Mon Apr 22

By noon:

AM annotates MM’s
paper; YW annotates
HK’s paper.

Mon Apr 29

By noon:

MM annotates EF
paper; HK annotates
YW’s paper.

Tu Apr 16

By midnight (but actually OK if
this gets pushed to midnight
Wed Apr 17): MM, HK post

Polarization and potpourri:

instructions

and potential paper selections

Schedule

Constraints | believe | satisfied:

Your name should appear (a) exactly once as a presenter and (b) exactly once as an annotator.
(c) Everybody should be available to present on their assigned day. (d) No one has to both

annotate and present within a 5-day span.

Wed Apr 17.

By noon:

FH annotates AB’s paper.
BW annotates TW’s paper.

their selections to Ed

Tu Apr 23

MM & HK upload slides and

present.

By midnight, but days earlier

Wed Apr 24

By noon:

PH annotates DK’s paper
TW annotates KL's paper

much appreciated (as long as
after DK and KL post): EF, YW
post their selections to Ed

Tu Apr 30
EF
YW

By midnight, but days earlier

Wed May 1

By noon:

KL annotates PH’s paper
DK annotates FH’s paper

much appreciated (as long as
after PH and FH post): AM,
BW post their selections to Ed

Th Apr 18.

AB & TW upload slides and present.

By midnight although it would be terrific

If it could be a day earlier

(although it must be after MM and HK post):
DK, KL post their selections to Ed

Th Apr 25

DK & KL upload slides and present

By midnight, but days earlier much appreciated
(as long as after EF and YW post):

PH, FH post their selections to Ed

Th May 2
PH & FH upload slides and present



Mon May 6 Tu May 7

By noon: AM & BW upload slides and

EF annotates AM’s | present
paper; AB annotates
BW'’s paper.

Instructions for presenters

1.

Paper selection Ed announcement.

My idea is that although people going earlier have less time to prepare, to compensate,
they get a larger choice of papers.

So, watch Ed Discussions to see when all the people scheduled to present before you
have posted. Once they have done so, and also no later than midnight the week
before you are to present, but as early as possible would be great so “downstream”

people can get as much lead time as possible,  pick a paper from the papers remaining
— see list below — and announce your choice on Ed Discussions.

It's nice if your Ed post copies the bibliographic info and the abstract info from what's in
the paper list, and also (thanks to students for establishing the convention!) what date
you'll be presenting.

Choose the “A6 - polarization/potpourri” as the Ed discussion category (and not
“announcement”)

It would be a nice courtesy to begin your announcement with the name of your
annotator, so they’ll know.

Conventions for the slides:

Please upload these to this google drive folder before class.

File naming convention: A6-<1st author last name and pub year>-<shorthand for
title>-<your initials>

Use your initials in slides if you don’t want your name public.

Please credit the sources of any images you include. (If all the screenshots are from the
original paper, you can say this on the title page).


https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1z45dPJPu1_6hg6ytZN8Z3SwLWEFGPBkW

Papers still up for grabs/presentation

Gu, Jia-Chen, Zhenhua Ling, Quan Liu, Cong Liu, and Guoping
Hu. 2023. “GIFT: Graph-Induced Fine-Tuning for Multi-Party
Conversation Understanding.” In Proceedings of the 61st Annual
Meeting of the Association for Computational Linguistics (Volume
1: Long Papers)._https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2023.acl-long.651.

Addressing the issues of who saying what to whom in multi-party conversations (MPCs)
has recently attracted a lot of research attention. However, existing methods on MPC
understanding typically embed interlocutors and utterances into sequential information
flows, or utilize only the superficial of inherent graph structures in MPCs. To this end, we
present a plug-and-play and lightweight method named graph-induced fine-tuning (GIFT)
which can adapt various Transformer-based pre-trained language models (PLMs) for
universal MPC understanding. In detail, the full and equivalent connections among
utterances in regular Transformer ignore the sparse but distinctive dependency of an
utterance on another in MPCs. To distinguish different relationships between utterances,
four types of edges are designed to integrate graph-induced signals into attention
mechanisms to refine PLMs originally designed for processing sequential texts. We
evaluate GIFT by implementing it into three PLMSs, and test the performance on three
downstream tasks including addressee recognition, speaker identification and response
selection. Experimental results show that GIFT can significantly improve the performance
of three PLMs on three downstream tasks and two benchmarks with only 4 additional
parameters per encoding layer, achieving new state-of-the-art performance on MPC
understanding.


https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2023.acl-long.651

Jichuan Zeng, Jing Li, Yulan He, Cuiyun Gao, Michael Lyu, and
Irwin King. 2020. What Changed Your Mind: The Roles of
Dynamic Topics and Discourse in Argumentation Process. In
Proceedings of The Web Conference 2020 (WWW '20).
Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA,
1502-1513. https://doi.org/10.1145/3366423.3380223

In our world with full of uncertainty, debates and argumentation contribute to the
progress of science and society. Despite of the increasing attention to
characterize human arguments, most progress made so far focus on the debate
outcome, largely ignoring the dynamic patterns in argumentation processes. This
paper presents a study that automatically analyzes the key factors in argument
persuasiveness, beyond simply predicting who will persuade whom. Specifically,
we propose a novel neural model that is able to dynamically track the changes of
latent topics and discourse in argumentative conversations, allowing the
investigation of their roles in influencing the outcomes of persuasion. Extensive
experiments have been conducted on argumentative conversations on both
social media and supreme court. The results show that our model outperforms
state-of-the-art models in identifying persuasive arguments via explicitly exploring
dynamic factors of topic and discourse. We further analyze the effects of topics
and discourse on persuasiveness, and find that they are both useful — topics
provide concrete evidence while superior discourse styles may bias participants,
especially in social media arguments. In addition, we draw some findings from
our empirical results, which will help people better engage in future persuasive
conversations.


https://dl.acm.org/doi/abs/10.1145/3366423.3380223
https://dl.acm.org/doi/abs/10.1145/3366423.3380223
https://doi.org/10.1145/3366423.3380223

Already selected
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https://dl.acm.org/doi/abs/10.1145/3485447.3512144
https://dl.acm.org/doi/abs/10.1145/3485447.3512144
https://dl.acm.org/doi/abs/10.1145/3485447.3512144
https://doi.org/10.1145/3485447.3512144
https://dl.acm.org/doi/10.1145/3624579
https://doi.org/10.1145/3624579



https://doi.org/10.1145/3442381.3450122
https://aclanthology.org/2021.emnlp-main.788
https://aclanthology.org/2021.emnlp-main.788



https://aclanthology.org/2021.acl-long.130
https://aclanthology.org/2021.acl-long.130
https://aclanthology.org/2021.acl-long.130



https://ojs.aaai.org/index.php/ICWSM/article/view/22135
https://ojs.aaai.org/index.php/ICWSM/article/view/22135
https://ojs.aaai.org/index.php/ICWSM/article/view/22135
https://doi.org/10.1609/icwsm.v17i1.22135



https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.14608
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.14608
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.14608
https://dl.acm.org/doi/10.1145/3597503.3639223
https://dl.acm.org/doi/10.1145/3597503.3639223
https://doi.org/10.1145/3597503.3639223



http://www.aclweb.org/anthology/N18-1010
http://www.aclweb.org/anthology/N18-1010



https://aclanthology.org/2023.acl-short.8
https://aclanthology.org/2023.acl-short.8
https://aclanthology.org/2022.emnlp-main.252
https://aclanthology.org/2022.emnlp-main.252



https://aclanthology.org/2022.sigdial-1.27
https://aclanthology.org/2022.sigdial-1.27



https://aclanthology.org/2021.cinlp-1.5
https://aclanthology.org/2021.cinlp-1.5
https://aclanthology.org/2021.cinlp-1.5
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