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Promoting Users’ Empathy and Desire of Continuing Dialogue
by Chat-oriented Dialogue Robot with Linguistic Alignment
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Abstract: Linguistic alignment refers to the act in which participant participates utterance such as repeating
the utterance of her partner and it plays an important role in a successful dialogue. In this research, we
investigated feature values of linguistic alignment especially repeating utterance in human-human non-task-
oriented dialogue. Based on the obtained feature values, we verified the influence on users by chat-oriented
dialogue robot with linguistic alignment. We conducted a control experiment between human and robot using
Wizard of Oz method for 38 subjects. According to the frequency of linguistic alignment during one dialogue,
the experimental conditions were divided into low, medium, and high frequency. For each frequency condi-
tion, the same subject participated in both experimental group (repetition) and control group (backchannel).
After each experiment, the subjects were required to answer three questions relating to empathy and desire
of continuing dialogue using five-point Likert scale. As a result, the effect on users’ empathy and desire
of continuing dialogue by chat-oriented dialogue robot with linguistic alignment is investigated. Besides, it
was found that the higher the frequency of linguistic alignment, the more remarkable the effect of empathy.
Furthermore, it was suggested that the more negative and anxious the users’ attitude toward the robot, the
higher the effect of linguistic alignment.

Keywords: chat-oriented dialogue robot, linguistic alignment, empathy, desire of continuing dialogue
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BE LR EMAGERITEATH I LICE T, AFAED
FREICIRICED & E DI, N4 DEFEER L) vioZ ) fEF]
IZERLEHfFEIN TS, Lo L, MEEY AT L% FIH
TAHEMPEL A I —FORKEIHEY, VAT L4
EHRBERIIZHTTE T HHOR 2 80 5 2 N L v &) i
V5.

AR ORI BTk o 5 B/ & LT, [5
ZHVWTOLRDEV)EEREG 25 L] OREMEIR
ENTWE ). [FEEHWTHHRD L) EEEL 22 |
FEa & LT, tHAR, #R USRS, BRA~ORE R Shke 23
B Fons. S0k (2] 1IHT-O%EE % BfF T & TV Ak
e LT, #EM7RFEH (continued attention), BHH Y 2
FEEOBAAG (initiation of the relevant next contribution),
4B (acknowledgement), FRfE L 72304 % 7R3 (demon-
stration), HTOFHEE ZDF F# VKT (display) D5
AL TWD, 55, HFORFELZOE DR
9 (display) (IR DRV TH S 5L T 5, Dk
DEHI, BER UL [FEEHTWS, BFTE Y
B FEE LT, 1B RETHDICERE
fgdle K729, L L, #ELAEFIIEBIICHW T
LA E R —T7, WREIRTER S FEo Twb (3], [4].
AN EXEE Y AT L OREFICB W T —F O % 2
FTIEPBEBBRL L -FHEEDM EIZE > TEETS
% [5] T EDFEATIED D00 > THB Y, BT E weE
DA AT FEREACR DA LIZ DR L EZ LA,

72, #ak LIERNE SR (linguistic alignment) [6]
O—FffE L LI SESY - HAI (Human- Agent-Interaction)
7 BRIV CIZED 7 ST W 5. FakFE & 1340
FLHEPTLFEOMPICL WV HFHEICEET 2174 [6) TH
1, linguistic coordination [7] ®* entrainment [8], [9], [10]
ZEEHT AR THL., TNHDBRIIEA L N)LT
WF7Ehs 7 ST 5. SCHK (9], [11], [12] IEFEsICER LT
BY, SEHEEZETVET 2 HEEREL TS, £
A LT, SOk [7] RIS S F, Bk sk oMl
b £ T linguistic coordination % € 7 VLS % i & ¢
FZL T3, 351, 0[S ESRETAD L NIVIZHER
% YT, entrainment ODREFEIISET A KT T LI %
BHOSPIZL TS, IS OATIIZE TlE AR £ O x5
2B 2 SEEMHFENCET 52BI% 2 €7V 5 ket
ELTBY, WEORREXTFE Y AT LGS 5 2 &
s hTwb 8], [12]. ARFFETIE, MRy AT LI
2 SENMFE MR L ERICHREEST 5 2 L 2 I L,
D EH LTV LRI 2/ 5. DI, AR
B2 SiENHRAIEHE LEFEICL 2D DICRET 5.

AMFELOMEEICES S, HAIPEHIZBWT, A&
y¥a—%, Aff&aRy b, Web-based &xif, I~ Y a2—
y 7 A9 B N R D356 7 k4 70 35510 C S Rk 1 F)
MR S 7z [13).
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ICHiR [14] T A 2 ) 7 M7 LD Wizard of Oz % (LLF
WOZ i) #Hwv, AHEaERy bOFFAIN—2DF
Vs —a UIERER T 2. FORE, TRy bats
PABHENMDRVEERD DL VITHE- 72iER Y fi-> T
b, WEEIITR Y POREEERE) R ITITADPBIEINT
Wb, ZOFEENS, T-HIEORy b EFERICHEY
BT ENWHEDNIZ > TWD, SCHK [15] T, TEHRIEE
RALBRBEDOM A L 0, WFE Y AT 212 X B BRI Y
AT LOEHEMEE L —F O REICG- 2 5B A BET LT
WA, HET VAT LADFBEIEIHAETA FTHY, 111
2 GEHI0EORY L)) OF A ZIRENEETH L. FEEE
BROSHE T L721212, 8 = F5F0 & 2 — ¥Rl AT b i 7.
BRI ORI, FERMITE 2 M AL OHFE S AT LD
2925 1) BHEMED ) BIFESHE, 2) 2—F Ol L fE
HEWT EPHERENT WS, —F, T— M5,
EEHE 2 AALEE Y AT LA DIE) DHRED D b
SRHBEM PRV EH S Iz E N,

Lo L, SrEiEI3MHREEE BT L (BlgIND
b hbo6d, [EROWIETIEY A 7 fRIANGEEEZ R &
L7ZWIEsIZE A ETH Y, MFEEZ R E L%
Bl 72, WY AT A X A SEMIEIZ -
5.2 BAEHEE L R EDFHE S T\ 5 [15] 25, 1R1%
DOFEERICIET > TWwa, S 512, SHEE & e
DRFATHIEIZ STV,

—7, WEEY AT A K B RRR LSRR OIS % S
NTWD. SCHK [16]) 1HEE S A 7 22X B I0ED 1 DO
ELTHOR LEREOERFERI—RR L7z, S ikOBH
FEIZIE U Culah (Bha, A, BAEE) B Lok
EEOM (BREHR, KBIE) 1CEoVwT, lnhTtwnwap 2L
T A —WIRR B 720 DR LIRS = A$ 5. SCHK [17)
FEPEARIC L IR ERT O R CTHERRD 720 DR L%
x o7z, R — S ADFH IZED VTR LERED
IWES A I 2 7R RET L FREARNEO T 7u—F Ik
V. L LSS ARRFZE T, ROMEEF o MR L%
EERAENT A ERHIBLTEY, MEEMAEORR L35
CATH Y BT AR OSEIED R B R LSRR & A
FTLIOILELESEEH 50 TERT ALESD S,

AKIFFE T, WEET R Y M2 X AR LEHS LT —HF 0
ek & xR BEACR I R TR ROBEEER HINE T 5. £
D712, FTAMELOIEY X 7 fRIAKTETIC BT 5 8K
LEFORMEZ AT 5. B LHHEICESNT,
MR LSRR 2 RS ARG Y AT A% WOZ 12 L 1) FEBL
L, AFfigEER% 47 .

2. #RUREFEOHHE

KETIZABF OIS A7 FRINEHRIC BT 5 SiEWTH
HOBMEOMHEZENE T 5.
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xR 1 MR LEREOXFEG 1
Table 1 Dialogue sample of repetition 1.

SEEEH S e

15E A | Heav
2EHA B | HW

3FEHE A | MrBnoxEd
AEFHHB | AW

(KFALIATHRE, RTIEHE LSRG = 5.
IO H R FDC)

® 2 FEEOE LA OGS 1

Table 2 Dialogue sample of non-repetition 1.

FERhH St
15aEH A | HIICSCDERBY EEA
2FHEB | A3 hwTT LA

(RTFHXIEATIERS, ARTETEMR LIsh 2 a5,
KRGO Sk [19])

2.1 FAEMFEI—/NX

KREFZETlE, HARRIEY A 7 FRIAKEERAT I O 2 — /3 X
ELT, BEEHELOMEEICB WV TIER S L7280 A B RS
3 —7%Z (Freshmens Dialogue Corpus, FDC) [18] % f#i
L7z, SOOI —/XAUIFFEOZFAR 10 A% 2 fLIZ51T T
FAN TS 72 ) OXEEEBF Do TERL72b DT
HbH. WNEOFEEHMICT A28RE 52729 2T, &)
DES>NITFELTHEEREL, &2 THH,HHES
NDFETHFE R IBO TS W] HRLE., —xtitd
20# 58 L, ARTIE 38 xbEh (BRI L T#Y 230 43)
EHRW, B, BOGHO2O1Z, FEMMIZ 200 msec LU
FoESXETXY SN S HALE IR L EE L.

2.2 #RUBEOTEES SUCHELREE
AR L2 By, AT, SHEMHEO D bR L
Moz e 35, FESMEPLEERT 72012,
HMTDORFHEDAERD S\ —E5RF Y K556 ZuE L
AL EFL, VB SN AT & A,
Y AT ANOISH R A At L L, #K LD
HEHEL D TOEBYIZED D,
(1) #R LEFR D Y — Y ICR 5.
FED RSB FEEE IR L TRk LEEEDSHERE L T B
BEICBRET S, "R1IRLTWREBY, 247HB
DFEE TAVWY] 1 1ATH ADSEE [depwi] (12
B L CWwb 72, 247H B OFSEHIHRE LS5 &
ET A, ZHIFLT, 47HTL BiE [AHWY] &
Fai L7225, 1ATH A OFFRLHBHEL T wnico
MR LZERE & HIE LR,
FRILICAE D R\,
MHFEORFEDOEHD DT —FE2FOF YR,
FERICEE IRV, R2IIRLTWAEEBY, BOR
XA DO—EREEE LA, [ZEidanTd Ll

—
\V]
~—
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xR 3 Ml LEFTOXEEG] 2
Table 3 Dialogue sample of repetition 2.

e FEak
15FH A | NCB<CDEBEHY ERA
2%FEB | 2CRLEEHYFHALA
(RFULICATIERE, RTIEHuR L2189,
xR O H L T Sk [19])

R 4 IR LEEREOEES] 2

Table 4 Dialogue sample of non-repetition 2.

gkt | R

15EE A | TENRL ) O b T=TNEs7
2RHEB | /- VOB LKL

(RFLATEERE, T IERGR LR 2485,
EEFI O H © FDC)

x5 HLELIEREOXFEY 3
Table 5 Dialogue sample of repetition 3.

L Bt
1%H A | TTOHRAVIELVWTT LR
2%FEHEB | TV LA

(ORFIIATRRS, RFIIEE LR 23R Y.
EF O H I C FDC)

CEERALHELTWAZD, B OFREHIIHKE LR
gL, 72720, WED L) LIREERED ADLHE
DEITHERE LT RS, RIIRLTWDL ES
D, B D% A OFFE L EE—HTIE R WA, AH
L7zRBseld [ XAal &) BRERED 70, #ak L%ES
EHET S.

TEWAT G- 217> T,

B0 R L72FEEITH LW EwR e A5 L7z 58k LSRR
DB, RAIRLTWAEEBD, BiZ [7/—7
W] & ADREFEO—HEMEVR LI, [7—7 V] 1 F
HOOREEOFEE LY, BAH LWIEREMNS L
7otz®, MR UGS EHE LR,

B LR (1)-(3) DHEMEE T RTHAZLTWDLIRY,
AR EOBM R L bR LR HET 5.
RHIRLTWLEBY, B3 [TT Ll & A DTS
DFERFZTEBVIELTWAEDS, (1)(3) 0kilEEZ§T T
7zl Twab7z0, R LIS EHET 5.

F72, T L) BGE 0563 k2 R iE & 17z
SR, FATHREDR) BINTHOHRINE T 5.

o R
o SIEDEIROHERE.

7o& 21, BERLRLVLEERV O L S OJEE D
HiToNns.
o [HEILE] OBHE~T.

(3

~—

2.3 #BRLUEFOEHEE
HaR LUBSEE O ETE L HIEILME At - T, A2 Tl FDC
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F 6 FET—/NAGHTIT & B USRS Of s
Table 6 Feature values of repetition from dialogue corpus

analysis.

E
SiE 9]

HH 1 2 3 2oft|%H #hE BEE EE 2ol
H4E (%) (47 33 14 6 62 10 12 5 11

fh il LAG0 % whir

A5 MR L 5ERE 205 B 2 fh L CIERE R MAT 2 17\,
BLURFOES, WF Uik A fhi & 15 R O R E % @A L
72 [20]. #RLEFHEOR S IIBERBICL > TRO/, £
7o, MR LSRR 2 EREE D EOBEIL, WiV AT L%
THA T HEOFEE L ERICAN, 1 OHOEED MG
FIEMRZ T E oW Lz, S50, HROMEZF3IRiEIL
FATIERRN BT B0 K SN2 O BIIG AL E & K L5

FEOESIZLZ.
JEREZMIT O, 1 3BEZORE LEFHLEERD

QWL L% 5O, WEEHLATHREE O AT %0 B
EV) IEHBIE S N . T, WEEHRE O Lok
PR T —ADE L, BEOEFU IR L
Aoz, WmRIL, BATRFEORESHEWVIIILE, BAHDH
IR B ENR T W E WAL S 7z, R LS
FOES L MFEROFEMER 6 1IIRT.

3. AFRvy bIEEEER

3.1 BrEiRER

AREBETIE, WO Ry NOSHENHEICEL A2 L—FD
LR &R OR IS R T B oMEE 2 B L34, L
FLOHB ZERT 572012, REFETIILTO 5 DR
ATz,
RER 1 SEEMW FENIAHE & O BRAE SRR D 5.
RER 2 . SEEATFIIAHAE X D K EGHEGERCR O ) _E IR R
N5,
REE 3 : SEEMHEOBEDS T IT L, EREN DR R
MEHETH 5.
RER 4 @ FSEEWHFE OMEESSEIT L, WEHkECK D1
EANDOFRPHETH 5.
/e 5 . 2=V DOIWEEIEVITE, EhHkEYCR Ol
NORPBEETDH 5.

3.2 EERHE

AW T, v —THoEEa Ry baRkr (SR-
02M-W) ZfH L, HmalakZ &0 L 5@k x iy
572912 WOZ 12 X A FHERE T 72, a3k
(Be) 38 N (B2 % & LM164%) Thor. EBED
RHENE — XS5 DR LIEEE OB (N) 12X o TIRAHE
(N=3) - g (N=6) - mHE (N=12) 1Z5F7.
BHEE S T L CEBRTE (MR L8RS SxtieiE (Hife) =
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1 WEFEBROMA

Fig. 1 Scenery of dialogue experiment.

HUF72. WEBRE XL EME L2d LT, TRTOEEOR
FEEBRICBM L7z, WEEEBROMKTER 1 IIRT.
EROTIITRLOEBY TH 5.
(1) FHHT7 v — b

BeBEE IO Ry N RENEENE (LT, NARS & B
Fr) [21] EaRy PAZRE (LUF, RAS LBERR) [22] @
B Z AT A, NARS 130Ky MIxt$ A EmhE
FErxflEd 52.08RETHY, [0Ry MfaimEniE
BE (NARS-S1:63HH) |, [BXRy MEAKEESENE
BE (NARS-S2 . 53HH) |, 8Ky FbhEIES e
(NARS-S3:33EHH)] ® 320 THMRENLSL > TW5h,
RAS IZE Ry MIFTA2RELEMET L LHERETHY,
[OXRy b &FERENAZE (RAS-S1:33HH) ], oKXy b
TEFE AL (RAS-S2: 4 HH) |, [aX vy bgiR%g
(RAS-S3:43HH)] O3 2O TMRENLS LR > TV,
(2) x3EFEER

T FIHEoT, URy FEXNEEET S,
(3) ENGLaTAM

1 B OXFEE & & AR ER R BEAGR & IO W T OISR
iz 5 5.
(4) F#ET 77— b

A REERRATT R THD - 728212 [3F55 ] OEEIZDWT
[FiA FIF X D2 LTWARERIED SO WH Y T4
2 ORI 7B (10 5RA LT L xS ThIET 5.

3.3 vFHUF

1= N R =D vt Al = Rt N AP G i d 8 Y e
ENATD, REBRTIZIF) HITHE) ¥ AT L FELEE
AL,

FUFELUTOFRNEIHE > T L. $3, #Eo
REIHE-> TFDC 2S5 ML A REE BE L, W0
¥y — Fa@#ih L7z, REAGEPLAIKICE D 5 &Ko
Ry FOSEREE L COMYMEICHENE L 5720, FEEE
BEOFRfEE LTI L2, k2, =¥V — FEHlAEDLYE
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KT UFUAIIHAT B LIERE O S &R REE
Table 7 Part-of-speech and morpheme numbers of repetition

inserted in scenario.

TiEFE it
Bk LZEREOME |1 2 3 G| %El EEE B AlE &l
N=3 210 3] 2 1 o 0 3
N=6 321 6 1 1 0 6
N =12 6 4 2 12| 7 2 2 112

K8 TFUFOMFER (—HF)

Table 8 Sample scenario of dialogue experiment (episode).

e FE

ORy b | FEFEPWEPTEE LD

Hhi 7= FAR

HE I FAEZWI T > THEVTTIT &

Bl T WIITEF L

Ry b | F= (hHI1EE)

TRy b | fREEE DB OLTTH
(FRFRINR=ADTF ) FIHALLZETTH B, FHIMNIEERED

MR LSRETH Y, IS REEOMRE L 22> TV 5.)

FVIFNVDOYFIFRIER L7z, E 512, BIEDOREHC
WeoT, 5RERRKITONR—AD Y F 1) + 2 ER L7,
AR L 7 4 7 — OB LIC C WEREEOHIBRZ &, F
GEFM R B A LT e ® 5 Ml L AsEE DAt o
BEREHIE L7z, w2, RS L ICHER LR IEAH
FeZ o ) FIHRA L7z, R LEFHOR S & 73 7
M, MR Uik B Wik b A FEAZHR L7z, 6 Ofl
BIHE- T, RIEBED T F V) FI1TIFAT AR LIEFEO W
Fl L BRERBOMER 7T IR,

W LSRR DR E 123D W TE > 72 ¥ F U F ORFERBY
AR 8IIRT. 4B, #HBEEICERWITEEICESE LT
BEVI)ERE R D 02, WiV ORR K
BLOORy POFEFENEEZ LR LE., £9, 3J5GERD
S, #EREIC [V F ) xEti vy L, uRy b
WEER LTWARHELIC > TLEEw], [aXy eyt
HTALEIL, 74— L3EABCIRTOHTEA.
B, FERZLVOVELTOHBVIRTA] L8R,
502, HEE IRy PORFENELRE, oKy b
DREFBREHDOEEHN I NE VL IICLTYF I %
PFoRL7Zz, W2, aRy b &) [OO (BiErH o %00)
SA] LB DGR A THEE R RO 7.

3.4 R UREDEEDRELELE
REBRTIZIFDC IZ BT 5l LIEFHOHE L SHIZL,
) AT AT B8R LEFHOME 2 k7. FDC D
38 X EEIZ BT Bk LA OHHEE & 4EEF L 72K R HED
W, ) O 80 HEEIZ BT BRI LEEEE DN — A
AP 3 m & Lz, AMFAEOMEEICBWTIE, *t
SSIE D SRR E EER Y 2 AF v = EOIESFEE
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HwEPH LAYy T2 arw3h, L, Afleu
Ry FPOWNFHEERICBWT, BRy MIILZHEHE LY
AF v —=HBAMITEEE TR WO, R LIRS O
v LR o N IR R, L72A > T, FIfE 3
Ml 2 B OREE L L, WM & Rl ORIEIZBIT Bk
W LFERE O 2 €26 ol & 12 [ #&E L 72,

3.5 OKRy FOHIE

FEERIZBIT 20Ky FOSERE - ERCINE Y A I V7D
ANz DV TR B,
3.5.1 MEOKRY FOEFE

DI/ EER O Ry b O Rk v R EBRICERT S 2
DOBHERRSL. 1 OHOBEBIIWFTEOHKMTH 5.
[ANHEFRUUBRERE AT LA™Y= M, (F
W) HRMEDOE WA ¥ 72— AL LTL—FIIZIF AN
BT hb]|[23] L2, HAMEEO L -0 ICE)E
TRy M ThELI LIC L7, ORKRVICIIEE L)
VED ENFEIIBEBED M 2 SN THB Y, EETIIEEDO AL
AW, 2 OHOHEIE WOZ EOBRIEETH 5. K
BclduRA 2T 2799 RT0 I I 7y —
)V SR-BO4AT % F\» THEEAG CRIFE S A 7 2 2 HilfH L 7-.
3.5.2 FEEE—T 30

FIG A~ DB 2 28 LT, TRF VA OHEEICH
KT B EEZONLEHRE TRO L) ITHH L /-,

(1) #rH

FEERFMIC L O TR ICERS N TV FH SRR
(VoiceText ffi) #=ffH L 7-.

QWEIAI VT

BEERE R OERIC, EREVRFOAY — PRy v &
LTERY MIBESE, §RTOWBREDFEET @
UCH UEBREDEEL 353 HICHR), BEy (43I
THEET B &) IEREZFANIHE 2R L7z, #
SR USSEE L AHARO BT IS B W T, BBRERFER T r60
Ry MEERBE TORMIZOWTERRZIZHEL, tH
ExATo7o b TAEREELEFOMICAEEIR NS
noiz.
3B)E—var

FEESSAEIZ X O F5EE & T — 2 3 v o HERIIRE %
L7, uRR VL BHEENEDF L THhIE, HET
LpoE—2a bFELTHAE. REBRTRTOLEMEICBN
T, W ICH LFEEO Y F ) A 2R L2720, &2
LOOAREYDE—V a VIEFELTHAH. 770, KL
BRE L HRBDORFENEN R R L 720, Ul bk H)uaR
Ry OE—Ta vy fe s FHlIEER 9 1RY). £
72, [9A), TZ]l D) IcEboOTHWEAICIZE—Y 3
YHVERE N\, RO EHE SN T L OfLR USRS LA
I Ia KRR DE—Y 3 yORBEMELERL
TWwh, RIINWRLZ LIS, BHEESRMEZ L ITHR L3S
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EHRBICE DRI BERF Y DE—T 3 OB FEEED
FEEAPUNE VT, REBRTIIORR Y DE—T 3 12X
BLHIREHENDEEDPHETE L LEZ 6N 5.
IBES A I TREED LU BE R I2 DWW TIE AR
Bt 2 REEE T 5.
3.5.3 WOZ&EILL30OKy bDgE
WOZ EIZ LY ua Rk v 25T 527 70 FOHETH%
2R/ L7Z M1TIRLTWSEBY, #EBGEIEIHIO
PR o TR uRF Yy EXfFEEZ LTBY, EFREFIIFRY
A PR=FOHBATURI Y ZHEL TS, WOZ IS
L5 RKOFBEHFFEDTOEBY) TH 5.
() ER L7z F ) A EBNICaRK I RBEEONE L AT
L, EBEIEICTT 7T AR ERICER L 72,
(2) EBEIORERZHBEL, TRF DD LREOIEEE
a7,

(3) HEBRE IR KR OFEFHLZITWY, ¥ FVFEBY
IZFEE L7z,

(4) BeBRE DFEREDHE T 1, EBREIIT TICAY — MRS
YEIL, ORRNROFEE ST,

3.6 FENSRETH

1A OMEE T L IZTR 3 OO 4 5 5 BB EEfli %
To7z (1 FoLFHBDbARV, 2. FZNIIETH W,
3B VIR, 41 FHFIL, 5 FoLKE

JES). LT, MEROEBE T 5 15 O Rl & Sk
ERERT B,

NEEMEMK 1 ZoaRy b E D o &kl L
VAR

RO MRLEFEMEICEDRIOREDE-—T 3>y
Table 9 RoBoHoN motion associated with repetition and

backchannel.
5 AT R R TR
- ML MIAE | BGR L ARRE | BRE L HIGE
Wi 2 3 5 5 11 9
TREERR 2 2 3 4 5 5

ReBeHeN Blocks JavaScript 0 worsn

BEDOF—HBENEETHD

Thicti ) RS
BEHOX—HEENBETHD
 BHELT. WEORA TS, SHRES UL BB UET
BEHOF—HFENBETHD
002 Ak, W, EWSEBEMWES, FABULHLE LS
BEHOF—HEENBETHD
BA<oR— ELPRD |
BEDOF—HFENBETHD

EhuzEE

|
L= —
DED i e

2 WOZ BT L) sk 28 Ed 5 Ml
Fig. 2 Screen of the operation of RoBoHoN using WOZ
method.

BEDOF—HFENBETH

EEHEH, BEHTEZLLN? NI

BEDOF—HFENEETHD

|> ¢ @ @ @ 6 @ &
=
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MEEMGEAK 20 F722ou Ry b EXFRE L2,
£B D ZOTHRY MIRITHEL TR LB,

4. EERFER

4.1 FEIIHREOZIR

Wikt 38 NDTF— % # Ttz 41 - 72,

4.1.1 SEEZERMG I L DR L REEE L BEE O FTME D
Hreg

Rt 1 EARFE 2 ZMEET A 72012, HESMEZ L2k
B LFSREHE & AHABEE O FEAMiE 2 Wilcoxon O NERLFIHERE 12
Lo THEEL. R 10 EEFEOLRMAICBWT, #uKEL
FEEGHE & AHARRE ORFAG T2 (FEIMPNENERZFT) B XL O p
HERLTWE, MEDRHR, BHEOEMEIIBNT, &
ShAkRERCR 2 (p < .05, Cliff’s d = 0.164) & & (p < .05,
Cliff’s d = 0.179) 12D\ Tl LFEEERE DRl B2
Moz, DF N, EHEEOSRENR RS EE AR 2 ©
M b & BRI R D A L EZ bNE. —T, AEhfk
AR LIV T NOBEZERFICBVWTHHES 2o 72,
4.1.2 #RURFEHICNTI2EEREROEDKRE S £

[OES-:1:4:5%

IR 3 LR 4 ZAREET A 72012, #ak LIEREREICx§
LHELEMOEOHED L VL HELBMEZITo72. &
HEOFHME A IE R AT b iz, 285 X M) v
27 Fih:D Kruskal-Wallis iE 24T - 72, 2/ 11 38R L%
SEEEOFFE P LE GEIRPIZIU I #EPE) B X O p R
L T\ 4. Kruskal-Wallis B DFE R, LEKIZOWTHEE
# (p<.01) PAROON. E5HI12, T 12 FHEISHS
LIS OL BB OFERZ/RL T 5, Steel-Dwass
HE DGR, HHRE & ESHE O LRI B W CEHEERO
FE2SE EICE 2o 72 (p < .01). Kruskal-Wallis & B
LU S HELBEORRIC L - T, REBROHEFHHLA T,
SRENTFE OB DS VI IR ORI EATEE TH B

e

10 #RK LSRR & MBI FIIME S X U D BUEHE R
Table 10 Evaluation average of repetition and backchannel

and results of significance test between the two con-

ditions.
#H ) A
R LSS ARG p
*EGRkREACR 1| 3.4(1497.5)  3.3(1428.5)  0.291
xtEGfkfEAGK 2 | 3.7 (1581.5)  3.4(1344.5)  0.015*
Fep 3.9(1592.0) 3.6(1334.0)  0.043*

(Signif. codes: “** 0.01 “**’ 0.05 . 0.1)

R 11 #0R LIRS B BRI O 2 DOBE
Table 11 Results of significance test between frequency levels

of repetition condition.

HH T3 18] T Isl 25 b 1) D
L | 3.0 (3.0,4.0) 4.0 (2.0,4.0) 4.0 (3.0, 5.0)  0.006**

(Signif. codes: “**’ 0.01 “*’ 0.05 ‘.’ 0.1)
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12 K LERIOE T 2 MBS 0 £ E K
Table 12 Results of multiple comparisons between frequency

levels of repetition condition.

JeRE | R s P
p 0.521  0.005** 0.114
(Signif. codes: “**’ 0.01 “*’ 0.05 *.” 0.1)

Dif.of LA and BC
0
1

T T T T T T T T
10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
NARS_T
3 NARS 1550 & G253 O HH
Fig. 3 Correlation between NARS scores and difference of

evaluation value.

LR E N,

4.2 #WEREOBEM & FHMIEDIERES

REBETIIERHZ OEMEE LTNARS (BARY MNGEH
REFEREE) & RAS (BARy MAERE) #H L. O
Ry MR ERENEELTI SR T 2 200012 2R
EHATEG T 2R E T I 22— a3 YRE [24) T
H5. RIFFETIE 2 ERICEID 2 85 OB S 7T
FOBFN AT THELHS2IT B720, §XTOTA
REOEFSEEZHWTHN L, RICRERICHERNT
FEREEZ AW CoM 247> 72. NARS 155 0#MIE 14
570 %0, BAFEWIZETRY M A ERRE
JEASRY. RAS A OFPIL 11 25 66 &7 0, BT
EWIZET Ry IS AALREDTR.

NARS #5 & FHIE ORI Z B S 20123 5 72012, G-l
THH BN R USR5 L AHRBRE D 2508 & NARS #3510
HMBAGAHT 4T - 72, Z250ME & 3 HE L ZEERTEE O ZFME A &
FHRERE DORFAE 2 5 [\ 7= HUETH 5.

3 I EHEE DS B VT NARS £ 54 & 2-iE 7245
(e RERRREARCR 2) DB AT DFE R Z R L T A, HiiliE
NARS - CTH ), #llI=oETH 5.

B 3 IR L7z & 91T, *Ehikinack 2 122w T, &
FEDSAIZHB VT NARS & Z5ME D R 12 FAEEE O IE DA
B (r=.479, N =38, p<.01) B"ESNE. KFEEIZ
FRICBEE RV T AN EE & LT NARS-S1 & NARS-S3 IZFR
FELTHMa To728 25, BHIEDLMIZB W THIC
NARS-S1 (2K vy MihdEiigsE) &2 micgme

© 2021 Information Processing Society of Japan

Dif.of LA and BC
0
|

T T T T T T T T T T
10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55

RAS T
4 RAS 551 & G5 D AR
Fig. 4 Correlation between RAS scores and difference of

evaluation value.

IEOHE (r=.373, N=38, p<.05) PR6N/. OF
D, EHEOSHEMHEIZT R Y b ERERE 2SR ER
BICX RN DL EEZOND.

RAS 55 L FEMEDO M IS 222 F A 72012, FHME
H B R L ZSREEE & HIRERE D 2550 & RAS 15 ORI
T EAT o 72, 7250 LT MR LSRRI O FH fiE 2> & AHAR
HEOFMELZ D 72 BETH 5.

B 4 (X5 OS2 BT RAS 1805 & SFMfi i 74 45
O Rk R OR 2) OAMBIGHT OFER R L TV D, ML
RASfHpCH Y, fEEIAESMETH 5.

B 4 1R L7 X912, xbahfkbiaior 2 12owT, &
FEDZMIZB VT RAS & 255ED B HAEE O IE D
(r =.505, N =38, p=.001) 2SR5 N7. REERIH
ZREZE W TR E & LT RAS-S1 & RAS-S3 IZFR5E L T
SR EATo 7L T A, BHEOSMIZE WV THEIZ RAS-S3
(BRy MFEARER) LESMEDMIC S FFEE D IEDOFE
(r=.411, N=38, p<.05) 2R6N/z. 2F ), @
FEO S BN TR v M ARBELR B 1Z &) )R
NhbLEZONS.

4.3 WEREDHBE &3 EEMRGEACK & D1ERS

REE 5 # MGFET A 72012, 6 &M TN TOXFFHERICS
MLz oT—4 (38 N) &ML, LA LAk
BWRCROMMGH 247-72. B 5 & 6 I3 O
BAERL, 70y FORIEFIT—FHEELTVD (BW
BEERUT—5OB»E ). K5 IRLAZL )1, K
JiE & RRARGEACR 1 OIS FEEE D IEOMHE (r = .604,
N =228, p<.001) BRESN/A. F7z, K6 IR
I 12, FLEEE & ERHRERR K 2 ORI b PR O IEDOAHES
(r=.649, N =228, p<.001) 2"H 5N,
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2 3
Empathy
5 JLRGEE & RERHRRERIOR 1 OAHRY

Fig. 5 Correlation between empathy and desire of continuing

dialogue 1.

3

2

Desire2

2 3
Empathy
6 JLRREE LEEHERIAICOR 2 OAHE

Fig. 6 Correlation between empathy and desire of continuing

dialogue 2.

5. ER

5.1 BENHBRY MEMREAKICRIZ TR

EBHETHO [MEE] OREIZOWTORET v 7r—
(3.2 filCRLIE) TIXFIHEAT42 THo7z. TDT M5
BB I HIC Y ) F 2 LT AR TE o7zl v
5.

X REARAEAR RIS D WT, B D/KHEIC B\ TR L%
FEEEIAHAREE & 0 xRk AR 2 (F 722 ou Ry b ext
L2V OFMIMED E o 72, LA L, sfahfkiaek 1
(ComXRy b EDOxEEE b o Lk L7zvy) Ol
WTNOHELEMICB W TAEEEN A O N o7z, &
O E LT, BRy bEOIFEHFHPEV EPHITH
N5, AROFERETIE 1 AOPEEZH 1 I2> X 80 F&5T,
R 5 S AMEORWEE 2T o 72720, ERTaRy b &
DX FEE G T 2R T VEE L Lo bELD
ns.

52 1—YORMNSENHBROIRICSEZ Z5E
10 25, AEEHRGEAICK 1 OFEAME E V3L OB S

ZBWTHYHEEPRON o7z, Lo L, NARS 2%

BT 5L, BHEOKIEIZB VT NARS 5055 WAE (H

© 2021 Information Processing Society of Japan

il 32.5 FLLE) TR EEREBLACK 1 OFFAfifE b R L%
DT SEWER (p < .1, Cliff's d = 0.177) RS
N7z, T/, WEEHEBEACK 2 OFFHEIC 2 W TId R LI
FEHEAT0.01 OKMETHIMEFE L D AEICE , FR=0 4.1.1
THRAR7FER LY EDSo72 (p=.001, Cliff’s d = 0.393).
—75, NARS 1555 - RAS 15355 & x5hfkfeaiek 2 oFFAlifE
EOOIZHOIEOMMENR SNz, 21, EHEEDEE
LFEFFIIE Ry PRENEE - NLEDTHNL—F DT )
WCEVREDD B LT L. SOk [25] 1F, TP —
Vv FNOMIZHEEY Y v TOH Y, [Z—FHSPEHY
WCHVAAR I =V 2 Y FADFIC L > T, T—V x>
FADOFIRAZEL L TWE | ERRTWE, FEFr v 7
(Adapatation Gap) &1&, [Z—FHPT—T x> ML
THIR LB L ERDA ¥ T2 a v IZBVWTa—
MU 7-RREED# | [25] 2189, BAR v N EENEELH
WHEBRE IE TRy b ORBRENOHIREMN 7280, FERRIZT
Ry PR FICHEE L 2 K L2 2 & C, 3P EW
POHMHEMEL TH Ry b & Oxtahfkack o m £ -
72wz b,

IEDOENGFFMIZ OV T, BHEOKEIZB W TOATER
B USSR L DA B ICE o7, BHE LT, &
W LSRR DR & IR E D D F D RO o
7B W EE R SN S, ABFE LIS EREHRICES
T2, V2 AF v —REEHE R EOFESHEBRIFM LT
A8 2 varsh,. 2F0), WEESINE IR LR
EENICE D B ) IEFEERE A L THFICIET 5.
L2L, SR0OFEBRTIIERBELEORY bOAL ¥ T
v a YIIBITBIEEHEEHRDPIEE D hh o0, B
FIHR LR O ol b ERZ 5N,

—J7, FEHEOKEICZBWT, AR —E D HiF
AL EWEEIIOR Y FHARYIZH GO F VT
ANDRE) DGO HEL oz, ZRUF LT, #R
LFFEDIE ) SHERE 12 TRV T 5, B LHE UAF
LEFoTWA] U ARG 272720, LI 5 3
Ehol b FET L.

DB XY, WEEE OB LIS Rk sackom b e

¢

i

i

HEAMEE IR RO D 1), FFICHE LEREOHED T L
HBALHENDORRPBAEZE TH D 2 AR SNz, 72,

L—HORMEEEICAND E, TRy N EENEE - A
AL DL — I LT, M LR AR
KOMEIZ X ) WRITH2 LR SN 5512,
i & AR AR O B R O TE ORI AR &7 & &
b, AL OX R (1] 1R S ¥, 6 o1 E i A
LUy N ORI BT BRSO LIS bR D D &
EZHbND.

Tl

779



BEAIEF =R NEE Vol.62 No.2 772-781 (Feb. 2021)

6. bV

AREFE T ANBIFE L OMEE T — /8 2 2 FJH LTl L5
EORMEEEEL, uRy MIXAWEEREITo 1.
ZORER, Bk LEFEOR S, Huk LISEE O & lF o
EE V) 3OO0 E YOI L. 72, Ao
Ry N OSENHEIWERE OB X O EEkE R 12
H52BMEZWSNPIZL, TRy bADORE - GEREE
AERVHEERE 1T & SRERI ORI R F 5 L AURE &
N7z, wfkic, ABEXEEE Ry FoXEEcBWTh, &
SEHERRCR 2 LS A O HEEEEO DL LWV F
BEOEREDRIE SN, aKy FOSHEMHFICL > T
I —FOxEEkBRCR DS L L, BN ARA v 85223
YR I NG,

SHOMEL LT, 2—FouRy MK 5 SENGFE
DB A AR SRR O@EY 2 % 4 3 v 7
YW UL LA - TS, F70, BN a5k
B R AN DRI DN T IS BRIV ETH 5.
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