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X FEZRTT SR, DOESMEEARRIEEA AR, Withdm ARt T Acbrid #e
PHIIX 2 MR E BRIEZ AR R 2N Tl SRS RARRSCELE A=A, FELLHRAL T %
T H AR RUTR S SR A IS0 B, DGR AR T A AR RS PR R P A SC R AT T 0
WIS, AEE ISR ROSERE b, 0T T DB S TR A T SRS EZ MR R, UL
FMLSTL I Z IR AR, WO IIE L RS PR A T s, i He i AL E 2
AT HAMAELS:: BHL SR AT S BATIN ) B MR, (BT AR ARSCHE, IX S RS A&

BRARL LRI o

REEwE: AROE; B BT ZEE
hESEKS: HOL7, TP3

AMAZH (HCD FRFIE SR T H B LB B bl ey
AN ERE Z RN EIET N, BANA6E
HEAHAN—FEE S EE. AN & — M &
ZANERHA AR F AR, W T ) L
A — e A g R BRI AN R — 25 W 2 A
BIEARFIT %, KPR T — MBS SR R 7%k,
NI 7 A — B 3 T

MR CE G R S8 (Spoken Dialog System) il
HE— SRk — R R TR A &R R D L A
By R E A e B AR LA T 5 2R R 75 35
B35 10 ELIE BE B AR AL BRI L B TR 5 2% CanBRATTIN 5 4
AE IR FARE S ¥R Cn—2e 5 1 & al
BHE SRR o RS AR A B SR,
B HEE S IR R A RER RATELRN
BB, OF R S B AREE YONERE, EE A
PRI S S RS B SR ESTER SN
FH I, BT A8 AHLAZ B 2R 40 ) FH i LA i) oA
BT MR SEE B, R HAE S5
FAT A SRR A RIEHORER, Nntem AR5
1 “INE” BES. AHAFARIN RN AE NER A —FEH A

e F RN AIRE T, REREER N RIEAT HAR AT,
WUE NS N Z B FUIHE E 4R

I 25 4F LISRE b X} HCI FER BT TAYRIIR R,
LbhnffiE SMARTKOM I H i 2 22 45 256 1% 2 40 1 o
Ez 9.

AHFFUH HARBIUE RS = AN, BT ss bR 8
P S IBRHERIRERIBN R, BRI 2L

FEGTH: EHEK )OS BB H (2006AA012138):

39

BRIEME T RIEN KR,

Rl P P T R A 2 PR 4% FLBOT I T
%, NG TSR Talking Head S5 58 o P57 45 ke
KT R IRZ .

FRRHSE B BhAG T ARG 45 16 RBEAT THESE,
[ N RS — R A B FR T R A4k, eAT]
FIRAE—YEAF o L0 T o T s Bl — Tl 1 11
A, BHREE I A RS, T H A A Rk
L o AR TS RO R A AR ok, SR
FRAEMER RN, (H T A BRRSB 2AlRAR T A=
81, BRI AR R T 3B 0 . A e i
TR RERREBR A N RS UL B S IR A, ok
PO R B S (1) 5 AT AT

SCI6)AR 5 BT A 7% S e il i TE S A
L300, 1T 93%MF R IE HiE(E R, XL 38% i
REFERE, 1T 55% e 18 ok [ A A5 HAth Jy sUAR Ik 1

TR HHLR N AT A TE & A AT T 50
FER[2)[3], MR T i85 1k 5 5 N AL R e AR 4k
(SCHENE, LETE MR AR SERE 1, Bk
LR IR KRR 25, DASEEL AT R AN
o

FWPURERGE LRLE THREMENFELL
(Helen Meng) #4%, %} M3 (mobile, multi-modal L %
multilingual) THEREATIIS, TFRT ZET ERS,
WA AL BN E RS

SCIAPBEE A3k FAEBMZIE (visua beats)
5 B P A RURIHAT T, RILBLUE AT BURH AR



215 R TR ] 2 1™ S5 1, 4510 35 v 3 R T 4
KSR # (hiz 3 (visual beats) 5 SALAAS B . SCi6 &
I, HFRFR visua beats 2 [WF W WAHCNE, KA
FEAE—ANTTALE visual beats TIN5, X A T T Sk ik
HE—, 25 E R A D visua beats, 2 {fbA]
BRAENRNA visual beats 1] FL A visual beats (1] BE .

A IR B FO RIS ) JE B2 S A S PR s
BEMFERRERR, HELFEFRD,

SIS IIAE TS, Bl iES iJo {5
Wi (EPs) FUEM W (FPs) MIS<MZEAMATHIF . b
AT ZEZS IR A5 T6T B 23 4 T A RF simple holds(SHs: T
T #%A B E) R fr+F augmented holds (AHs:
FlHFHRMEME « WL SHHES B EPs I FPs
BRI TR) AN B3 A 5 LA B2 SHs T AHS I 1) FAN 5053 A1
RIN EPs 1 SHs. FPs il Ahs 2 i) 9EH —%, EIt, SHs
A LUK Y B A SR A 1 1E 3 J 08 A TR T, 170 AHS 6 A
REENMBRG S ERIEERITE S L H5m
RIS o WARRIEBA VDY) RAG8Sy, BREE AR,
TEER X EFEARANE, ALk LEIAS T (BT
AETES, 2485 34EMiAE 140 , AR
BRfffiE. BbAl, AbATDUER B0 E S B S AL bR
TR — RS, WA HE SRR A3 A [ e e o
pilibEA i

SC[7)%F Catchment FRAFFEELHIT T HEAI /40, XA

RUARAR T A E: F—, ZSHSERARH P EHRM
WIS B2 M 7EE R 35, ARIBESZ ME R
SEERERA . HRARSSPNANF, Catchment H51E
TR VR AE AR A 73, A4S AT SUREAS W A1 0 1 )
A2 AT Bl o

L [8] 5} 22 B A () N ZRATE 0 B S B 2 T8 1) %
RUAT TS E, A5 manipulative Ll
semaphoric W, FIFEH EEEHINES, BTk
T A ER R IR SR 2 N3P ORI, 58 A HR T
ARTASEFH B s A ) B S B B A M F T E A R
Gio HIE, MATHI HCl ZRE0THE R AR TG TE X DY 28
A, MH - EAEE A SIS R.

BATDR B UG PV R PR AT T — 28T, RIR
NAEAS ik At o K A T 2 AN AR S, sl iE
FEEE, BHEFEEE. BEMEN%, [17, 19]

AT E PSRRI ST, RILE A B4 TR IR Rl
HY% (K. TSRS FRESPMESIH R RS
SKAFF AR, 17 ] Py B S T S A R T o R IA 6
Fo FTLAAWIIUN H 2R R DGE DB b B i &
AR MBS RIB R R BRI, FEITRRAR
GRS RIEMN KR, BFRIE RGO BA LR {5 B
LTI, BRRIEGEE L RR, BERIEMH
LMK R. BERBABEIEERIENK R, KBS
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FIEFNER AN R G . AU A fE S R A
Gk TR S B S AR AR IR Z IR I R AR WL o

1 BEE5FEFEEIESIRE

VUG R[]I 80 PR AT — S S, B H B E
HIRER AT, S ADERIS PO S AH . A BRI A K
WAXFME B IEIOC R, A LR WA %
AHARBFERRARNGER . ARCNE 3T BB
.

1) TR B4 HH 16 (free imagery hypothesis), XN
WA RHESE H TAERIZX B A . B8N
PR T RIS U, B A — 2 ST 2 e A
Mo BRETLME, MAEETES AR
(prelinguisticlly), RBl51HFMRIETL K.

HNANALESET TAEX ARG, (1152
AR B R AR I 3 7 AR R A T 1
AEREFRE, [12JEDHESALERE , (13 TE S A AENE R
B S BT T A e o P RIOUL s AT R 2 Ak A2
RERIES FW A BT 2 A= 2EW. Hk, 76
KIEHBIBON N, BRXE BRI A ZE S Rk
A5 R o

2) IV 1E X PHE (Iexical semantics hypothesis), X/
BRI A A A B T X .
W, SC[4]4R AR A — L T AL ) SCRFAE, 1]
TEAL T2 50 R A SURFAE A1, AT A8 SURFATE
REVR AR, Hi52, EIBAIS R RAE S
TR BN, W EA S, AEX EFA
LRI P R R AT IR B ST 2 5 P AR I

P A, 1) 1 25 A 51 R S Y 00 ) 0 557 A A 25 b I
IR DR AL AENRIE, #DI s wan i
VL S VTS SR B 2338 I IR AN 20 JL T
FiGTR A RIANE BT R R .

3) LB it (interface hypothesis)ih b A £ HiEE
Y () 4k 2 (A L [RVE = AR . A8 T (interface) %
B 28 IA]-18 3 #55 (spatio-motoric representation), B[l
BNEAE SRR (a5 B LABIE R R R, 1307 8] -2 Bl I 4
LHBMATE. Pk, SRR, RSO
8]-38 B AH A PR AT G (ARG 55 24 1), T HL6H
TS ] Re A S5 BT Ak . [15, 16]

SRIBCFIS AL TV XS RIE RIS R LS IR

o BB AR R A SUR B YR E KT 53 oh—
BEE R TCRRBYOE . RIKFIR I, FH RIS

AT HE AR BRI AR G 2 (R -18 B P IC [ A
R EER, XA AN L [ It LA 3 ok
RIEH o

P 1R ORI R ) T RS AR . XA
B R W T SRR I N RO TR E K, A
LS I RS IGAE TR 5 500
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Levelts 155 7= AR A6 200 55 L0 J2% (1) B 1) Ak 28 DA e
BTG AR TG A 5, R A 2B R A B
P #6245 1l iy L6 TE, EFR A pre-verbal message, % A\ T
AEEE . B E AR pre-verbal message M & &
PERAS ZATICI, A0 — AR Ak AR R
4T B hr(make-up).

WA, Levelt [ b B b R4y, H—
ANy KA R K12 E (Communication Planner), kK
PR B (Communicative Intention) , 158k Levelt
LI MK] (Macro-planning) #HIE K Dfie. BIRHE
fif 8 FIRAF B RIEAF B &350 0T LA R I RIS 4
PIEEAT N Bk, e RIS ERIER
FIE B AL TN B &40 2% F (Conceptualizer) /2 Ruiter
[12] 15 RBE R o 35 3B oy A5 B 7= A 34 B (Message
Generator), 5 Levelt M HEI (Micro-planning) #H
[ (BP % A F A be H LA R A = A2, %
proposition &K k)

AR ) = R 2

1) A2 K2 B i e RIS AR AS (7 2X)  AHAN I
BHAMENEGRIEGFR.

2)— /NN AL BN T LA 7 TR 52 1Y

AR TR e B = A 1 AE b i

fo) 25 - AE G R B S 24 [ A AR5 AR 3 95 114 B A A K
(Action Schemata) ;

O)JE A AAL B BIMF 7= A % B IR 2R I

XUERI IR e BN, PH—AFEEAR
B LA, AR UL I A A 58 442 FN A8 B
W TTHRBL AR Y, T — A ARSI I T D i
AL (Action Generator) ™ A= .

MG B~ H HEEr~FR B2, UEEX
A6 B IRAT R AR B 2 A AEAE R IR {5 RS T
AR AV 55 T A B ] B P IS o A Y
.

IRV ¥

313
g-ﬁ
E&

’ A
! A
—r— xiitdga [\ {2582
bt o 3 1
A !" % f
A

f]

[af%e8 J—> eoxes |

—

®E i
Bl BT OB s S S A = A A

RS L 0 R s BB A B 4
 ERIYS A B ST DA 15 CL R
PR E R L KR, BEOAE WL G AR
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FISE A Z AN AAORNE, BOAIE SR IR A B L T 5 R 8
AP AR

2 iEf

TR AR BN & R AR 4 B gy HIW
PUATRN )22 (00, R S T R 2 A 8 W e
T L NE . X 4 BARSSCAR o 50 CRUG )
(mabin: BTV-3, ZARK#E, KK 260s), (& ANED
(mingren: BTV-5, 4 A&, K 160s), (it A ) (people:
RUR DAL, B = AAT, I 749)F1 GRZEW]D (ain: i
JE PR, SO KPR, B 1499),

3 ZRTEERE

TH e U 2 AR RSB A 2
ANy, A ES RARE AR E B B, BIES K
AT A SR I T R AR AR AR
. JHE. SWER. T8, k3. MR Emge.
L1 IEEFMESREERTE

BE¥HEERFEERXANIESTBRRERSR
SAMPA-C &) EprI: 245 C-ToBI, MAMERR: DiE
MERE S, EESENIE. DRI IED)
fieo [17, 18] & BObrvE 3 Ehryd & A= B R At
AR F IR E E RS . LA R =%
A5, B REBEEECE AR MAP). B
(MIP) LK #5437 (WORDYIA Ft 5 % 13 235 (ST) R ARid: T
PIL, BRIE IR Y “37 RGBS “27

FUE 8 3 8 R IE T I RIS S e =
58, X AT T AR,

3.2 FEBEhERRE

AR PR IR A S AR 23 18] (AT A 1 b i TR A A
F S M bRE . RS LRSS T X 4. Bl
(IR 59 42— AR MRS, AE— AN BRIV FE Py AT
PLBATFH 1 o O T R e 3 R 1 B A sl AT S
fF, EESMERRMRERAS “07, “17, “27, “3”
HEATHREE
EX 1

FN1E 4> %1 i (action division point): A T-LEMMEN1E
(RS R A 23 O — 2 B AR B — [ — A B E . 11
2 VE ) L2 LAt A1 [ FF 2 R0 8 o0 DAk A 3 4 1) 4 1
Mo —HBNE R LB (AN S AU R BRI 2 A
BIE A IE SRR BRI G — IR AR — B it ) g
RAET PA W S A b R e A A 2 B W )
i, tedn, FRIRARRAET A, FHigshiymkE
T AR (FERIE A OFELEN).

EX 2

R G (visual element): LARTJG A shAF 40 #1054

T — BT AT B G



R FEA T BB R A BUBE SE Ealihe F RT3
AN, bRidh €07 FEPETEN FRS A T A 2
(G BASREM L) Fra— BN ), A IX B 1) Py SE 4R
ARFE RSB Mg R R IS R A, JF R
IR, BRIk “17. T A e — Bt
5] YA LR T AR s ), T IR AR K, ARl
€27, FEPECEES N FAH L PoRtE g, sim R
K, BEHWHERK, RiEFL bidh “37
3.3 kEBanfEfRiE

XoF SRR AR A 8 FERI S SCATR
B Sk(nod)NOD

SLEEB A AR, BRI RS RS B
R X, —FRRARFEN Ak, A AR
—ANRZkizsl, AREWMEIRGN E; 5—M2iash
ERTHT, SRJEWRI B R GG A X BRI AR T LA
i, wLUE—, WAl LR L LIRE M.

B %) (shake)SHA

LB ST &K T, R . ATLUNA B #
ENALH, WA LA R T 18 . il DUg— ke LIk
HEHEMIZH),

B L AR T ) (Side-turn) STN

2 RIEEFHUE FIMINEIS AT, 3R T B0,
DIIAAE R T AR Wi R B O R T R,
SLE T BV SO 1 S SR IIE S .
A LA B FIE S (R 1 & Lhigtg, F Hae—
BRI A ML IE 5)), thn LA T L ) A2
AT
B E(thinking) THI

NAE 2 B SR A S A B 1, RSk —BLRT
ek ) - — B ).

B BRI 00 RAH OC I B 1 (social)SOC

— e R R P DG . bhdn A 2R 1R R Ak
SR S, B IR T R I A R B
B N, fr2EH301E(complex) COM

AN T A b U2 0 S 358 1 58 1) 8 A 7 I R o —
%,

ZREAE BAREAT T ANVIL, [10]/8] 2 ZFRE R .
M EEIF 1~4 2 %A, 5~13 EWESAEEFER
bR T HZ, P& PY, 6% TURN, % ST, ¥
i WORD, (XEHRMIE MIP, FEHMAIE MAP,
HITE S MIS, G IIfEZ FUNC.
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K 2 Fridzs

4 EBRREAXNEBFTHXREZ
4.1 BEFMNERMKFR

MEFESTHLMMRRSNT, BRESLSEHNE
PSSR = A e s N DR EP PN G RN
A9 PR T AR 59 W 5 1 T2
& X 3:

M. % TL, T2, =, Tnnh <5 €
{HEAD,EY EBROW,HAND,BODY,ST}, 3 Ti A1 Tj(i,
JEN, i, j<5, i) P ¥ H TR N )l b 5 B )
F, WX 2N HICHE, 1E/E(VALUE,, VALUER).

ASC RV Y BUPRELT 174 MHKKR,
(HNEDY BRI T 84 MEGKR, GBAME) B
$RINT 53/ MHRK R, CRFEMYBUTHRIT 88 MHEK
KR

DA ST Ry dehrife, #3317 1 1% HAND 1 ST
AN BRI 3 AR A B AT 1
X 1ST=3, 2810, FH(HAND=0~3)[) 51

HAND FHRA L U EE %
AR st st ST ST ST ST
=3 =2 =0 =3 =2 =0

3 121 63 24 593 4810 37.50

2 34 42 25 16.7 3210 39.10
1 22 17 15 10.8 13.00 23.40
0 27 9 24 132  6.80
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Kl 3 FH-THA RN

SEIOAF RN ML R FEFE AR W T s LUITE T80 N1
/] —A™ ST R AN 43 BE AR A B Rlgtapanpe e
ST WIKEUE X 3. 2. 0; HAND K%k 3. 2. 1. 0.

59.3% 16.7% 10.8% 13.2%
Rl =| 48.1% 32.1% 13.0% 6.8%
37.5% 39.1% 23.4% O

LI HAND AMEOh 5 BHIBER AT Rouanpsto
et HAND fKIKHUE S 3, 2, 1, 0, ST KR 3,
2, 0.
582% 337% 40.7% 750%
R2q o =| 303% 416% 315% 250%

115% 247% 278% O

Pearson Correlation Ziilfifs i, EEHRMNSF
1 K /S 35 U0 A0 5% (P=0.03), M Rlgrapano A
R2srxpanp P LA HAH52 e 2 ) 1) 7 255 0 I 48 K % 1
Eala e e R S N Y R N EEE A Tt ]
B

AR R[4 AT A, ot 2 il A —
SE A ANE BNE BoRFAWr o EIE-E B . 1 ESER
ISR — DU T, ZE B R/ 5 15 B 1 1y
R IR R ARG
4.2 JEMMESFEAHENKFR

WS 3 HHATYRE, UAHMEY R 3 2. ArLl
HAND, ST FI HEAD Z [8][fJHH 2% FH (VALUE,anD»
VALUEsr, VALUEpeap)®on. 1R ILE Z 50, S
A 3ANESM VALUE=0 £7n. £ 2 4% ST=3 I},
SKEREAE I BB T RGN g 2 s (ir=
e

% 2ST=3 1%, HEAD ¥t/ Aii

HAND 73 Mk AN MR
EN bt #
3 19 45.2% 121
2 8 19.0% 34
1&0 15 35.8% 49

AT LU FEB T, kS ST A iE S f SR s —
E MERBY R LR o IR0 A TS B A 1
bR 328, 8 HAND=1 fil HAND=0 )-8 —3%, 7k
HFHAHEH, HAND=2 Jy—2&, HAND=3 h—3%,
X2 RHETH A

M 3 0] LA B HIE S AN SR G AL R T 1
Horth. 4R WT: 157% (19/121) < 235% (8/34)
<30.6% (15/49). R[Sk 2))1E % & i v ik L i 2 T34
R IBEARITIGE N, Skfis 3 F1 T o i A Bh R ik
FEH AN
4.3 LREFEHHERIKFE

BRI Tk SRR — DB 53 TS R R s
AR, RIS HREE XA BAE 2 B ARl W 2 A AN B e
S TE] s THE A PRSI ) 5 S A B s i 22
B, & pk left {EA right {6, WK 4 FiR. XK, &—
NG E AT —A Left (R — right {8, 2R )5 7
B left {EAA right fEHAENMRIE—A, IS0 1ES %
AHXF I, A —2H o SXAEAE BRI N 0 B s AN SCZE AR B
(ORAET
Bl 5 & MiaTh AR E A S (MAP)D A X R 1eft
B A right BRI B B 6 2 MMl A2 IR R T
(MIPYId L % B () 1eft {EA right R . B 7 224
FYHEL AR 3 (WORDY I F IR 6 1) left {EA right
R . BT LLEH, 4 B 1eft R0 right
 f 3 R X — B . JF B o R R 22 A
(ANOVAYKYEE KW, 75 MAP )2, 4 BLlsif right {2
1A BEAT 2 M 25 5 (P>0.05), 4 BV left (5,
A F—BRMEMmB 2z EEEER
(P<0.05), HAh& B [B%A B3 2 57 (P>0.05). JiH
FTA N eftEFI T right {52 [ % 8% 1 22 7:(P>0.05).
£ MIP ZFf1 WORD JZ2, &UifEa BEEE=S
(P>0.05),

£ Annotation: HLE. anvil

E oo |nn 01 |nn 02 o003
| I

EYEBROW

HAND 2 2 1

BOOY

W [ ABRAT-EEE TAERERT . 8. X
Py '
RN [ | H
; T 1 :
WPORTFRAAT [yworp |1 ] T

sil sil|1 gil |1 sl |1

MIP 2 il sil| 2 sil |2 sl |2

Mep |3 il gil (3 sl [3

MIS

FURE | expressOpinion Conf &)

Kl 4 FkrE K




AREM e R —4—mabin-left
—8— ningren-left
4 people-left
5 ain-left
o
g2 2 i
o —_.....w-""i
0 —,mwm-_v_v_vyyj"-""
1 10 20 30 10 50 0 0
ikl st
LMy i ent AR —4—mabin-right
—S—mingren-right
people-right
qin-right
5,
i
=1
Mo R T
1 10 20 30 40 50 [} T
ikl

K 5 MAP LT left i (). rightf (F) K

4B e PR —+—nabin-left
—®—nineren-left
e peopla-laft
m gin-left
§os M T
R PR ”@-—"'r ‘
1 10 0 1] 40 30 [i1] T0
i AR
4B i ent A
1
b
s
0 Bt
1 10 20 30 40 50 60 To
ikl 3

K 6 MIPILY left {8 (). right{H CF) #xE

AL e st B R E —#—nabin-left
—8—ningren-left
05 people-left
o o4 aincleft
0.3
o ] Wadid
T ww’"‘f’r PPOY i
o b
1 10 20 30 40 30 &0
MIEAT SN
BRI A i et R

1 10 0 k] 40 50 60
L3

K 7WORD i1 7 left f (L), right i () KK

JTCA R LA HH PR 2548

1. 4 Bt MAP. MIP. WORD L5 -85 [8] 1)
KRB — 2.

2. bR RGN —EEAS B TIRLF I AIE
Pearson Correlation ZiiH & #: MAP, MIP, WORD
BB T 5 B0 4 3] s A DS AR 4 (P=0.00) .
X 4:

— 5k AR ) S A A HE N T T
B Left {EAN right {1 T 3ME, WX EIRRIE T —
k.

MAP LA T left fEAT right {E344E 4 0.391s.
SAFEAR A AP RISk 213 4. EIR
FIEE1FH] T 65.7%(213/324) 11— & . MIP L5 i
£ left {EA right {39145 0.171s, KEHHETE Z 155
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T 61.19%(198/324) [ — %K. WORD i1 i left (i
A oright (MM A 0Alls. W iEWEH DT
56.9%(181/318, A ANEUIK /D AL BT S AR IR 2 1
HRI) ) — 5K

MM EARE , WIS FMERZ AR
FRM: . B EIERIREE BN S TR A A
1 — B s, BRI RS F LA M — B
B XA FIGAIE T AT TG 5 5 A= AR B R i
WA T F 5 BN AW 7 )-8 3 e v SR A
TERIMZE 3

BNAES B ORI AL AN 2 58X R IF, IX A5G IE
TIMERE S MR TE AR, RSB, FH
G L Xof I ) 5 5 Ak 3R ) R T A2 1 P R AR A (R
TR

5 K&

ASCHEH T —ER SRS, HA HROE K
BT T hRiE.

XA R AARTE 45 e BT R, B Y
T2 P86 5 VB35 (1) T 0 PAAR DGR AR &, A e 0 P B
Xt I LE AR ZA A T4 o AERH T RS A — 2 (s el ig
BNE ERFAL W EES N B IEAN G S . [
RIMAETF A G AR, BB E L )i kil
51, AEM T Sk S VE R T34 RIA A5 B A ELAME

M FFES AT P BA G, B RS T4
B MIRILH TR ARG, I H—BUR b B4
FLIGIARNAR N, IF T BB EHIE S ERMSZ
AR (25 1) -1 B R L (R4 FH 0 4 RX AN 4518 - BIE S
E1) 55 S ALD T AS S A N UM A 0 A B 1 AN
AFEFIL KA . ARSI B SRR S RARIE
PAIIPS FSiN

ARSCE SR —ANRE YIRS, TR H ) — 2
SRR A RSO . 2SR RGBT b
A MISERE, I HAEARE RS ITE, — S5
T EUT R %5,
*RLHRET (R
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A Polite Study on the Relationship between Gesture and Speech | nfor ma-
tion in Chinese Spontaneous Speech

LI Aijun’, Zhang Ligang® LI Yang?, MENG Zhaopeng?, WANG Xia®

(1. Ingtitute of Linguistics, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, Beijing 100732, China; 2. Institute of Computer Science
and Technology, Tianjin University, Tianjin, 300072, China;3. Nokia Research Center, China, No. 11, Hepingli Dongjie, Bei-
jing 100013, China)

Abstract: Although there are various ways to communicate with each other for human beings, the most natural expression is
speech and gesture. In order to improve the interactive capability for human computer interaction system (HCI), this paper
makes a pilot study on the relationship between the two modalities of speech and gesture for Chinese spontaneous speech.
Firstly, the paper introduces three relevant hypotheses and a speech and gesture production model. Secondly, a multimodal
coding scheme is depicted and used for annotating four video and audio clips. Finally, the correlation between the speech
stress and the hand gesture amplitude and the correlation between the gesture boundary and prosodic boundary are statisti-
cally analyzed. The results demonstrate that the stress expression usually accompanies with stronger hand gesture while the
hand and head gestures are compensatory in this case; there is no time correspondence relation between prosodic boundary
and gesture boundary, whereas they have significant correlation. All the results support the Interface Hypothesis.

K ey words: Spontaneous speech, Gesture, Speech, Multimodal
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