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s Azde A% A AdH
@8 298 ol 43 ERAA 3 A4

*
Z A 2 LA M "o

—

Aztietn AFHST  Eoldn AFHTGR  AZdsm AFE

W3t AlzEle] g 71E A7E ASA2ES 918 A7 s @4 ojslel AL E
A7E U & Utk AxE Ax $A46A 23 A% fAgE Ad 24L T2 ¢l
t}. &t 0 RSl Aox g e BHAY 5 glon thord Fee tils Ae
37 ol"tk Tale] AFME EACD A7) Teplanbased modeho] ATHAE
g, o] Rde B iz} 722 R (modelingT F oM, T @AM ALgA
27 2g0] slssith sAT AgrIw 2L 7] HAV oldn A8AQ B Al2d
FZo oA AlzEl e A 9% AEAL mdze] o] uje oPy) HE
of AgAxElo o] Heo| A Gt B AFE o A muo] FAHL B
2 A4AQ e} Al2Ele T3] Ydtd, AlxE $HE g B9l gz AP |43
AE(discourse stackyS A Z7]ut 3}l 2dd) AL&3o g FEHQ SHE Y 4 Ue
MES 7S A Bt |

FHO| © Tt AIAG], BB A, Tish B2AX, AL|e 2

* o] ATEBHE RIALY Ador F9ste 247 ZEH ATRTARICR)E
AEAY A52R 1&g dBos FH=F T | |

t @AAzE 195, Fotgta AFE T}, AFA 2ok AdolAe, HA
E-mail: yjko@dau.ackr |
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A &
Azke Aol o) gstel FEAEL e AHNN TLAY hekdidoguo®] B
BEE G e ALAAT WS S AN g At 4
e B3 L o]F 7—]0] 7}-%} ;(}01/\21—;— AT ‘%“ﬂ olz} & 4 Ut mA

N

tae Azt 71 Aol GAAE S0 A83] 98 A7t AP n glon
A2 AA BRI AHE 7He P W3t AlzEldidogue system)ol] th A7 B
8] o] 2oiA L ik AT AAZ H5AE EP2M AAo)natural language)S
Apgele] B4 S SRR sl Z2ade i Axdolg s tiE A
2lo] e Esol2RT $5:¢ ol fE Adot /KR Sl F4dexibiliy)
3 8 A(succinctness), T3 a(expressweness)—-ol L4517 WFo|t)
gist Alzdle dgsle Edd we Ay 33 AR AT F o 4L
F3Pch A} tg A2Ee AMgsld B4 AYL S35k 99 dske
APstn eba 223 HEE FPA 3 U] SKeask-oriented dialogue)ﬂ- 33, AHE
A7) 9% Wt APAw A 10 S R YES o) Sinformation
seeking dialogue)g} 3T} Q17ke] tiglolle AYA|F st AR P5 dials} A
Hoj glom FrAcR Wl B FelS zheth ozt AAHS A B
A AHEE] FelME old 2R dee tiss M7 & 4 glojof k. w=d
AA B30 thE A2RE g dHoz Hgo] Jhsstn AeAA Y
F9 FHL Fojo} B0, 0FE A4 T & Yk AU T2 Basid
B A7eE i 2 2Ae WEAIY S8 98 293 AL 2y
< o] &3 Uz} A2ElS Ageitt AYr|u mele e 93 @S He &
T o, AF F2E Ze 4959 M= Y de 2dHo] 73t
AT A7 e tg B4 AAE olsfstenl $HL 7] WEA Az
JA A5E 5o ulE Hesrlde BT 894 So) ol BE A
AE 23 itk B A7 Atske it Axdde A 29 3%
& RAFRA AAINA F52E vd2A A2 BHE S Pul] &
29 s} Ay g 28e A 2do Fesle P T2 SHR
9 A 71ME Agkei SR
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¢ Aol o] A7 Hee ¥uA 7&,_‘8}31 AT Gl =
FH ¥ol7t gAY dA5E & e FHel distd A& dEAe
HEZIE ZeGoript-based mode)el] #eF A7 itk o E AT EolRE
SRSt thFe disk @45 AR 93 digt 2l 23 3
o A7 2d2 9 Eopo] dEAQ AFelm A7 AEHA A7t A
Y= ot | f

ATole BEVINE Rde =5t 4 e o Anet A #e 39
Ao FAHES AHAstels WHET A=H2 Slth

ATJZIET|HE st ndl

22U/ 24 33 258 A1 42 4 9 ER02 A
& 4 IE= DTN(dialogue transition network) 228 ARg-3}31 Lk FA 71k
& R d(form-based dialogue model)o]] AFE-EITH1]. DINZ DL tf 5}-4 e oF A 0]
H3 & WEN T2 FHG AZT 5 e AR B3 gl 72
S e P
o5 YEAZ WA HolE Bl o|FoiAT o] AL wwA HA}
A3 A $4ct webd o] Rde gsbt sta, 3t 43T FHE
P 298 WY & S 2l a7 IR AV
&R 722 A7) dEd Ao dAE 4 e 940l DolAls o
°]4]/d(portability) FEZH -3 Hr}.

AL mEe 1%—% 9] 39 (action) 2 HE] /i}%xm A3}

rir

9
o
o
i
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(plan recognition)3l= RO|th AMER} U -Sbeliehe] il wa} thekdt FEo| 71w
StaL M I Nrecipe)?] E-&o2 EAJ @3 725 49T F Ut
- Kautz9} Allen[2}2 Al¥ ©]E(plan theory)*g— Hgo2 gl A g3 AF <
2 2de] 7uke AYect. 215 A Q4d e W3 =YL 93 £F
(discourse leve)Z} A T(domain leve) 0.2 FESHT 215 Z4zte] #=4H 3
HAERE F& A st @3l £F dolAM A8 AF 88(deep speech
acye ot Wz AREALY] A AEHIE  wkgste AMEALY A 92 FEF
o} o] A A Ez|(plan-tree)Z FHHM dlte] AR} dske] Ao wha}
O A8 EZE AT 5 Jok et AF Yol 1 JAHE M =2 A
Bote AYEY A¥S Hadste AYez Awsta Yok

Lambertf4}{S}= Bt} B33 @3 72& Add ¢ I=E g3 57 49
T Atolddl EA-81E FF(problem-solving leve)S F7Ftth EA 6H @ T
F7VE2 2R Lamberte 7 7l 0|49l A8z WElyt ME ARGE 7H F L
M FTFH FHd F3E 5 e B2 ARSI T3 g3l XA #HE
dAF e FIKe e oS BE3e @8l 128 Ze dgE it RdE A
AT 7 o RA2HA 4] 52 J28 F A wh

Kautz8t Allen, 12131 Lambert= QIZR-71A19] tistE Bdld] Zlo] opdz Ik
Ate] digtE AW + e Bdde #Hd 2- S WFAUT} AT Elled6]
9} Chu-Carrol{ 781> AF&-Ake] thsl BA-Z QA3 FAlol| o]d Redte Alx
d $9 A4 2EE AT ol AMHEAY 5A Q14S 43 A Ege

&3l Al2" A8 EZE AASIL propose-evaluate- modify cycde?-2 E3 Al A
g = AT o] Bde F 9 A EYE B3 AFERMS} AlxE9] A
HE 5@z fAT 4 dth mebA st Zojziztel A2 o E x| 29] A
& Rd¥E & 5 jlon 49 FEo] dojt Bg LAY & e FA v
(negotiation dialogue)®| 2|7} 7}g3dttt. HZ Allen[912 AlE7|8E Rd-& ARS8}
Staol 7hedt Alagle Adsth AT o] AlAElE FEsE 54 e

DAY A4E AT d3h IY A4 2 34
) A A2 A0 SEY o Alade) A ANGL BTE B3 AR
o Beg WsNlE LB B3 ' -
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3leks mestn ik

A7 Bd S Fzolo) AL AFEE SN0, eF:AM) 28w FY
81219 @97 dok FHEAY At AT LS 3Hd ol AEE A
g7k mdg Ataidon eFAe] dFdA e dToldA FA e} HHedt
2dE AAAT 293 d7e A AT dElr EFFE(mixed-initiative)
thatol] As S/ Bl A SHa Alage ¢ S AT F JE V]
He TIAACH

BE7\g 2

71&2] i3 Aa"lEe] S4 14 AlzElzke] Ado] Al® HHA 7 AlxH
59 OF A% BAEC] AN, AaY 253 4R HeUE T4
Azt FE7 2dg 3 H2 PHEC] A=H L Tt Royl131E MDPMarcov
Decision Process)& ©]8-3t] tislojr dojd & e 47 BE AHE 297
st AA He7t g AHE AHojd FEL 5T o= HtE APshe Y
2 AR 1, Singh{14}2 7338} r<i(Reinforcement Learning)S AFE-8te] AF£x}<]
- Heward S B3l Alz®l] oiz} Ak g vrie e A o
HHES I3 Add dHES FAF & dn, FAEY 68 g5she Aol
BA317] WEof obH7HA A B H8EL - Wodn & 5 Sl

A SHAS AT A vd

A7 2R o AgEE thE Alxe de Adste g Ay AY
ets AR g5 date $Ad 28T 5 glolok 3 ABAA h3t PE 2
Folof ek =g Y o] shsstn 4, #ad 8ol F2E A B
4714 A B3t slgel@ AxRlo] A} WAHY BAE RHEA
FUGE AR A3 BA4E Fohlo] Ad2d e YBte T & de AT%S

2= A% Te
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B2 Ao AHexte] AZAQA BAE 3] Hal AT 2ds A
gtk A S8 BN AR dzke FY AF F2 AE Y5 A%
37} S AFPHA T QA7) dstivhs e F£Eo dEvt A4 A
oltt. Wt AFr|wt md g 43} o] EPE Foln I9 AT RA
#elo] g0l AU TRE ZRE AA && WA AP 3 AlxF B
A A . | |

~»

a3 1. ®MA AAR 2AT

@® volM B v} go] Akt Ay molN o3t BelAdiaogue
mansgen® THE U3 AL AHEEl] ALgRte) BHE Adetn AA el
N Mg AEE SRE d¥she 9ge s, A8 4 S A B
2 2Ag wgos Jlsd Uk RE A% 2AS AY Ed 2 e
A% golelele AY A0 BoE AY A4S AFea slow, 4d o
B AAl AHEA Auig AAA S At wH 2= A1gAs
Nzdel g3 F2E AT dat Belde da A U 93 29 &
$3ic '
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A& E&E(Plan Representation)

11

lo

Al 914 (plan recognition)S Y3 A|2le 2 AlgElE ARATFES T3] ¢
314 Allen[2]0] A|AIZH AlY o] B recipeB el WY S xRt} It
2 FAFGHIE 2. $3E A8 28 S5 A¥olSplan name), A
Z(constraint), A A ZA(precondition), MF-PY (decomposition), FIHeffect), 1231 5
A(goa) 0.2 oiXTh AFolEL AYY Tt HH AARAEL AT A
o] Mex7] $jgted Wt=EA] Q3 2UES Vet AYRdS @A A=€
AYES o|F7] Y3t dlddol e 2AEH, AR A AYY 3
AZEEA o] 39 AgEc] 5 wEofmt A4 e Ago]l U5
e A Afo] HEHAUE W HEA] Fo] He BAloW FHL T AE
o] BtF HUS W o] HIE FWd= HA €t

_&m
0
&:L

prwondﬂmn
n : eat (U, medicine), drink (U, water)
effect ; caten m, medicine)

I3 2. AlE xAe| B

et AlzEloA AeAte] gg BAE d4ste AL UEE FgHoR 13
 Wtedl oM mil¢ Fasith & dTe AR B4 1A s e 2e
A AY ZIE& ARSI & AlARlM e AREAR] 23 A die e &
N FA3Ee AY QY J¥oz AHgIth o] M AFE &0 EH(predicate
representation) aé} o2 Wglsld A3 214 A ¥A dAle dHoz AlfH=H
3}8) EA(speech act analysis)ol] 71¥HE T3 QT

Ag Aol A WA dAle @3 FEdiscourse leve)?] FBS ATk HE}
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F2E BN Ushts 348 289 Aoz dwdez A Aduendy
pan®] S 7122 AYPHISHIGL A€ BW ART WE, WHH 5
S 53} 2e g AL Ta del 420 U g TR $Ee 24
G ot E, B8 42 AY A4 SAIE Q7 Aol 9 AY ol o
A e FdT Afoz ddsy] At 7239 Al¥(eg obtain-info-request))EE
FPEG 5 WA AY 94 BAL 99 SFdomuin lewds] FES A2 Sk
Y L Y Y BEHE ZE AYES T 99 2= 99
YHETo] o AFANE DY P2 e ERT FE PAE FE
& 4 glolok ¥k 9 Sz AY A4 WAAE FEAes 22 A5
RE AN Eclphn w0 AR 1213 03 BeRE AF GoluelelE 3
zold A4Y FEFES 2AYT. 2e F2AN A A4 BAINS FE

SY AL

b Inoreqesi(U, S, gt (5, U, cupi0i)
decompaosition :
request (U, 8, get (8, U, cuplfl)
answer (8, U, action())

request (U, S, get (S, U, cup101)) (U, S, get (S, U, eupl01))

request (U, S, get (S, U, cuplo1)) answer (8, U, get (8, U, cuplt))

O3 3. FEE AE E2|9 of
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LMD B/ that AIAS 98t AE Q1AL Ha AHS 0|83 BINRI S MY

THLE SIHAIZY AF ojFo] FHAYY AFAN TFH lew et
FEOZ Ao "3t FEAM dd FFoR F2 e @8l 59 AF
o] AiKgoa)7} FF w5 AFY HA 244 FH= A5l 7Hed -’F‘-%-.E’..
2 gt (3" 39 dE B F29 e AMEY 7 £F oA F

< AT 7IeHo Jon, @3 FELEREH 99 FELEY -—’?‘—%T_.—
‘obtain-info-request()’ 2] A ZKgoal)7} ‘knowreq(U, get(S, U, cuplO1) o|3L o] ZAur} o
A ol AY golByEQl ‘ge)'d) AAZHA EFE O oA F:80) 7hedt

S dollM AF A4Ax Agetol B2 E AFgEte] AMEAF Ao I 7}
T FE ANE dofdie S HAth B HANE AT A4ANGA Ao
A FEAAE AHSSI A28 39S At e ANet

(38 3dA AREAL Yol dE 8 dHde 72 vreizinh 3 HA 3
2 Ade AL 878 g9d disly 49 5o 99 FAY gedU, S,
cplOy7H] 2EF Rolm oA AHeAT AR aFe AN AT
qRo Bue Ho Gk SAT Wk ASA et A2 AN A
o) AaAd 2AE AeHF + Qolok Boh WA B3 BAAE AY FE o
g B3 YA ‘drinkU, water) - ‘eat-medicine(Uy 7}A] FEF AANES
Aol W} 3R qF “drink(U, water) &2 ‘eat-medicine(U) 7FA| F&E3F AHELS A~
2ol Fhssitha B9 22 Fdolr) fEe] PuT AHEAe 2Hoz ¥ 4
ATk meb Asde elus Aee B SEA0E SR B Held
o

A7t a3} "V‘Eé] SH= Al Al 2 @?01]*1% 24
A Fistet FoistE SRl AP 5 e B3 29 72 AYIH. F
tste AHEAte E2o tiate] A|Adlo] WWEA SHE F e 7§-r°ﬂ 8l 5t
= Aoy Fdste A4 fAste E9E Hold F4Ad dgE uiditt o
FE ARAY] B3 & Aladgo] As] it F5¢ JEE 878 it
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Rzt sjgaln) Alz" el walE old SR -

Nz" SRS A4S A% 78 29 g4ide Uy gor] FEHoR
zd9] 714 4o Qe Weol Axdl $H A% 1 e dgsie] X218
318 AT - :

g3l 28 24773

1 sepl: AFERRS] X5 FAE A% | | .

2. wp2: HSEE FEHHI} EAFH FG ol AEE 28 AHFY

O iz} #Hejxl= AFEAE YH glo[Belale] & & #&51 FHTHE
Fold g9 ol FE TAHE FE |

@ ¥ #Ql d&Fe] §Ho] FFoH 2 5 FF djet §g gl
& A& AHA S |

@ ¥Y B9 e SHo] RFoJH oS A ¥ F9 FES JY.

3. wep3: MEEH GG A g oA] TSR] B A RelEo] ExfePH 2 2
& Bolets AEES AF | -
4. a1 A] A FE U go] T} FHol A w 71R] seep2 9} segp3 E HHE:

N

= 3 =4
ra

(198 H= "3l 280 AYPHE FH S AT oot tst BHAE “A F
ZEA kel 2 YslE JEo=E WgkE v seplol] 93l AMERMY] S BF,
S gl FHe JHHL7E Yike A-Hge, S cplO)E A A3TE A Q4
M7 AHEAY] B3 B3 Qo AFEAQY EL wA7] 93 HE VHALeE A
Hdrink(U, waten))9} 2k 7] A3l FHo] QT 7 -Heat-medicineU)E FEL T
AT weEbd st Ajabs stepo| A AMEAPZL o] WS BEE F AAR oW
FAES 7R H3E A=A E e Asid 99 2] AES P He
g ol& #HalA @3t 283 A8t o] o g3l A" AR¥HE A7 w5
83, ol ARH e ¢ et &ir} Agggrz Fu g9Ho|n X eF
A LIHE A8 Aot 3t 28 AAHe oAe AHA 2dE9
A3z HE 2% Hed AHA 2die Auale A dolHe el ARH] )
o} =EA ALg3HE o9 Afols AlA"E AREAE S HE AIRE A
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LA S/ i3t AIABIS I8t AT QAT EH} A2 0&3 BIIKOl ST My

4 2dYE B9 Yn dw, @A AHEAZ} oFE W Aol “%g =AY
FU7R O AgEE 49 ¥ FRo] 289 4 9o AFES o J& 49
of thgt &9l & F(domain-confirm-question(S, U, eat-medicine(U)))ol thall AH&A7F 7
Roz S o A 99 9 AR Zo] 28 AFZHAD tE 49 &
A AREL (A 99 297 o] FAo AAHD AL B FHE S
H ool sigsEe d9E1AES waskA

98] 4. s ARl 220 0f(1) 21 5. cis Ash 22| 6)(2)

Step3ll Al thal A= AA) AHE AHEAL B2 (eat-medicine(U)ol] THEt Al €<l
A SrEYR] e A ZA(constraint)o] YL A-Folv ARRAA Bl AT
ARE Y 5 Utk @8 39 dolA Al¥(drink(U,water)e] A|Fzgdof HH
“fill-in(cup101, water)’ 7} S{lﬂ- = Ao 50] 9lojol B& mladl 4 gthes 7ot
Aol Bo] gl A% (¥ 59 ol 93} 2go) 27 21 Afd g AE
(Al 8L AL7erE Yold A%zdd U wng audes A
9,15}

P

(:L%l 6, 1_% 7).
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—

X|Dpe, H19H H|25

O8 6. "3 A= #29| 0f(3)

obtain-info-reqest(U, S, get (S, U, cup161))
U, S, get (S, U, cuplol)
waoer 6,0, sony T

: g

request (U, 8, get (S, U, cupl01)) || smswer (8, U get (5, U, eapibl))

U, JiRae, S ¥ MU

ag 7. 2dE AlE Eg

71E A2dle &9 2l vw

B eRoA AN ¢9 44 mde uo guAd $9S AN daA
grlikel f2 e 2 Arske Roln EY st 28le) E44 FPHoz
2 Az v@st vl$ olgt aEe B ddHe ua e A
& el 7129 BT ofE Holdo] x ESYY ZWAN ofd o]Ho] g
EAE o2 BN AET UL oASL ALgAT} g Holok sHe Azt
A 7 deree 24¢ s A48 dE o) A9t @ D Y1EY A
A FEA A2 wate] o2 BA AR} o Byl e e dat
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ZAR S / TSt AIARIS 9I5t HE QIAITH Hat ABIS 03 SUIEQ ST M

B EAE vetela Ratod, ALSAVE 8AE Y RIS 242 ST AE
olth. o] A% AHgAE 7 AL M RASfelok se] Alzde 4 Y =
% A AN Fdelok ) dEel A HFEL WS ol B
o] ¥tk -

(o 1)
AMERY - F 7HA okt
A 2" TR ssY T
AR B 7EA 9fokA].
Az B 7P gE YT
AHEAL - oF% 71A 9

- Al2E o ZEA gk T

@ 2NE Axdo] G AEA AAS FAFoRA A28 Fro 7
9 A Gk o 24 AEAE A2l AR deld 1ud suwoz °

o) w319 Fejo) s AWF 5 ok iz WEAGHE A A
2ElE 21 Aol mat st B A 5AQ 23S AAlsIo 2 H Hu} R
A<l talr} Pk

(ol 2)

AREAL 7 7EA 9

Al2El s ekg BAlE Y7k
AHEAE - 1.

A28l ol B AS7he2
AFEAE - el

Nz AT ke AR SEUD
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OIX|T}3t M19H H|2&

= o

318X =olglRo] F8l TF(discourse leve)e] hSlFE @3l Ao &L
01X A MHadjacency pain®] W& w7 F83HA AMEETE A7|A AF Ao
o A |, HE T e 53 2L Ug AS deiy uist 2doM e
23l $3o s Jdstm AAs] 93 FHoE ALgEH @3 2gdAE
g Fo7t UEE AA AAEpE AJA7IE 23] A3 FEH22 AMEH
o 2 d7oMe drde ez AMgHE o ENARE 1749 33
(1715 w2 AAsved o5 e A AL a7 g3 A4S £48t
o The <E 1>3 o] 3712 f3Fo 2 YT

¥ 1. tiSAE|E St S¥e| A 7Y =R

3 3
LA 3 ask-ref, ask-if, ask-confirm, offer, suggest, request
9 73 accept, answer, reject, acknowledge

GEAE 5 opening, introducing-oneself, correct, inform, expressive, promise, closing

4 &

B =re A1 5ase A J1esM 9Fsn e te As
A2 Sleld AA 24 BANN AL led B3P DHANE AP B 5 9

OWNE AnY TS AW WHRDE AA Stk AYD Azde AY
Rz g3t 28 ¢ o 85900 dg i) AkE Aol 4R BEHA ¢
2alg 48 @ 4 deAd el AEsan B9, 7120 AxdEse) 3
43l 8 88 71Z 20l 53 Aol Mg oz A4 AP
WRle] AR AzEle Abgae] sl WEE AA 9%, F 49 AR
220] b5 WU ANGT S 284 ARAE FUL 4 dE T2

n‘.\l

ah rlr
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£ Algtsisitth. AR AR whE-E tist Alxdle] SAY AFEQ Hobt v
£ olf@z FHol vlm thA tidt Axdlo] AR Wi AR Hrl A8

¥l A =FHo| I Folt} dz FF AR FUE Ul e A
EH°E T NS B THY B ARE ANY F YT A2 T
FF QTR A2E H7PEY =907 B, A2 999 bt BEg &
O3S o|AdE FUHATIAL 9T dzt mdo] W FEE B HA
#elo] §&2Q And F29 3 2d e ustast sk
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Using Plan Recognition and a Discourse Stack for

Effective Response Generation in a Dialogue System

Sangwoo Kang Youngjoong Ko Jungyun Seo

Sogang University Dong-A University Sogang University

The existing studies of a dialogue system can be classified into two major parts. One is
a study for a practical system, and the other is a study to understand a principal of
dialogue phenomena. The former focuses on robustness in real environment for dialogue
systems. However, it cannot guarantee its performance in complicated dialogue environment.
The latter has studied as the plan-based model typically. It has strong points that it can
reflect complex dialogue phenomena and can infer user's intention in various situations.
However, an initial design of this model is so complicated, and it is difficult for this
model to be extended to the interaction model for response generation in a practical
dialogue system. This paper proposes a new dialogue modeling using plan recognition and

a discourse stack to effectively generate response in a practical dialogue system.

Keywords : dialogue system, response gemeration, dialogue manager, plan-based model
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