BFRLEZHRIRE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

FL®HIZ

PERDXIFES AT AR TIX, VAT AR —H & e EEEENTWS 4], [5]. ZhbofioisAfl L LT,
SED L AMBHR B T DA 2 A7 P ELY A A=Y OIEEOYWHE 6], FMRTEA X T 7T 4 TR
FNTET. il LT, 2—FOEERMBO O OFHRE FULRBETOND. X, MoOEEFEE LT, i@
WOXIFHEY AT b OXFEEIE O fdift. [7], = —W & AT

A—FORLEEDLZEEAMLT DT v v b 3] B"HIT LW HEZM RS 2 BERELZIT ) & 92— &diffd

SRR —/INRDEBE LS

SEM] At Graham Neubig!  Sakriani Sakti'  FH &L it 7!

BE  EEOKFIZEICE N T, MEESNE OITEEZ 2L S5 KO ICRRBIICE & 22T 2 /56 27 4
FAFRET AT L) 2N, EAZEDL LT TE ., LVBBAIDOHL VAT LEMET L9 AT,
AT O RGE IS 5 LITEETHS. AT, AREOBREET = — 2 DHE L, FEED
BFNCEHBRT D2 BROSGHTIZON TR~ D, BRIZIE, 3 ADHRIERN 1 9 ADFIZH LT, FED

LLEZEASE L) LR NEL, MEfTaeRby ¥ 72fh L. 2L T, Zoxrff&a—
PRAIEESWT, 1) MEEERERT 2 T2 DRIFETAICOWTORT L 2) #anfad o i & & S O
BN a2 52 2RO TR AT AT o 72, ZORER, F@ETICED 21T L AL OXIEE TR IE
WEHEZRDT HOTHY, RAHEDOHED 3 0 NP FFEDOHMBEADIZODIMIETH S Z LA, 5h-
Tz, Flo, —REHEET A DRI U R EHEEIS, 7 L X v I RmRE R KD T R
NOEM LR BS ) OWEL, TN ENRHCAR R TRIR T TH L Z LW ohoT.

F—T— 8 BAREE, TN, 3RS

Construction and Analysis of a Persuasive Dialogue Corpus

Abstract: Persuasive dialogue systems, systems which are not passive actors, but actually try to change
the thoughts of actions of dialogue participants, have gained some interest in recent dialogue literature. In
order to construct more effective persuasive dialogue systems, it is important to understand how the system’s
human counterparts perform persuasion. In this paper, we describe the construction of a corpus of persua-
sive dialogues between real humans, and an analysis of the factors that contribute to the persuasiveness
of the speaker. Specifically, we collect dialogue between 3 professional salespeople and 19 subjects, where
the salesperson is trying to convince a customer to buy a particular product. We annotate dialogue acts
of the collected corpus, and based on this annotated corpus, perform an analysis of factors that influence
persuasion. The results of the analysis indicate that most common dialog acts are information exchange, and
about 30% of the persuader’s utterances are argumentation with framing aiming at making listener select
a particular alternative. Finally, we perform a regression analysis of factors contributing to the satisfaction
of the customer and persuasive power of the salesperson. We find that factors derived from dialogue acts
are particularly effective predictor of satisfaction, and factors regarding framing are particularly effective
predictors of persuasive power.

Keywords: Persuasive dialogue, Corpus construction, Corpus Analysis
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