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Nonverbal Expression in Personal Communication

— Analysis of Motion Features and Meanings by Field Observation—

Kazuo NAKAMURA, Shouji WATANABE

In order to progress multi—modal interface using nonverbal expression in personal communication, we observed and

investigated real living scene in terms of nonverbal communication.

The observed data were analyzed by multi—variate

analysis,e.g. quantification theory and clustering analysis. Owing to results of this analysis, we could extract structures of

motion features, emotional and intentional expressions in nonverbal communications.

Key words : multi—modal interface, nonverbal expression, nonverbal communication
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Table 2 Extracted linguistic expressions through questionnaire survey
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