representative tasks: sentiment analysis and NER.

We use two major benchmarks for these tasks: SST2 [17] for
sentiment analysis and conll2003 [18] for NER. To show that, we
integrate our explainability inducing auxiliary networks into a
BERT-based classification baseline method. The results are shown
in Table 3. It shows that, incorporating our explainability exten-
sions does not introduce any model performance reduction. Note
that, Du et al. [5] mentioned that model accuracy drops in most
cases when explainability is incorporated. We further evaluated
the explainability functinality using entropy and the results are
shown in Table 4. We can see from the results that similar to joint
NLU task, positive classes in both the tasks have lower entropy
compared to negative classes. We see that for sentiment analysis,
the difference is a bit low, because there are only two classes in the
sentiment analysis. This evaluation suggests that our explainability
components can be successfully integrated into other classification
problems to enable inherent explainability.

Top k % Positive Negative Difference
NER

100% 7.1190 7.2897 0.1707
10% 4.2275 4.4097 0.1822
5% 3.1709 3.4063 0.2354

Sentiment
100% 4.4229 4.4278 0.0049

Table 4: Entropy scores for NER and sentiment analysis using
conll2003 and SST2 datasets, respectively. Positive category
entropy is lower than negative category in both tasks mean-
ing, the model captures attention spikes for model decisions.

4 CONCLUSION
In this work, we showed that both intent detection and slot filling
tasks in the joint NLU problem can be made inherently explainable
without compromizing the accuracy. This makes the full joint NLU
model explainable. Further, we showed that our method to enable
explainability in intent and slot classifications can be successfully
extended to other general classification tasks using two representa-
tive tasks: sentiment analysis and NER. This is an important finding
as enabling inherent explainability in other classification tasks in
general is invaluable. Further, task explanations can provide in-
sights to model developers to debug and collect only the required
data cost-effectively to improve the models.
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