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Q dF Y& ot o] & FH $9HE EF& G sieiol B
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B dgols] ARENINoE Bk a2, <2 9L deieig
ot k2 A 27 ok, ol e gotE LG ¢ ¥
At 2ol dasch GBA ZiAEGe] o] ERFEE NI
27] S = FRARE WaR Orh Use 43D UJe @
QA& 7hA D ARSI @olvt. o)of X =goA= HHEY
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1. M&

A EdL HA(speaker) ) &4 df(spoken dialogue)# ¥
Hox wot H&{hearer)7t Al Aoz £4 UG 444
s 29§ 0. AERG Q292 AN, £4049%
AAEY, A YR I o e THAEG. o B AV X ES
44 A AN £38 93 dols Vel E A%E
Hgnt Gt &, oy g WP ¥l

AN AN G A]ARE YNAA ZAN 71 4]
2930 o g& )pio] 2 7UE[1,2,3] ¢4 Ao A
¥ sjot 5 FW{context)o|} 9 B 2R (dialogue model) AL }
7ha¢) A &la Melg Rae voh T AFEAE AU VA
Mo Al aota] 2 PS = ALY g 2TRT Aolth

AN, 43 Y(multiple input) & RNelT 5 slojof v} &
494 A= YU o Hrhs] $uHE §F0] obd SRR 7}
7 o2 FRERE AABA Wtk 2o, 71ANY A a9
M= o2 Qolael ANE ol gl olF 5 &S F3& U
sol VeAg 4 Rejof Bt

A, AANAN T BUY 22 SAW 3] old AR Eo] ¥
%9 gaoly gy §3o) 33 AMPET. A fANY
A2 g(interaction) ol ¥ o] RA|7] AA@o] WOl 4%
of wp2t g2 B-Eol A#slo] it Re, UL FFAYo|
avisiel, o §o] To WA AL 8T 22ee, B 8T
4G 4o 278G

AR, AYRE EAOIT. AFRY A29E FRD VGO
A7t ARk QA7 R Melsioter ek BaA), S1AY
o AlAYE P RRT YRAMCIA Sl D Gesn 18
9 AWl ojol .

#s] AAggAA o & N vbsk o], BN JIAVG AN =
Hiist go] et §4 S E AN U] Ao ¥ roE
25 9 &, EWo} APYY T ol 43 ARPE &)
A9 XEEE #70d © 3ojo} gk X =g gdR 2
& ¥U ANEY AsiE FA =2 § TR ol Fo] G
ot AR qep YA AH-E F AR B 7@
2. o) tdG S dYce O -9 AgA J[AVA
Al AR1,2] 3 W@EEY 2@ A At

LE a3p BP4UN P21 A TR MAGE HC AN 7|4
of B AT YR ¢ & AUS)
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Speech Recognition
|
1]

Language
Analysis

centence

Generation

Discourse Analysis
Module c

Input : Expectation - R R AL
R T for

}.__._— dialogue 3

Recognizer

aorwro |
~enox [

a8 1 A9 AR
2. A2l
21 A2 M

2 AN 1A} A2 & Aot 4 (language analysis) B#
3} @318 4 (disconrse analysis) 2&, 24 (generation) 2§
IRFoR P4 UG B =i 2 YHIY 2R A8
Ze Ao, ol Uy FY§ ¥ 2oj2 YnjEdR o
5 RRAYRG o] §3e] FoAAE A VY. HaAgY P
A] Edlo) =] o] o Fof G A AHHE.

(2% 1]& A4 BGAAYS] PY3 GHAY 2@ AT
Ae YR 2D AoIth FHAHL oY Gt Y BHoE
Ne| GolA= g Ao AT & (expectation) FL& %
sof et F4 7 &VHE Bs) S0l A siA B oy
Qa7 RAESH UL Jof 4T FA AR Ny, AH
A U A FAAYG $& ALUch oA HPoAA T
2UY EA, 93 A4 NelEel 2V

2.2 o3 o2

CLCERE CRLER-ZEL ESTRITEEE R XL S
WS 4P A A [ 2 dSABA AT ¥
H728 SARY ol FoAA A AL AT UES
3% 3 A8 2R(dialogue model) A 7} AT

(1) [24] W, eedYIct.

(2) [2A) 54 492 AL @ &2 JLdR.
(3) [29] <12 gol Pasjddsa?

(4) {(a4] 4JIW)8.

(5) [(EW] Y@#IR?

(6) (z4] A,

(7) [2N] e A9A SAUAT?

(8) (2A] $IFIUL.

M1 FYEY Y VEME HIF =Y SAS-11H 12)

Utterance-1 »>» Greeting

terance-2 >> Request : reserve-room
™ Utterance-3 >> Ask-Ref : kind_of-room
[~ Utterance-4 >> Answer-Ref : Single
tjjuerance—s >> Request-Canfirm : Single
tterance-6 >> Confirm

* Utterance-7 »>> Ask-Ref : customer-name

™ Utterance-8 >> Answer-Ret | Hong-Gil-Dong

a¥ 2 A%z

3. Ggied

& FotAl= g9 52 o] A preceding dialogue) 28] #
VY (relationship) & P B27] ¢ YA i 2|32, o)
}3 & $#4 2013 dB-72(dialogue structure) 3 Ao 2§ A
etA G AR ol Aefeted A4 f-8514 2000 90
ol ¥4 FPL JFL Gol A7 o] & o] #]{dialogue
undersianding) 29 [5,10]3%. §A1% 2301}, 28}, A &%)
Aol 2RE ALY AR A FAAQ ) ¥ W QPJ o
BTGl J 57 = oJUT 3 Bk B =gRM = 2 IANY
9 YA RPE = HAUAA e B0 e
& AHERE

3.1 AR

AR 24zhe] Wb A7 Ao x 8= v #(content) 9]
of olui®t VEF XGHD A2 ¥ ¢ U Y= O F
#1st B2 g{interaction) BPAM A2W $ Ao} =g,
o2t @ 9= 2}2}s] YRS #A(relation), & U TE B
A= 22V VR S AT B 2 ANE o[ @8R}
2 3o, g8 2 F R E XA Aol

s Request-Action : A7 AalAA oD Y4 § 273
T RSl 278 FH = YOy oz Bl W o R
Fop AWE Aoich. o] Y $HoR A2 BT B9
& 942 At
(2] ¢ Kepin A=2dR.

ARAA o FEE 27 ¥
flolth. 279 AR YBALE YYRA§ FP=R @
2% BRI Uk YA of Ut Ue] 2578 YR FAF
85t B}, Ask-Refs} Ask-1f A8 %Y 9 1.

[24) 4329 7§Z0| ROIJUMN?

¢ Request-Confirm : 4d¥s! Wl 4§ §Q¢t2x ¢

o AHg¥ct. agoe, HA5%3AL i 4 o ¢S

e Ask-Information :
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A5 EGAMS] ARA ARG E A EHA9} F& o8

YR g AFsiA 9.

[Zd] 9 ALl JuUA? (ask-ref)
[24&] 54 49$ . (answer-ref)
(29] 59 1QLYR? (request-action)

Answer-Question : Request-Information ¥4 )™
278 Fo. & A#st= Yol Answer-Refst Answer-
If7} sick.

(]} 4T o] REHFA7? (ask-ref)

[2A] Y@Bo2 FHR. (answer-ref)

Give-Information : 94RJYF FTUY YR F WA

A AFHE Uhold
(29} =89 P2 53,000%204C}.

Confirm : Request-Confirmet ¢t A34§ ¢2i= Y
olg}.

[24] 549 402 T& Y 49 YaHo

|24 549 492827 (request-confirm)

[24] A (confirm)

Sl BFW vis) Aol 2 YHTL X3 BRI L AR
ZE NGHA Wk a2z ot AL o &3 EHEe
& T8 YR Ak #9) AL o § RYS) U} oA
2 preceding dialogue) st ojoj ¢ HA(relationship) & 7}
bl gt fohA) F¥2e ol R + 94

91

%92

#93

FolR Wt olHe| Wk WA(task)A BAA
A duss Apont. |, gl dAg8 HLag ¢
Fo7] T AN A23F AFSAY o] 2T Y
EE AR E gfolt}. olEUS] BAE: 9ARYE
uid st A Ak, Request-Action, Ask-Information,
Give Information®] ¢}2] ¢ #9¥<4 X¢Ad. a2
E, ol $9 H4RA§ JAL o= AF Ry
F93U JYZAF(s] [P & TAHA Bd.

o]As] g 7K¥(request type) WHol AY¢ STF
@(response type) WEE An|¥c} Ace o
HolA Zzke] g8 B(pair) & ol ¥A Bt &, &
A7t 7R WSHE 3 AR ZRE olof P
SGHYY YR IARG (R 1]& o[ FTS BAR
EQ¢ Aotk Answer-Ref, Answer-H, Confirm ¥
o] ¥¢¥ .

Foj W g7} oAt Y SA il BRY§ 1A
T A¢oivh ol2e] YHYE& IR FRY &
238 A4} ol Pk Request-Confirm,
Request-Clarification ¥ o] #9¥1 ®guc},

_&2-

Request Type Response Type
Regquest-Action Accept-Action
Regquest-Confirm | Confirm
Ask-Ref Answer-Ref
Ask-If Answer-If

E 1l US%3L &R

ol @37t U T R § FIAE Aoe A4 44
A gYMor st 200 Ak €L FE )23 YRR,
& E9old gAANAS BAYE FAs Wk B A2
M= AN(plan) 27)5H§ o] 48o] BV e} ol BAA
R (discourse plan)ol2} 89}, &L 1 F ¢ A& 22 2|

header : request_action(Sp, Hr, Action, Plan)}
decomp : surface_request(Sp, Hr, Action)
constr : want(Sp, Action),
step(Action, Plan}
effect : next(Action, Plan)
3.2 i3 o8

Add. Info.
SubDialogue

Inform
Reject

Inform
Reject

Request
Type

Conbrn
SebMralogue

Confimn
- SublNalogue

a9 3 dss 28

BN GG v ol B 2TRY L] W) £HRYS
U7} B (pair) & ol FE Aol Y¥AG. &, Si30} ol B
# 275 s 279 I AFHE VAL #A =9, o
T sy A3 JTEYd P FPHA A a2, o F W
S ¢4 Al A vehbE AL ohd, RF /Y st o]
of Y £¢ Aojet= R Poia) Y gol HEH e ¢
Ak

X7t olW JuE 7N JF& A& ¥ HE %=
2 A8 s AL ol A¢ E5ee 27D I AFH= 2
o] gratgl Aolvh. 22 ofd A RE AFAE $9E T Al
o o3 P& AN AR Aeick. AN THES AJR ¢



gh& |, 2= AN o) UOHE 19T A Ak 94 A
A7+ 3% #1349 G ol XU 2= 2 UE§ B
A IR A7 YO YR & A R Aol HELE AR
& 298 oMY HelJE WFo] AR U L& T Y
AR §e7] 84 ¥ AEE WRE = FS & A
A HY A (sub-dialogue) 7} HEH S e 4 et of
§® 270 RF 9RHAL W wEL £ ¢ ¢ 2 Aotk
29 3= o3P ue] VA § A BRI wReo]
SUY @ Roltt &, Aol SR LT A& 2P¥H A
o2 YN ES: Bxe] RERA L RG] AN

3.3 goaxw

®3 293y (goal-oriented) A e} oty WP it @
d(domain)d Q¥ (42 Y49 <ol PR o2, &
37 AL Beted {FEHA AHRE 4 ek dfRrx
A4AGo] RARE FR(structure) F WI%7] ol &
ERAAE rdctda FEY A4 g AN{plan) W AsIYE
£ °1 88+ FAHA

FA49L 47 99RA§ olF7] HQ AF &, FA/4
o AVEDS| BAst 4 A/Ad AdE] A sielA
¢f(semantic constraint)& XY A 1Y 4 AP}
9 ¢ APor A0 BE Yol MYA A=A A 24
7} 4ot A ol R TH: HerHE RS TR, A1
71 Fot lg& XeP2 Al

Permancnt Memary

.

e s e

: slot ¢ i constraint

Y 4 F9N4 9

3.4 XgE @03

(O¥ 5] &3 YA RS A2 x i GE 4 g2
F& L3 Aot BEE A= AHA Y (IAAY, EXA")F
W s Rx(dialogue flow diagram), W, FA=]{context
tree)7} AHE VT YW o e Adojld sl JAY sin|Na
FE 2ok SN o, 2 ARG AWF FREL By
#A 9. AWNE F5 AU, St ds 28T PotA

MU H ZYPY Y UBMA M2 L BY(M SAS-11T 1R)

INPUT : . SEM-REP

. STATE-STACK
. DISC-STACK

. PLAN-LIBRARY

. CONTEXT-TREE

O h W -

OUTPUT : 1. Discourse and Donmain Goal
. STATE~STACK
. DISC-STACK

. CONTEXT-TREE

B WN -

PROCEDURE :
1. transforn{SEM-REP, SPEECH-ACT)
2. Current-State <- top(STATE-STACK)
3. DISC-GOAL <- posaible Discourse Goal
in Current State
3.1 decomp(DISC~GUAL) = SPEECH-ACT
3.2 test conmtr{DISC-GGAL)
3.3 execute effect(DISC-GOAL)
4. If Step 3 puccess, the process NHext Dialogue
else GOTO Step 3

3% 5 8 ¢uE

WA e A E(state pumber in dialogue flow diagram)@
Aeted ool Rty o[ WY NG F o} AE B 3
= BHRA% A% Aok FAEe(context tree) = A 37t
A Aol & il A A AAF G, FEAYL G
&3 gk

oA, AolfYr|lery YYBAA & gojx Y
i ved. 999 Yody JFe D 1M HEEdee
wEdag. HR9aed FRRYHN 4L, F(modal) & DA
ot Aj¥k. 9A 2= AAst YR § 29 (STATE-
STACK) 2288 71 2A Bt o oA W4 4o}
A 2bp @ $8%3(DISC-GOAL) & B2 of ga} $4¢
A4 sy 2AS FASYA VR EHRAE PN @
A 3.1°1M 3.32 o] P& 7T Ak, AA, A FFs 8
§(SPEECH-ACT)e] %3499 %253 Decomp) 3 9118
of ¢tch. ¥, BRA RS 239 (Constraints) § H&F o} T}
YA ® o] GARAANT AP 29| 9o A% (domain plan} £
= g9 (Context) 33| TUA & JAISHA Wk A7 V&Y
2% 3A 3.344 92 AN J3H(Effects) F +H8HA
o, o] GAAAR A WA G FA YfS] AR XY
Vigsa 2 R8 f2s] S FHf A e Gk 2 37
43A22 FE5A UL GAFFA A AR NEHA =,
Rl 4l § B el BA 3= Fobt UA 9 AdRA Jbyr
T G&) GARA& JINstA BA 30] AI G AR PL #Y
& QA A,

ol AF0 uist o BobA NS =W(constraints) ¥4
= Y9 da do] KR} AIFIA H dd R} A
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ASEGNM] DHA NAYRE KY FAY Fa% 0%

g E3 FRF oW BUHE A=A JAA B 3
S} FARYA AR L o] DAAN FRA}, o[, A= 99
AR 38 FA L G5 Y.

Header-Action Rule

U A7 B35} S|zt RaAd FERfR ARl
o &, @3 i8o] A¥s] Header s} QR A 0]
o 9E2 2 A AYAY3} 44N & YRl ¢
Sfolo.

-y ggone W shHE Aoz AL

- “AFEol e kg RART AFYG.
Precondition-Action Rule

WGghA &0 AN AN GG F¥olct

- ‘2. W] AFIUAT”

g et Y ol ¥ A Aojof gt me
A NP Sl JERTGD, AE A At
yudz ¥ ¢ A9

Decomposition-Action Rule

R ol AR FEEFAF A= Aol

- Hold B g WA

- 4ol R EQ AP

A9 gt FPAGR HE FR¥EFoE o ¢
#7} Qe ol AYAL U] AR IR A 5 S
.

w3 1

742

43

4. F99 13018

FAFAL AW 0T AR oA 2 AR AR AYL
2 ERIA§ ¥ TUE=(context tree) § F &M AV &
¥olu AYE XU U7} WA 4= TR R woln} o
o A gisl A% AR P YXEE AT LA

(1) {2d) 5§ Y= 4% € 32 d2de,
(2) (29] 9B Po| gaiidga?

(3) [272] Y4IE0)R.

(4) (2] HIER?

(5) (24] «.

NAA (1) ¢HE A5 Aol e 2] 4d 2 state-
14A) A13HAT},  state-1fA| 713 SRR 2 2= request-
action ¥ request-information, give-informatione] k. o
A request-actiono] FAIWEL. BH¥o) request Yol 2xE TA
3.1& A2 ¥ &8 3.2004 request-actionet d ¥ &
BALs] =782 wani(Speaker,Action), step(Action,Plan}
& JAA ¥ 2W0] ojokg VD E AL AL ARWR
&2 & step{Action,Plan) & 279 €47} 44 F2A 5 ¥ P

-4 -

Utierance |

Top
request -act ion
:_reserve -room L>Ulterance-1

discourse stack

state stack coniext

29 6 WAy 34

thewrance-2

Top
> Utterance-1
L_Utterance-2

| ecpaest. add - inf
: get room

request action
poreserve- room

Jiourse suck suie suack contexl

297 guYY A2

=X d4argck. 2y, 9 qgs 27) e & Q)
T 99AS(Plan) o] £33 gt oA, K7D S4s &
UL FAAYY reserve-room§ PRE X YRJez A R
o A%E, 9 3344 @eRAe] @829(DISCSTACK)
o} A2 AP state-290] 2o APHPG. ForodoAd ¢
S &g AW o) F= oba) 2TW FH 9 2P ¥4} o}
R HAHA F317] ALA o] fot o= iy M) e
Yae Aot [IW 6] BHEY AAE XA Aol

P2 (2) (28] o Yol PRHFNALT" o] AHAE state-
204 A|adc). A Ao ZhE W RHER] FE Wilof
2|3 g$MEH A o ¥R &, request-confirm, request-
information €28 8] 2983, DA 344 2 A request-confirm
ol AHAT} e, o] M= (1) ishel i HA0.§ P=
o] olduz €A Ka4= (1) YA 3 W3] AR 713
82 BN Vel 4d 3o e v A 9. o 2 & request-
information o] FAPALY. o] HPAA 4§ =] PRV %
¥ AYFRA AV XL 873> Wote 4B R (2)
3} (3)2 JEY sub-dialogue o] 22 T 3344 = A1) 4]
state 3§ 29| FAHAA, 4 2& sub-dialogue § H T J ¥,
& 899 925 A (request-information) 3 state-2§ ¥t ¢
® 2t} (push operation). o[ A4 Aol WY 2LFFH7} &
ESA & Aot U (2)sh (3)0) AUR F o)z (3)4
Ua ol Feol = AN TUALE ¢ At APy 5+ 217
A goic} (29 7)& WE(2)AA] s BHE4 FFolt

¥ Aol ANAE B2 Yool sl M=l (29 8|8
WSH1)-(5)0 AT A AL ¥R Aol

WA TSSO A= AWl U 8o H2jel AE RAT IR
FES )98 & rEs AR Qolvke FHoE AT AFL
FA%. 28y, 7 8A ok 5] BRHENE B4 Lol UBP
= A%y gl d Nejsted A S22 AH4Y £ R



Top
Utterance-$
Utterance-1
contsrm Uherance-2
: single
Utterance:-3
rasponse
: single teranca-4
request -actior
I Teserve-rocm ﬂﬁ'l’ame-s
discourse stack sty stack context

Y 8 @R g3
I, AR YLEF A GIUY Y §of o} 44 2 A& Aol
5. g&=

€ TR AFFAANS qASRA (AN RY et o
A71a) BAREE AR, ol F EARE AP Se g
& HRENE B BUG TANY) HE A EH oo oY
A AgEod & SluAe] s AFHAT. SRLLE By
oz A pdoledA Bo] ATFH & AL SR dBein
71984 AHRifch. 28y, )& 2L QA2 R IAEAY
2 457k WL oY & Yo St ol 1AM YAN L FS{
FEE 4 ¥ et Bt 244 AAEEE Fae
AN 2gd. YRE o BRe e G PUYo Fu, o
£l F& AN R4S pAuct.

dge 2 YT Q84§ 1R AL 2B BRE
Hoj YRule] ZWo] FE FAW A% o ¥l uMel TN ¥R
€ $A§ %) 4 R, HEPAL A4 WAID A AYR A
& AL AT AL A4 Faskh nebd, 2EE Aas
A PARR, SIS} Aol wieh YRW EWE 27 UL 4 2
 GY8 47 $o LEAAL WolT.
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