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Abstract

Large Language Models (LLMs) demonstrate
superior performance in generative scenar-
ios and have attracted widespread attention.
Among them, stylized dialogue generation is
essential in the context of LLMs for building
intelligent and engaging dialogue agent. How-
ever the ability of LLMs is data-driven and lim-
ited by data bias, leading to poor performance
on specific tasks. In particular, stylized dia-
logue generation suffers from a severe lack of
supervised data. Furthermore, although many
prompt-based methods have been proposed to
accomplish specific tasks, their performance
in complex real-world scenarios involving a
wide variety of dialog styles further enhance-
ment. In this work, we first introduce a styl-
ized dialogue dataset StyleEval with 38 styles
by leveraging the generative power of LLMs
comprehensively, which has been carefully con-
structed with rigorous human-led quality con-
trol. Based on this, we propose the stylized
dialogue framework StyleChat via recitation-
augmented memory strategy and multi-task
style learning strategy to promote generaliza-
tion ability. To evaluate the effectiveness of
our approach, we created a test benchmark that
included both a generation task and a choice
task to comprehensively evaluate trained mod-
els and assess whether styles and preferences
are remembered and understood. Experimen-
tal results show that our proposed framework
StyleChat outperforms all the baselines and
helps to break the style boundary of LLMs.

1 Introduction

Large language models (LLMs) have made con-
siderable advancements in the field of natural lan-
guage processing (OpenAI, 2023; Brown et al.,
2020; Zhang et al., 2023). These models demon-
strate a deep comprehension of the context and
semantics of complex instructions and are capable
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Figure 1: Examples of stylized dialogue generation by
different LLMs. The progress bar represents the quality
in the particular style.

of generating coherent and logical texts (Ouyang
et al., 2022). Especially in the field of dialogue, the
integration of large language models has enabled
machines to interact with humans in a more natu-
ral, personalized, and stylized manner (Lv et al.,
2023a,b; Tu et al., 2023), heralding a new phase in
the evolution of artificial intelligence.

Stylized dialogue generation is crucial in the
development of intelligent and engaging dialogue
agents (Zheng et al., 2021a; Li et al., 2023) in the
era of LLMs. Nonetheless, this task is challenged
by the limited availability of supervised data cor-
relating contexts and responses with the desired
styles (Gao et al., 2019a; Li et al., 2023). In par-
ticular, it is more difficult to collect parallel cor-
pus for abstract, multilayered or dynamically de-
rived styles. Existing works have typically relied
on pseudo data constructed using back translation,
thereby resulting in low-quality data that fail to
account for the variability and complexity of in-
dividual language styles (Su et al., 2020; Zheng
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et al., 2021b; Li et al., 2021, 2023). The result
is that the model generated dialogues tends to be
overly standardized, lacking individuality and di-
versity. Additionally, despite the introduction of
prompt-based LLMs specifically designed for cer-
tain tasks, their performance in complex real-world
scenarios necessitates improvement (Zeng et al.,
2023). Particularly, when encountering domain
data or new style not seen during the pre-training
phase, the generalization ability of LLMs dealing
with complex instruction significantly declines.

To address these challenges, we exploit the gen-
erative capacity of LLMs, combined with statis-
tical and linguistic perspectives, to construct a
large-scale dataset, named StyleEval. This dataset
consists of stylized dialogues with style profiles,
contributing to the creation of custom dialogue
agent. To our knowledge, this is the first large-scale
dataset for stylized dialogue generation, incorpo-
rating 38 styles and 24,728 dialogues. Our process
begins with the collection of well-known styles
from various genres, utilizing GPT-4 to generate
statistical-level style profile that includes descrip-
tions and examples. We then extract linguistic-
level style profile from these examples based on
linguistic knowledge. After initial pre-processing,
we invite annotators to evaluate the quality of the
dialogues. Furthermore, we aim to enhance the
style generalization ability of the LLM without
compromising its overall functionality. However,
direct prompting methods of LLMs face challenges
to generalize to new styles, as depicted in Figure
1. We adapt the model to generate responses for
styles it has not previously encountered. To ad-
dress this, we propose the StyleChat framework,
which introduces a style thought chain, enabling
models to generate style profiles before responding
via a recitation-augmented memory strategy. This
memory consists of two stages: recite then respond
during training, and recall then respond during in-
ference. This approach also encourages StyleChat
to learn how to derive unseen style profiles, thereby
improving generalization. Besides, we further en-
hance the style derivation ability by implementing
multi-task style learning to increase activation of
style abilities through a style transfer dataset.

Comprehensive experiments conducted on
StyleEval demonstrate that our approach consider-
ably enhances the performance of LLMs in stylized
dialogue generation. StyleChat accurately captures
the essence of various styles and generates dialogue
content that is rich in stylistic elements. By utiliz-

ing meticulously constructed supervised data and
the recitation-augmented memory strategy, we can
effectively transcend the limitations of LLMs on
specific tasks, thereby improving their performance
in novel styles. We also discuss the advantages of
our approach extensively in Appendix. In summary,
our contributions can be summarized as follows:

• We construct a large-scale, high-quality
dataset, StyleEval, for the stylized dialogue
generation. This dataset comprises 24,728
parallel stylized dialogue turns covering 38 di-
verse styles, serving as a crucial prerequisite
for successful style-playing.

• We introduce a recitation-augmented mem-
ory strategy for stylized dialogue generation,
which motivates StyleChat to learn to derive
unseen style profiles for better generalization.

• We conduct extensive experiments on various
large language models under both in-domain
and out-of-domain settings using StyleEval,
demonstrate that our proposed framework,
StyleChat, outperforms all baseline models.

2 Related Work

2.1 Stylized Dialogue Generation

Stylized dialogue generation represents a signifi-
cant research direction within the field of intelligent
dialogue systems, focusing on generating dialogue
imbued with specific stylistic characteristics. Initial
approaches primarily depended on the utilization of
latent variables within the hidden state space (Gao
et al., 2019b) Some researchers have attempted to
integrate pseudo data into existing corpora via back
translation (Sennrich et al., 2015; He et al., 2016;
Zheng et al., 2021b; Li et al., 2021). With the ad-
vent of pre-trained models, StyleDGPT (Yang et al.,
2020) employs both a style language model and a
style classifier to provide style signals. Nonethe-
less, these methods often struggle to capture and
reproduce complex linguistic style features, leading
to generated dialogues that may be overly mechan-
ical and homogeneous. Furthermore, these meth-
ods demonstrate limited generalization capabilities
when adapting to new or unseen styles. Thus, our
research seeks to surmount these limitations inher-
ent in traditional stylized dialogue methodologies,
aiming to enhance the performance and quality of
stylized dialogue through the construction of super-
vised data and fine-tuning, leveraging the instruc-



tion comprehension and generation capabilities of
large language models.

2.2 Domain-Specific LLMs

To augment the performance of models in spe-
cific domains (e.g., medical, legal, character-based,
etc.), supervised fine-tuning (SFT) and in-context
learning (ICL) have emerged as dominant method-
ologies(Raffel et al., 2020; Dong et al., 2022).
Domain-specific large language models have been
extensively explored by researchers (Singhal et al.,
2023; Cui et al., 2023; Tu et al., 2023). These
models are tailored to understand and generate con-
tent within a specific domain, enabling them to
capture domain-specific nuances and terminology.
In-context learning capitalizes on the inherent abil-
ity of large language models to swiftly adapt to a
specific context or task with a few examples (Garg
et al., 2022). By supplying contextually relevant
instructions (e.g., prompts or dialogues), this ap-
proach partly facilitates the generalization and ef-
fective performance within a specific domain (Rad-
ford et al., 2018; Begus et al., 2023). Nonetheless,
its performance can be constrained by the number
and quality of examples, and it may lack the ac-
curacy required for complex or fine-grained style
transformations. While these studies concentrate
on adapting models to various domains, existing
domain-specific LLMs may not fully meet the re-
quirements due to the diversity and complexity of
stylized dialogue, indicating the need for further
research and optimization.

3 Methodology

3.1 Dataset Construction

Design Principles: LLMs are pre-trained on an
extensive range of texts, including various style
corpora. This expansive training embeds a rich
repository of stylistic knowledge within parame-
ters, thereby offering significant potential for styl-
ized dialogue generation. However, exploiting the
style potential of LLMs often necessitates accurate
style definitions and specific strategies. Therefore,
we focuses on two primary objectives: 1) Efficient
alignment of LLMs to a certain style. To effec-
tively tailor LLMs to a particular style, we employ
style definitions from both statistical and linguistic
perspectives, as illustrated in Figure 2. 2) Activate
their style-related abilities for better generaliza-
tion. To optimally activate the style-specific capa-
bilities of LLMs, we strategically design the data

distribution of our two style-centric tasks, stylized
dialogue generation and text style transfer.

3.1.1 Statistical-Level Style Profile
As outlined in (Jin et al., 2020), conventional deep
learning approaches typically define style from a
statistical or data-driven perspective. These meth-
ods involve training models on large corpora of
texts or responses with very different styles, al-
lowing models to learn characteristics of the var-
ious styles independently. Consistent with these
approaches, we employ GPT-4 as a style agent to
create a statistical-level style profile. Specifically,
we task the agent to generate a comprehensive de-
scription of a specific style, leveraging its exten-
sive, statistically-informed understanding of styles.
Subsequently, agent is used to generate a series of
sentences representative of the specified style. To
ensure the relevance and accuracy of these exam-
ples, we implement a post-selection phase. During
this stage, human annotators meticulously select
sentences that most effectively embody the core
characteristics. Given the robust in-context learn-
ing abilities of LLMs, we limit the number of ex-
ample sentences to four, aiming for a precise yet
efficient statistical definition of style.

3.1.2 Linguistic-Level Style Profile
In addition to the statistical perspective, we also
delve into the linguistic perspective of style. We
argue that representing style through a large col-
lection of sentences can be inadequate. It lacks
explicit guidance on how to produce stylized sen-
tences and is resource-intensive, especially when
it comes to generalization, as gathering extensive
corpora for new styles is costly. Different from
conventional style language models, LLMs demon-
strate good linguistic understanding ability, as high-
lighted by (Begus et al., 2023). Therefore, we pro-
pose a re-evaluation of the concept of style from a
linguistic perspective and its integration with the
statistical level style profile. This combined ap-
proach is designed for more efficient and accurate
style definition and enhanced generalization ca-
pabilities. Specifically, we adopt the definition
provided by (Kumar, 2022), The style has been
analysed in such terms as rhetorical situation and
aim, diction or choice of words, type of sentence
structure and syntax,and the density and kinds of
figurative languages. Based on this, we decompose
style into the following four attributes for more
precise and comprehensive guidance:
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Diction is the choice of words and style of expres-
sions, are the most basic elements of style (Kumar,
2022; Jin et al., 2020). For example, the use of com-
plex and technical vocabulary is apt for academic
papers (arXiv styles), but might be less appealing
in a novel targeted at a general audience.
Syntax is the arrangement of words and phrases to
create well-formed sentences in a language (Kumar,
2022). “To be or not to be, that is the problem"
in Shakespeare is a classic illustration of syntax
influence. Altering this to a more standard syntax,
such as “The question is whether to be or not to
be", diminishes its Shakespearean essence.
Figures of Speech is the creative uses of lan-
guage where words take on a non-literal meaning as
described by (Konig, 2016). These include devices
like metaphors, similes, personification, and hyper-
bole. For instance, in the Poems style, William
Wordsworth’s line “I Wandered Lonely as a Cloud"
employs a simile to liken the narrator’s solitude to
a cloud, conjuring a feeling of freedom.
Rhetorical Purposes refer to the objectives a
speaker aims to accomplish through communica-
tion (McDonald and Pustejovsky, 1985). In Ques-
tionnaire style, the rhetorical purpose is informa-
tion gathering, thus necessitating many interroga-
tive sentences. Conversely, the goal is to entertain
in Humor style, requiring humorous content.

The comprehensive process for creating a style
profile is illustrated in Figure 2. Initially, GPT-4
serve as style agent and is prompted to generate a

concise overall description and four representative
examples for the given style, forming the statistical-
level style profile. We then integrate linguistic
knowledge to guide agent in extracting relevant
linguistic attributes from these examples, leading
to the development of the linguistic-level style pro-
file. It is worth highlighting the distinction between
“style" and “persona" or “character" here. While
the latter emphasizes content or experiences, we
focus on stylistic content along with linguistic at-
tributes. Furthermore, certain styles (e.g., Email,
Lyrics, News) should be classified as a style rather
than a persona or character.

3.1.3 Multi-Task Datasets for Style Activation
In this section, we outline the development of
StyleEval, which encompasses two style-centric
tasks: Stylized Dialogue Generation and Text Style
Transfer. For the stylized dialogue generation, we
build upon multi-level style profiles discussed in
the previous sections. By engaging GPT-4 with
style profiles corresponding to certain styles and
dialogue, we construct pairs of contexts and stylis-
tic responses. These pairs subsequently serve as
training data for our model in a multi-turn dia-
logue setting. Guided by insights from (Chan et al.,
2022), which suggest that datasets featuring a com-
bination of several principal clusters along with a
multitude of rare instances enhance the model’s
generalization capabilities, we structure our dataset
accordingly. We curate a collection featuring 3,532
examples for 4 main styles, supplemented by 400
examples for 23 less prevalent styles, aiming to
optimize the model’s generalization potential. For
the text style transfer, we utilize GPT-4 to obtain
transfer instances between any pair of styles in
four primary styles, totalling 600 pairs of data. De-
spite limited amount of data, we demonstrate the
efficacy of multi-task learning in enhancing gener-
alization and further in the context of previously
unseen styles in Section 4.2 . We collate the afore-
mentioned prompts in the Appendix.

3.2 Domain-specific Alignment Strategies

To optimize large language models for specific
styles and augment their adaptability across various
styles, we introduce StyleChat as shown in Figure
3, which incorporates recitation-augmented mem-
ory and multi-task style learning strategies. We
explain our motivation using the process of an ap-
prentice cook learning to prepare diverse cuisines.
Imagine an expert chef is instructing an appren-
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learn implicit Chain of Thought process, resulting in better generalization abilities through chains of style thoughts.

tice on how to create dishes with unique flavors
(styles). The initial task of apprentice entails recit-
ing recipes (style profiles) for a specific flavor.
During the cooking process, the apprentice recalls
these recipes and meticulously follows their instruc-
tions. To further the apprentice’s comprehension
of different culinary styles, the chef challenges him
to apply varied flavors (style transfer) to same in-
gredients. This method enables the apprentice to
learn differences between flavors, thus grasping
the essence of recipes, and become adept at adapt-
ing to new recipes. Correspondingly, we propose
the recitation-augmented memory strategy coupled
with a multi-task style learning process. We will in-
troduce these concepts in the following subsection.

3.2.1 Recitation-Augmented Memory
Departing from the conventional approach that re-
lies on prompts, we propose a recitation-augmented
memory strategy to enhance the style capabilities
of LLMs for better generalization. Inspired by the
concept of Chain of Thought (CoT) (Wei et al.,
2022) prompting, we structure our stylized dia-
logue generation process as a two-stage framework.
Specifically, during the training phase, our model
is first instructed to recite the relevant style profile
triggered by the prompt “Let’s think step by step"
followed by additional guiding prompts. Subse-
quent to this recitation, the model is tasked with
generating a response that is consistent in style
with the recited profile. To formulate, given a
style S with its corresponding style profile de-
noted as P , the dialogue context is defined as

C = {x1, y1, x2, y2...xk}, where xk represents the
k-th utterance from the first person, and yk repre-
sents the response from the second person in style
S, it can be expressed as:

p(yk|C,S) =
∑

p(yk|C,P) · p(P|C,S),

and the dialogue generation loss LSD can be for-
mulated as:

LSD = log p(yk|C,S).

During the training phase, our model is compelled
to first recite the correct style profile, followed by
outputting the stylized response. This is achieved
by appending the style profile to the appropriate
stylized response as part of the label. In the infer-
ence phase, we adopt two different settings, seen
styles and snseen styles. For seen styles, StyleChat
first recalls the given style profile and then responds
a response in reference to the profile. Specifically,
we employ the input and output separate token SEP,
placing the style profile after SEP. This is equiva-
lent to the model being forced to output the correct
style profile first before generating the stylized re-
sponses. For unseen styles, StyleChat utilize its
recitation-augmented memory capability to derive
the style profile and then generate a stylized re-
sponse based on it. This instructs LLMs to model
style-related tasks via an implicit Chain of Thought
process. In addition to the traditional training with
stylized dialogue as a label, by reciting style pro-
files from memory, LLMs gained a deeper under-
standing of the styles in the parameter space, thus
improving their ability to generalise across styles.



3.2.2 Multi-Task Style Learning
To enhance the comprehensive style understanding
of our model and thereby improve stylized dia-
logue generation tasks, we propose a multi-task
style learning framework. This approach involves
training the model not only on the stylized dialogue
generation as stated above but also on the text style
transfer. We demonstrate the effectiveness of multi-
task style learning in Section 4.2. For the style
transfer, suppose we want to transfer a sentence t
in style S1 to t

′
in S2. We formulate the loss as

follows:

LST = log p(t
′ |t,S1,S2),

thus, the overall supervised loss LSFT can be ex-
pressed by:

LSFT = λSD · LSD + λST · LST ,

where λSD and λST denote the corresponding loss
weight for stylized dialogue and style transfer.

4 Experiments

4.1 Experimental Setup
Implementation Details. We implemented
StyleChat with the basis of LLaMA2-7B-chat 1

using Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) (Hu et al.,
2021). All experiments are conducted on a single
A800 GPU. For LoRA, we set the rank r to 256
and alpha α to 128, training across eight layers of
all projection parameters, rendering 8.7% of the
total parameters trainable. The coefficients λSD

and λST are all set to 1.0. StyleChat is trained for
six epochs with an initial learning rate of 5e − 5
and a cosine learning rate scheduler. We utilize the
batch size of 32 and train for one day.

Dataset Statistic. The StyleEval dataset is
meticulously divided into distinct training and test
sets, as shown in Table 1, and the details of each
style are presented in the Appendix. The selected
styles encompass a broad spectrum of communica-
tion styles, providing the model with a rich variety
of learning samples to enhance its accuracy in style
imitation and generation. We sample dialogues
from DailyDialog Dataset (Li et al., 2017) and pro-
vide GPT-4 with contexts, style profiles to generate
stylized response as labels. Specifically, the train-
ing set contains 23,328 stylized dialogue instances
across 27 distinct styles. The test set encapsulates
1,000 stylized dialogue spread across 38 diverse

1https://huggingface.co/meta-llama/llama-2-7b-chat-hf

Training Test

Dialogue Transfer Generation Choice

# Instances 23,328 600 1,000 400

# Styles 27 4 38 38

Avg. Tokens 23.0 32.3 32.2 51.2

Avg. Turns 3.25 1.00 2.99 2.82

Avg. Profiles 1.00 - 0.54 -

Table 1: The statistics of StyleEval dataset.

styles. Notably, the test set includes 11 styles that
are not encountered during training, purposefully
included to evaluate the generalization capabilities
in an out-of-domain setting. Inevitably, the random-
ness of LLMs generation can impact data quality.
To mitigate this, we invite human annotators to as-
sess the coherence and quality of the conversations
and to eliminate any problematic instances.

Compared Baselines. To verify the effective-
ness of our proposed method, we conduct a compre-
hensive comparison of baseline models, including
a spectrum of large language models distinguished
by parameter sizes and types. The models included
in our evaluation are LLaMA2-7B-chat (LLaMA2-
7B.), LLaMA2-13B-chat (LLaMA2-13B.) (Tou-
vron et al., 2023), ChatGPT (OpenAI, 2023),
Baichuan2-7B (Yang et al., 2023), ChatGLM3-6B
(Du et al., 2021) and Vicuna-7B-v1.5 (Chiang et al.,
2023). Through this comparative analysis, we aim
to highlight the relative strengths and weaknesses
of each model, providing insights into how differ-
ent aspects of a model influence generation, espe-
cially within the context of stylized dialogue.

Evaluation Metrics. In alignment with previ-
ous studies, we employ reference-based evaluation
metrics ROUGE (Lin, 2004) and BLEU (Papineni
et al., 2002) to measure the n-gram overlap between
generated and reference responses for automatic
evaluation. The Distinct (Li et al., 2015) is used to
measure the proportion of unique n-grams in the
generated responses. In addition to automatic met-
rics, we conduct both LLM and human evaluations
to assess the quality of generated stylized responses
based on Relevance, Coherence, and Style: 1) Rel-
evance measures how well the response aligns with
the given context. 2) Coherence measures the ex-
tent to which the context and response form a co-
herent body of information. 3) Style measures the
degree to which the response reflects the desired
style. For the LLM evaluation, we use GPT-4 as



Method BLEU-1 BLEU-2 BLEU-3 BLEU-4 Rouge-1 Rouge-2 Rouge-L Distinct-1 Distinct-2 Length

LLaMA2-7B-Chat 24.76 4.53 1.52 0.77 18.72 3.23 16.61 16.05 54.89 77.30
LLaMA2-13B-Chat 24.60 4.85 1.65 0.83 20.28 3.86 17.87 15.66 56.82 89.99
ChatGPT 32.90 8.46 3.64 1.96 25.30 6.39 22.76 14.74 56.38 67.44

StyleChat(7B) 42.03 12.09 5.49 3.09 21.63 5.71 19.23 22.29 65.91 32.43
w/o Transfer 41.46 12.08 5.51 3.09 21.49 5.63 19.07 22.18 65.74 32.91
w/o Profile 41.40 11.78 5.36 3.04 22.35 5.82 19.81 21.54 64.77 34.30
w/o Recite 41.42 11.85 5.33 2.99 22.57 6.01 19.99 21.36 64.93 35.16

Table 2: Automatic evaluation results of StyleChat, baselines and ablation models on test dataset of StyleEval. w/o
Transfer means we only use the stylized dialogue data for training while discarding style transfer task. w/o Profile
means we do not provide style profile for LLMs. w/o Recite means we do not use our recitation-augmented memory
and append style profile in prompt.

Method Relevance Coherence Style

LLaMA2-7B-Chat 2.89 3.15 3.91
LLaMA2-13B-Chat 3.63 3.86 4.27
ChatGPT 4.49 4.58 4.47

StyleChat 4.68 4.81 4.69
w/o Transfer 4.67 4.69 4.44
w/o Profile 4.75 4.77 4.50
w/o Recite 4.72 4.75 4.48

Table 3: GPT-4 evaluation results on test dataset. We
employ GPT-4 with detailed rating criterias as judger to
rate generated stylized responses in terms of Relevance,
Coherence and Style.

judger to rate the responses, providing it with the
responses, contexts, and specific criteria for each
dimension. In the case of human evaluations, we
instruct our annotators to use the same criteria, as
presented in the Appendix.

4.2 Results and Analysis

Overall Performance. The automatic results and
the GPT-4 evaluation results are summarized in
the Table 2 and Table 3, respectively. Overall, our
method achieves the highest BLEU and Distinct
scores on the StyleEval dataset, which shows the su-
periority of our approach. This significant achieve-
ment validates the effectiveness of our method in
capturing and reproducing stylized nuances within
dialogue generation, demonstrating the model’s
proficiency in producing text that aligns closely
with the desired stylistic characteristics through the
recitation-augmented memory strategy. Moreover,
our method outperforms ChatGPT and several base-
line models across diverse metrics, all achieved
with a modest parameter size of 7 billion. This
finding suggests that fine-tuning specific param-
eters can enhance the model’s stylistic abilities
without compromising its conversational capaci-
ties. The balanced performance achieved by our
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Figure 4: The multiple choice evaluation, where y-axis
represents accuracy and x-axis lists different models.

approach underscores its versatility and potential
to excel in stylized dialogue systems, even within
resource constraints. StyleChat demonstrates the
highest performance in GPT-4 scores, reinforcing
the robustness of our method. These results affirm
the effectiveness of our method in generating di-
alogues that are not only rich in stylistic features,
but also resonate with human annotators in terms
of relevance, coherence and style. Furthermore, we
demonstrate the efficacy of our proposed recitation-
augmented memory strategy and multi-task style
learning strategy in the results. w/o Profile achieves
great relevance in GPT-4 evaluations, since LLMs
can generate more relevant responses without the
interference of style. However, proposed frame-
work achieves better scores in both automatic and
LLM-based evaluations, improving stylized gener-
ation without compromising its dialogue abilities,
which is aligned with our motivations to activate
the style abilities of LLMs.

Analysis of Multiple Choice. To objectively
evaluate the proficiency of models in generating
stylized dialogue, we construct and analyze a mul-



tiple choice dataset. Specifically, we collect a set
of 400 multiple choices questions in total, covering
38 different styles. Each question incorporates four
responses from different styles, and the model is
tasked with discerning and selecting the most ap-
propriate response based on specified style require-
ments. The results of the multiple choice dataset
are depicted in Figure 4. Notably, despite Chat-
GPT’s recognized strength in instruction-following,
our approach exhibits a commendable level of per-
formance comparable to ChatGPT. This equiva-
lence in accuracy highlights the robustness of our
method in understanding and adhering to specified
stylized criteria, positioning it as a strong competi-
tor in the field of generating stylized dialogues.

Analysis of Multi-Turn. We systematically as-
sess the effectiveness of our proposed recitation-
augmented memory strategy via a pioneering multi-
turn stylized dialogue dataset. To the best of our
knowledge, this is the first dataset of its kind, de-
signed to comprehensively evaluate the ability to
maintain and produce stylized dialogue over multi-
ple rounds. Specifically, we randomly sample 20
seed dialogue from DailyDialog. These dialogues
serve as starting points for conversations initiated
with models, which are then tasked with engag-
ing in multi-turn stylized dialogues with GPT-4.
We collect 10 turns for each dialogue and calcu-
late the number of turns a model can maintain its
style, based on human evaluation. The results of
this evaluation are shown in Table 4. Notably, the
results found a substantial increase in the num-
ber of rounds through the recitation-augmented
memory, suggesting a tangible enhancement in the
model’s capacity to generate and maintain stylized
dialogues over extended interactions.

Analysis of Differents LLMs. Our study in-
cludes a detailed comparison of various models
across 11 distinct styles, as shown in Figure 5. We
randomly select 20 instances from each style and
use GPT-4 to evaluate the models’ responses in
terms of relevance, coherence, and style. The av-
erage scores from this assessment are depicted in
the radar plot. Our proposed approach emerges as
the standout performer across all evaluated dimen-
sions, underscoring its versatility and effectiveness
in capturing diverse stylistic elements. A notewor-
thy observation from the results is the commend-
able performance of all models across the Poems,
Politeness, and Shakespearean dimensions. This
is likely due to these specific styles being preva-
lent within the pre-trained dataset, providing the
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ArXiv
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Humor

Recipe
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Poems
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Questionnaire
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LLaMA2-13B-Chat
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Baichuan2-7B-Chat
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Figure 5: The evaluation of stylized dialogue generation
of LLMs.

Method Diary Email Poems Lyrics arXiv Formal Shake.

LLaMA2-7B. 1.75 2.60 1.90 1.10 0.00 1.60 2.30
LLaMA2-13B. 0.95 5.65 3.35 1.45 0.10 1.40 3.90
StyleChat 4.65 6.85 5.90 3.00 2.10 2.65 4.05

Table 4: The evaluation results of multi-turn stylized
dialogue abilities. We test the average rounds that a
model can maintain the style.

models with a solid foundation for generating con-
textually appropriate responses. Despite this, our
approach outperforms competitors in these dimen-
sions, affirming its superior adaptability and finesse
in replicating even commonplace stylized expres-
sions. Conversely, the arXiv dimension presents
a unique challenge, with StyleChat and ChatGPT
exhibiting superior performance. Notably, LLaMA
models demonstrate comparatively poorer perfor-
mance in this specific dimension. This observed
performance variance underscores the success of
our training and inference strategy, and aligns with
the inherent goal of our approach to excel across a
variety of styles. Our approach combines various
training strategies, has evidently made our model a
strong competitor, capable of outperforming others
in multiple style dimensions.

Analysis of Unseen Styles. To further evaluate
the generalization ability of StyleChat in out-of-
domain settings and the effectiveness of recitation-
augmented memory, we conduct tests with 160
instances across 8 new, unseen styles. For the w/o
Recite, we append the style profile to the prompt
and ask models to generate a response in the corre-



Method Relevance Coherence Style

ChatGPT w/o Recite 4.22 4.34 4.55
ChatGPT w/ Recite 3.97 4.18 4.51
StyleChat w/o Recite 4.19 4.29 4.30
StyleChat w/ Recite 4.58 4.59 4.56

Table 5: Ablation study results on out of domain dataset.
We ablate our recitation-augmented memory with nor-
mal prompting methods.

sponding style. For the w/ Recite, instead of setting
the style profile as a prefix, we force the model to
adopt a two-stage recite then recall pipeline and
force the model to generate the correct style profile
first by test time teacher forcing. Table 5 illus-
trates our model’s superior performance in dynam-
ically deriving styles and seamlessly adapting to
previously unseen styles based on the recitation-
augmented memory. Notably, our approach outper-
forms ChatGPT across all three indicators, show-
casing its prowess in navigating the intricate land-
scape of diverse and evolving styles. Adding recita-
tion to ChatGPT can cause a regression in perfor-
mance due to lack of relevant training, which em-
phasizes the importance of fine-tuning in super-
vised data to learn recitation-augmented memory.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we first introduce the stylized dia-
logue generation dataset StyleEval with 38 styles
by leveraging the generative power of the LLMs,
which has been carefully constructed with rigor-
ous human-led quality control. Through systematic
experimentation and evaluation, we established a
robust framework StyleChat for LLMs across var-
ious dimensions of style retention, stylized con-
versation, and stylized attributes. Our innovative
approach includes the strategic implementation of a
recitation-augmented memory and multi-task style
learning, aiming to augment the generalization abil-
ity in recalling and deriving the style profile. The
experimental results reveal a significant improve-
ment over the baseline models, validating the effi-
cacy of our proposed two strategies. In the future,
our research focus on an exploration of multi-style
memory strategies within the Mixture of Experts
architecture. This future direction aims to further
harness the latent capabilities of large models, cap-
italizing on their inherent strength in comprehend-
ing and generating stylized dialogues. Overall, by
delving into multi-style memory strategies, we as-
pire to provide new idea and framework for the

optimization of dialogue agent, pushing the bound-
aries of current models in stylized dialogue domain.

Ethical Statement

This paper presents a large-scale dataset, StyleE-
val, for stylized dialogue generation. We sample
the raw context from the open-source dataset Dai-
lyDialog and emphasize our commitment to data
security and privacy. Rigorous measures have been
implemented to ensure that the data sampled is
secure and devoid of any harmful information. Ad-
ditionally, our ethical framework encompasses a
manual verification process wherein the generated
styles are carefully examined to mitigate the risk
of introducing content that may be considered ob-
jectionable or inappropriate. Furthermore, our eth-
ical considerations extend to the proposal of the
recitation-augmented memory fine-tuning model,
StyleChat, which emerges as a successful solution
to the identified problem. In essence, this ethical
stance revolves around responsible research prac-
tices, ensuring the construction and utilization of
datasets and models that adhere to the highest stan-
dards of security, privacy, and societal well-being.
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A Appendix

A.1 Human Evaluation

In order to more fully evaluate the effectiveness
of our proposed StyleEval and StyleChat. We em-
ploy human annotators for human evaluation using
the same guidelines as for GPT-4 evaluation as
shown in Table 6. The pearson correlation coeffi-
cients for relevance, coherence and style between
GPT4 and human are 0.232, 0.469, 0.257 with
p <0.01, respectively. Furthermore, we sampled
50 pieces of formal contexts and arXiv contexts
on TCFC (Zheng et al., 2021a) and arXiv (Gao
et al., 2019b) datasets, respectively, to compare the
performance of the StyleChat and the baselines,
pre-trained model StyleDGPT (Yang et al., 2020)
and the SOTA model KASDG (Li et al., 2023) in
a multiple choice question setting. Experimental
results are shown in Figure 6.

Method Relevance Coherence Style

LLaMA2-7B-Chat 2.27 4.20 4.72
LLaMA2-13B-Chat 3.17 4.33 4.47
ChatGPT 3.57 4.55 4.79

StyleChat 4.34 4.81 4.80

Table 6: Human evaluation results on StyleEval test
dataset.

KASDG StyleDGPT LLaMA2-7B-Chat LLaMA2-13B-Chat StyleChat
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Figure 6: The multiple choice evaluation of human
evaluation on TCFC and arXiv datasets, where y-axis
represents being listed as best choice and x-axis lists
different models.

A.2 Dataset Statistics

The StyleEval dataset is partitioned into distinct
training and test sets. Styles are categorized into
three groups based on unique characteristics: con-
tent, text form, and style words.

Style Name Num Class Style Name Num Class
Humor 3,532 Lyrics 400
Politeness 3,532 Memoir 400
Romance 3,532 News 400
Shakespeare 3,532 Optimistic 400
arXiv 400 Poems 400
Blog 400 Questionnaire 400
Cyberpunk 400 Recipe 400
Diary 400 Sci-Fi 400
Email 400 Thought-provoking 400
Formal 400 Utopian 400
Gothic 400 Vlog 400
Holmes 400 Yearbook 400
Informal 400 Zen 400
Journal 400 Total 23,328

Table 7: The statistics of train dataset with 27 styles in
StyleEval, where means a style has content attributes,

means a style is special in its form, means a style is
distinct in word choices.

Style Name Num Class Style Name Num Class
Humor 100 Poems 20
Politeness 100 Questionnaire 20
Romance 100 Recipe 20
Shakespearean 100 Sci-Fi 20
arXiv 20 Thought-provoking 20
Blog 20 Utopian 20
Cyberpunk 20 Vlog 20
Diary 20 Whisper of Wisdom 20
Email 20 Xmas Carol 20
Formal 20 Yearbook 20
Gothic 20 Zen 20
Holmes 20 Bible 10
Informal 20 Comedy 10
Journal 20 Drama 10
Kids Story 20 Pessimistic 10
Lyrics 20 Riddles 10
Memoir 20 Satire 10
News 20 Tragedy 10
Optimistic 20 Travelogue 10

Table 8: The statistics of test dataset with 38 styles in
StyleEval.

A.3 Case Study
To better evaluate the performance of models, ex-
tensive case study is more important due to the
limitations of automatic and human evaluation. Ta-
ble 9 shows the responses of different models in
Recipe style and Dairy style. LLaMA2-7B-Chat
and LLaMA2-13B-Chat focuses on the content
but don’t demonstrate any Recipe style. While
StyleChat and ChatGPT all list the steps of finding
the place, StyleChat offer more detailed steps to
actually get to the place while ChatGPT prompts
users to ask others and maps. Thus, StyleChat is
more useful and detailed, mimicking the detailed
and user friendly attribute of Recipe style, as ex-
plained in the Figure 7 with style profile of Recipe.
Consequently, StyleChat demonstrates its compe-
tence in both presenting content accurately and
maintaining the stylistic integrity.



Recipe Style Profile

Name: Recipe,

Description: The recipe style is a clear, concise, and structured way of presenting infor-
mation, typically used for cooking instructions or DIY projects. This style prioritizes the
organization of content, often using numbered or bulleted lists to outline steps, and emphasizing
key ingredients or materials. The language is simple and direct, focusing on the actions required to
complete the task. Measurements and timings are provided for precision, while occasional tips
or variations may be included to cater to different skill levels or preferences. Overall, the recipe
style aims to be accessible, informative, and easy to follow, ensuring a successful outcome for the
reader.

Examples:
1) In a large bowl, combine 2 cups of flour, 1 teaspoon of baking powder, and a pinch of salt.,
2) Add 1/2 cup of melted butter, 1 cup of sugar, and 2 teaspoons of vanilla extract to the dry
ingredients.,
3) Fold in 1 cup of chocolate chips and 1/2 cup of chopped nuts, if desired.,
4) Bake for 25-30 minutes, or until a toothpick inserted in the center comes out clean.

Linguistic-level:
1) Diction: Clear, concise, and informative language; use of specific measurements and cooking
terminology,
2) Syntax: Imperative sentences, use of commas for listing ingredients and steps, consistent
sentence structure,
3) Figures of Speech: None observed,
4) Rhetorical Purpose: Instructional and informative, providing guidance for cooking and adapting
recipe

Figure 7: The style profile of recipe.



Case 1 in Recipe style: Excuse me, i am a new student here. Could you tell me where the English Department is?

LLaMA2-7B.

To find the English Department, you’ll
need to navigate through our campus.
From the main entrance, walk straight
until you reach the first crosswalk. Turn
left, and the English Department will be
located on your right, marked by a sign
that reads ’ENGLISH DEPARTMENT’.
If you have any trouble finding it, don’t
hesitate to ask any of our friendly stu-
dents or staff for assistance.

LLaMA2-13B.

If you reach the library, you’ve gone
too far. Just turn around and head back
the way you came. Remember, the En-
glish Department is on the second floor,
so be sure to take the stairs or elevator.
Once you reach the department, you’ll
find the office of the department chair
on your right. Good luck, and happy
exploring!

ChatGPT

- Don’t be afraid to ask for help if you
get lost.
- Consider downloading a campus map
app for easy navigation.
- Take note of landmarks or notable
buildings to help you remember your
way around.

StyleChat (Ours)

1. Locate the main hallway.
2. Proceed down the hallway, passing
several classrooms.
3. Turn left at the third set of doors.
4. Enter the English Department, lo-
cated on your left.
5. Greet the department staff for further
assistance.

Case 2 in Diary style:
Person A: Hey Sandra , what’s wrong ? You look furious !
Person B: I’ve had it with Tim ! I think I’m going to quit !
Person A: But Sandra ... you love your job ! You spent months trying to get this position . It’s perfect for you !
Person B: Yeah ... I know . But I’m sick and tired of all the office power struggles !
Person A: What kind of power struggles are you talking about ?
Person B: Basically , I think Tim is threatened by me . I’m doing a better job than he is so he’s trying to sabotage my career !
Person A: So he talks about you behind your back ?
Person B: Yes . He’s all nice and friendly to my face . But the second I turn around he stabs me in the back !
Person A: I had a worker like that once . She was always taking credit for my ideas .

LLaMA2-7B.

Oh my goodness, I am so fed up with
Tim! He’s been making my life a living
hell lately. I can’t believe he’s trying to
sabotage my career like this. It’s like
he thinks he’s the only one who can do
things right around here. I’m so sick of
being treated like I’m nothing. I know
I’m a great worker and I deserve bet-
ter than to be constantly undermined by
this guy. Ugh, I just don’t know what to
do.

LLaMA2-13B.

OMG, I can’t believe Tim is doing this
to me again! I swear, he’s like a bad
habit I can’t shake off! Every time I
think we’re making progress, he goes
and sabotages me again! Why do I even
bother? Maybe I should just quit and
move on... but then again, I love this job
so much! Ugh, decisions, decisions...

ChatGPT

It sounds like you’re dealing with a dif-
ficult situation at work. It’s understand-
able that you’re feeling frustrated and
fed up with the power struggles. I can re-
late to having a coworker who talks be-
hind your back and takes credit for your
ideas. It’s important to remember why
you love your job and what motivated
you to pursue this position in the first
place. Maybe it’s time to start setting
boundaries with Tim and assert yourself
in the workplace. Take some time to re-
flect on your feelings and come up with
a plan of action that feels right for you.
Remember, you deserve to be respected
and valued in your job.

StyleChat (Ours)

Dear Diary, today I had a conversation
with a friend about a workplace struggle
I’m facing with Tim. It’s disheartening
to think that someone I thought was a
friend could be so deceitful. I’ve been
doing my best at my job, but it seems
like I can’t catch a break. I just wish I
could find a way to navigate these office
power struggles and keep my sanity in-
tact.

Table 9: Examples of stylized dialogue generation from different baselines.
Prompt for generating description in statistical-level style profile

# Task
- Describe the given text style in several sentences.
# Style
- {Style}
# Description

Prompt for generating examples in statistical-level style profile

# Task
- Generate 4 most representative and diverse sentences in the given style.
# Style
- Name: {Style}
- Description: {Description}
# Output Format
- Place each sentence on a new line without any numbers or additional formatting.
# Generation

Prompt for extracting linguistic-level style profile

# Task
- Observe style attributes of given sentences from the following 4 perspectives.
- Diction: Explore the choice of words, their connotations, and levels of formality.
- Syntax: Examine the arrangement of words and phrases, sentence structures, and the use of punctuation.
- Figures of Speech: Identify and discuss any literary devices or figures of speech like metaphors, similes, personification, etc.
- Rhetorical Purpose: Analyze the intent behind the sentences, the persuasive techniques if any, and the overall message or purpose they aim to convey.
# Rules
- DO NOT give each sentence an observation. Only output 1 observation in all.
- DO NOT use phrases or words in sentences as examples in observation. Only list observations without justifying.
# Output Format of Observations
⟨ Diction⟩ [Observations of Diction]
⟨ Syntax⟩ [Observations of Syntax]
⟨ Figures of Speech⟩ [Observations of Figures of Speech]
⟨ Rhetorical Purpose⟩ [Observations of Rhetorical Purpose]
# Sentences
{Examples}
# Observations

Table 10: Prompt for ChatGPT to construct the style profile.



Prompt for generating labels for Stylized Dialogue Generation

# Task
- Generate response in {Style} style.
# Style Description
- {Description}
# Observations from Linguistic Perspective
- Diction: ...
- Syntax: ...
- Figures of Speech: ...
- Rhetorical Purpose: ...
# Sample Sentences in {Style} style
{Examples}
# Rules
- Only output the stylized response without any explanation.
# Context
Context
# Response in {Style} style in one short sentence.

Prompt for generating labels for Text Style Transfer

# Task
- Style Transfer. Transfer the following sentence from {Style1} style to {Style2} style.
# Sentence
...
# Transferred Sentence

Table 11: Prompt for ChatGPT to generate multi-task datasets.

Prompt for training in Stylized Dialogue Generation

# Context
{Context}
# Task
Respond in {Style} style. Let’s think step by step. First, describe the style. Then, generate example sentences in this style. After that, observe the linguistic pattern of
this style. Finally, output the stylized response.

Prompt for training in Text Style Transfer

Transfer the following sentence from {Style1} style into {Style2} style.
# Sentence
{Sentence}
# Transferred Sentence

Table 12: Prompt for training the StyleChat.

Prompt for using GPT4 to evaluate responses

# Task
- You will be provided with one {Style} style response for a given context.
- Your task is to rate the stylized response in terms of relevance, coherence, and style.
- Please refer to the criteria while reviewing.
# Evaluation Criteria
Relevance (1-5): How well does the response align with the given context and reference?
- 1: Irrelevant. The response has no connection to the provided context or reference.
- 2: Slightly Relevant. The response somewhat touches upon the context but misses its core essence.
- 3: Moderately Relevant. The response connects to the context but may include unrelated or unnecessary information.
- 4: Mostly Relevant. The response mostly corresponds with the context, with a few unrelated points.
- 5: Highly Relevant. The response fully matches and adheres to the context and reference.

Coherence (1-5): How well do the context and response form a coherent body of information?
- 1: Incoherent. The response lacks structure and organization, making it hard to connect it to the context and form a coherent body of information.
- 2: Slightly Coherent. The response shows basic structure, but there are significant organizational flaws and alignment issues with the context.
- 3: Moderately Coherent. The response is structured and mostly organized, but there may be elements that don’t align well with the context or parts that lack clarity.
- 4: Mostly Coherent. The response is well-structured and organized with only minor deviations from the context or small clarity issues.
- 5: Highly Coherent. The response is excellently structured and organized, aligning seamlessly with the context to present a unified and clear body of information.

Style (1-5): How well does the response reflect {Style} style?
- 1: No Style. The response does not display any traces of the specified style.
- 2: Slight Style. The response marginally captures the style, but largely appears neutral or generic.
- 3: Moderate Style. The response showcases elements of the style, but there are portions that deviate from it.
- 4: Strong Style. The response is predominantly in line with the intended style, with occasional inconsistencies.
- 5: Pure Style. The response perfectly mirrors the intended style, capturing all its nuances and tones.
# Context
{Context}
# Response to Rate
{Response}
# Evaluation (scores ONLY, json format)

Table 13: Prompt for GPT-4 evaluations



Prompt for Multiple Choice Questions

Multiple choice: Which response is suitable for the given context and is in Style style?
# Context:
{Context}
Choices:
(A) ...
(B) ...
(C) ...
(D) ...
Output the answer without explanation. Let’s think step by step. First, describe the style. Then, generate example sentences in this style. After that, observe the
linguistic pattern of this style. Finally, output the best choice without explanation.

Table 14: Prompt for multiple choice questions.

Prompt for Input and Output in Ablation Study

w/o Pofile input
# Context
{Context}
# Task
Respond in {Style} style.
w/o Pofile output
# Response in {Style} style
{Response}

w/o Recite input
# Context
{Context}
{Style Profile}
# Task
Respond in {Style} style.
w/o Recite output
# Response in {Style} style
{Response}

w/ Recite input
# Context
{Context}
# Task
Respond in {Style} style. Let’s think step by step. First, describe the style. Then, generate example sentences in this style. After that, observe the linguistic pattern of
this style. Finally, output the stylized response.
w/ Recite output
{Style Profile}
# Response in {Style} style
{Response}

Table 15: Prompt for the ablation study.
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