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Abstract

In natural language dialogue, people assume that each dialogue participant has mutual
beliefs with another participant. In fact, they are just assumptions of each one and their
plausibility will dynamically change according to a progress of dialogue. The author formerly
proposed a model for interpreting ambiguous sentences by dynamic change of preferences among
assumptions. In this paper, we applied the model to belief revision in a dialogue with a similar
method that describes change of preferences among beliefs. Then, we can treat belief revision as
dynamic assignments of preferences among beliefs constructed in a dialogue not as conventional
static assignments of truth values or preferences.
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