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Abstract:

Entrainment is a factor in dialogue that affects not only human-human dialogue but

also human-machine interaction. While the entrainment on the lexical level is well documented,

less is known about how entrainment affects dialogue on a more abstract, and structural level.

In previous works, we investigated the effect of entrainment on lexical choice given dialogue acts.
From these results, we build the example selection on the EBDM dialogue system that would like

to entrain with users in a similar manner.

1 ([EL®IC

TV LA AV (Entrainment) (&, EFMERP
v v u=— (Synchrony) & BN, WFEHDFEH
FIZBWT, §iLAPHOH 72 L DIk D W HIFH,
HLT2HE 2T, ZOHRKE, (1, 2, Kk
& [3, 4], XK 5, 6], A7, 8,4,9], F& [10], X—
VTA U 11, 12], NEHTA 2] Y, MNEEhOZRRR
WRERTHPEND Z LAH SN TV [13].

/2, TUMLA VAV NHBHEED R AT FIER
FRME, *EEEAK (Engagement) & FHEET 5 Z & 23
HINTED [14], TV IV VAV MOSFEBL
TXHEEY AT LOMERER X FEDOE 2 2 i A D Thh
TW5. —fT, I/l\l/'f/)(/]\%:ﬂuﬁﬁfj IEE
L, ﬂﬁﬁ% FIRC IR A E USRI T B HL D M A TR
7ZRINTVAR.,

ZTZTAMETI, TV RV VAV NEEELE
FABIAR— 258 S AT L DISEERFIRICE O M. Z
DFETIE, NEETAIZE-TE i@l/bb%/%
YV N DEAEVWIZE(T BRI Eab I—YOHIE
DX FET R E ZTNIIRNT ZREIZBIT DV AT LOR
ST R OIRDFETHFOZ Y M LA />< VEDESEWE
WL, YRy PLA YAV IDBPELTVWBIRE
EEIRNT L. - OXNFETAICADETCTZY LA
VAVINDEEWEEAIEBLI LT, 21— "j’tjd'né
VAT LT & D @ ERNE & EEEARE Ko 7205
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WEEDZY MU A VAV NESIT BH5EE LT, M
SN EEIC BT B E S BMOMEE (Backchannel) O T
YhUA VAV MERIOS A D B, BAEKIZIE, By
F (F0) ®# & (Power) OMBIREGRZE R WL [9] ©,
FHEDRAIVITDATHRL, WNiEDR—VEMPE
BHEIZOWTIZVMLUA VAV IDREELZZE2RT
WH5E [15] b 5. X512, MEHCBWTEERELT
HBNEETRIZEH U200 2] BiTbhTwnd., 20
FFETIE, NETAOERMERIZENTH T LA
VAVNPED, 7z, BEROZVNLVA VAV D
EAWITIXFERE O N FET ADIER IR E LT WD
ZEMMmoT WA,

¥z, ARV AT LOMERIZEWTIE, =LA
VAV N ENFHEDE TV RMIK AR DAIED 2R &
NTWs, BlxE, TVRLA VAV NEERBTEI L
THIERA I VT % @BREEIC TS 28158 [11] ®, T
YhUA VAV RN EFEHKTHI LT, LD EHEBHD
RN % 5 8D B X GHHRNE % £F o 72 WIS R TGS A T
LEREEST BI%E[16) b 5. X512, ThsEHE
L, a—FDTY LA VAV N2HIE - RT3
L TCEARME X — VEEOMEEE A 3 B 5L [13]
LEh5.
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3 BEEIMEITADIVMNLA X
v NER
3.1 ITVRNLAVXY NOOIFEE

FEEDITY ML A YA Y M [1] TiE, FEHICE
ATV LA U AVMNDOESEVWERTHEE LT
Y hLA YA MER (Entrainment Score) ZIRZEL
TW3, TV LA YAy MNMEERZ, FNEFhOFE
MU HEHEDETH Y, TDEIRNZRE En(V)
i, REEDFEEREV LWiGEE D 1-gram S i6E TV
# Py (w) B & Py, (w) ZWT, UFD &S I2KE]
INb.

En(V) =— > [Ps, (w) — Ps, (w)| (1)
weV
T, BEEBVIII—SASRIZBVTES H B
EOm\N 25 BEE (25MFC ; 25 Most Frequent Words
in Corpus) ZH\W5. HATHZRIZEWT, ZOFERR
25MFC ZFHWTEHHE LT Y b L1 v A Y MR,
RATDFEINEREGHWHEEZRLTWS.

Talk, WEfTALEEOTY ML A VA Y Mo
D=dIZ, ZRDTY ML A VA Y MEEAEFLEL 7.
FEFH DR FEAT By % B B U 72 A 1-gram SFEE TV
MREHNT, LFO LS IRBEIN 5.

En(V|d) = — > |Ps, (w|d) — Ps, (wld)| (2)
weV
COWIRE N M LA VA Y MEETIX, H SR
AT ADBEZONZBICEL RO N LA
AVMDEEVWERLTWS,

X5IZ, TYRLA VAV MEEOREE LT, Xt
FEHTUADFEEZEE DT ML A VA Y MEEE DO
ROMAZEBET S (TP A v A Y MERETE ;
Entrainment Score Ratio) . ZTHIZ& D, WEED X —
VECORE R OMB CHBKR T 5 Z L BN T
Mo YA Y MBI gEE 5. TV LAY
AV MEELRRIIROFIETHAEI NG, £7, FE
DFEHIZBWT, ZTOEEDERMATE SFEE TR
Pg,e (wld) &, HEELTOWAHTFEE L ORMEHMNS
FEETVHER Py, (w]d) 225, NEEHFLOTY R
LA YA Y MERE Enpartner(V|d) 2 5HHT 5.

Enpartner <V|d) =

— 3 P (wld) = P, (wld)| )
weVvV

RIS, FE DB ORI & SHEEF LMK Ps,_ (w]d)

&, XEk & MR EEE RO SRMN & ST T VIR
Pron—partner; (w|d) 225, NEFEADOHFL DTV H LA

VA Y MMERE Enpon—partner; (V]d) Z51HET 5.

Ennon—partneri (V | d) =

o Z |Ptarget(w|d) - PHOH—PaFtneri (wld)| (4)
weV

COMNEEHFEDIT Y ML A v X Y MERE L JEEND
HELOZV ML AU A Y MEERZ L, WNEEHEE
DTV LA VAV MEEXNENDHFLOT Y
FUAVAYVMBELID G RIMBREFRTHZ L
T, TV hLA YAy MEERR RV BME6N5.

R(V|d) =
1 1 (Enpartner(V]d) > Enpon—partner, (V]d))
. 37205 (Enparimer(V]d) = Enpon_partner, (V]d)
€N | (Enparmer(v|d) < Enyon—partner; (V]d))
(5)

IOV bAoA vA Y MEEERE, v hLT Y
AV MEEDBEETH D720, 1ITEWIEEXNEFHEFD
SEERICEBS IV P LA VAV IRELTWSE Z %
AT HIZ, TUMLAYAYRBELTOWARWEGES
1% 0.5 128K 220, WEEHOFEEMIZZ Y ML A v R
VENEHDOBENEL TWBEGE0ILEL RS,

3.2 IVRLAYAY NODITHESR

KEEIT R LFEED T Y b LA v A Y KT [2] DFE
R, FBEOTY ML A VA Y MIWFESAT R
TEFEOOTIFRL, HEDONFHTHIIBVWTRE
UTWBIZEHHL NI -T2,

BARRIZIE, #¥ (Conventional closing, Conventi-
sonal opening) , k8 (Acknowledge) , KW (State-
ment non opinion, Statement opinion) 7% & D XFFEFT
BIZBVWTITY LA VAV MIBSAEL, WIZHTE
(Apology), #8728 (Action directive), :H T 1 77#
ETHRWEZ (Negative non-no answer) 7% & DX &G
FRIZBWTIEIY P VAV MEEU R o7 L
INsDZ s, NEIZHEEZEWT, Wiz
FERUTTY ML A VAV NERITIDE D ERPEL
TWBIENnh5.

4 ITVRNLAYAYNEEELERG
ZEIRETIL

WEET AL EREDTY LA VA Y MO D

5, ARBZYV M LVA VAV NE2TOWNEETE AT L%E

ISwitchboard dialogue act corpus % X4z U7z it s, ##
ik [2) & 2.

— 136 —



SLU DA & Words

Input (DA Classifier)

User & System’s
LMs

Non-partner's
DA LMs

Query

R Select
Output elector Fample Example DB

B 1: LD KX

WET 2. £9, WFEVATLOLEKEEX 1 ITRT
ZDXNGEY AT LATIE, HABIR—ZAWGES AT L [17]
DR AR > THAGER %2175 5%, FHLEROERIZ
AN E DEMEDATHL, TV MLA VAV D
EAEWEZR L CHAIZRIRT 5. 207, nE#E
RiFa—¥hros5E2xoNza—HKE LT, #
IR AT LINE vy RO R (q;,r;) ZRBIT—X
RNR—ZAeNOBERTLWME, 2—PHKiiqd Loz
Fhih q; & OHLLE Sim(¢',q) &, FORMIANT—HIC
WHIBLY LA YA Y MNESGVWDZYY Entr(r;) O
WEDRKLEITD Z L TRET 5.
7= :?rgrr;ax(ASim(q', g;) + (1 — A)Entr(r;)).  (6)
q;,75)€€
DTV LA VAL MEGWDZYYE Entr(r;) (2
DNWTC, 3ETHRZT Y ML A VA Y MNMEETIE,
FLAURFL2NF VAT LR L &, EiEET
VHERDZIL 0T, BTV M LA VAV MHSES
HEUTWAZ EiZRhs., LrLAahs, T LA A
¥ MEIHEE T AT SITHEYREAE VDD D, HITA Y
LR UDYERN MG TIEA ., DX b, WETAITGL
THYZZV LA VAV MDESGVWEHEL, T4
IZEDLEISEXEEBRL 2T NIER S5\, 22T,
By ba v Ay MEEREE T, =V MY
A UAV I ORREABEDOZ Y LAY AV b
FERELE R 2 R DI & TN TN DO FKGH SUx UTHEE
TEHFERRET 5. BARICIE, - oxEEThA%
B2 5N & ZFEETIVIER Pyger (w]|d) & 55T
VAT LD FETRIIIET B ST E SEEE TIVHE
K Poystem(w|d) VD, 205 2HINCHBEEINE
K GG & MEAMRRGEE DFEED o FH I N N HDOZM
& SFEE T VHEREE Poon—partner; (wld) (i € N) &
LTy bLa v Ay MEEIRZFEL, I8
BIUZFIAT 2. I0EBRIRET OB, INEEMREORTE
r; ZXEEY AT ADEHEETVICENETNEBMML, &
Bl & & DRAA & FFEE TNMMEE Poystemr, (w|d)
REETS. INEHAVWTIV LA Ay MERER
% R(V|d, Puser, Psystemir,) ZRKD 5.

Enparticipants (V | d) =

— Z |Puser(w|d) - Psystem+rj (wld)‘ (7)
weV

Ennon—partneri (V ‘ d) =

- Z ’Pnon—partneri (w|d) - Psystem-i-rj (w|d)‘ (8)
weV

R(V|d’ Puse7'7 Psystem-}-rj) =

1 1 (Enparticipants(v|d) > Ennonfpartner;(v|d)

ﬁ Z 05 (Enparticipants(v|d) == Ennon—partner; (V|d)

en O (Enparticipants(v|d) < Ennon—partneri(v|d)
(9)

Z DINEMAE Z & DSRMAS & SFHE TR D 55HE

TNy M UA VAL MEREHE R(V|d, Puser, Psystem-+r;)

2, BANCHREINZHEALTEI MLV AY R
PR R Rideal(v|d) t@%?’)’%, IVRUVA VAV
DY M % RS Entr(r;) 2559 5.

EHtI'(Tj) =1- ’R(V‘CL P’LLSE’I‘y Psystem+’rj) - Rideal(v|d)|
(10)
Zhizky, BENARZ Y FLA VAV FOESWD
GEWIRE X ZBRIRT 5 Z A REL b, XD HERA

HIVRLA VAV NOBEEBMGINS.

5 F&ob

ARTIE, WNETR/REEROI VY NLVAI VAV NG
FrizoWTHE L7z, £z, TOMBERIZESOWT, =
YRLA VAV NDESWEERL - HAERZTS
FBIR— 254585 AT LA DIGE DRIRFIEEIREL 7=,
COFFEIZELY, WEETAEI L ICHEAKRZY ML A
VAV MEAWTEWLE X EZERL, T 5Z L
WA REIZ 7 5.

i

AF5EIE, JST, CREST OXEA2Z /-6 DTH 5.
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