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Abstract

An artificial rhetorical agent must be one of the essen-
tial components involved in an artificial writer. In this
paper, therefore, we discuss a possibility of realizing ar-
tificial rhetorical agents. For the purpose, we address
metaphors as a representative figure of speech, and re-
view existing computational and psychological studies on
metaphor generation. We then discuss some issues that
must be addressed to create artificial rhetorical agents.
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1. [FC&IT

/NG TR EOSUCAEMIZ D & X D Hi RS A &
DRI LEICBNT, [MZ2RBT 20721 Tidkx<,
EDEICEKETE VS ERNEMENERTH
% (Nifg « 7, 2007). L7izhi>T, NITAEEREFBL
TWL ETAAIRGHEZRMOC LDIC, R4z
TORMEETI, §bBEL NI ANI—V 2 MDY
ZENBETHAS.

FITARETIE, LM AVI—Y Y FOFEEA]
REMEIC DWW, B - STV, AN TAFEDOHBLO
eD—BE Uiz, BHCAR TR, BEOMREMN
FiED U & D TH % LM (metaphor) 2R L LT, Lt
WA RIC BT 2 e T 2Bl Licd L i, TN50
MEmZfERH Lz LT, LM AN IZ—Y 2y hOR
BIcrmd T osmzir .

2. LERRODERAZEDEN
2.1 DERER

LEMRIC BE 9 % 5 DB 2R i 7R D 2 < I Lhig 3
fRICBIT 28 DTH O, LhMgAR» 2 OREHERICHE
MY TEMRREDR Y. 215 08D RO
DIFEA LI, HRERENEIC & > THERSE NS g
OHEEDHRZEDMANEICHT 2 EDTH S (Katz,
1989; Williams-Whitney, Mio, & Whitney, 1992; Hussey

& Katz, 2006; Chiappe & Chiappe, 2007; Fainsilber &
Ortony, 1987). ] Z(F Katz (1989) Ti&, LtMgZEHOK
FEDER T INZERIC I > T % X (e.g., Chemistry is the
_ ofscience) ZHIRL T, W DO DB 5 %
RRIC A B R EE Y758 D23 IRT 28217V, #R
T & ORI DE IR E S A5 D EIRE N
RV &Rz, Tz, BEERER, HEmae), 1F
NallEaER EOMAAZERDERE NS LRI 2
EEZZTEEWESNTNS. HZIE, Chiappe &
Chiappe (2007) I FEFRLEARDORKEWVADIE S Y,
K0 EYRHRZER LT S LTS,
TNSOWZEE B b, Utsumi & Sakamoto (2015)
(& LR AE DO BIFRIC 35 72 % 3G EI A (discourse goal) O
HEOD, RO ERBGBRESE K S Nz tROEIC S
Z BB N T 5. #ahHIEE U RN G &
(explanatory purpose) & SR & (literary purpose)
DO ZRE L, SCRNEH@ZEZ A TERE N
MR DWREFDIE S Y, KBTS N Z RIS LTIy
Tix<, MEMHEDNE L, BeigdE & OFALEIMENT &
WRENTVD. i, TIAIVITEBZEBUT,
NI HRZE 2 THRZERT 2FFICiE, RIL
T OB RREE O R 2 IR IC R DIREF 721 Tld 7 <,
JEHAIN B BIETEL T2 (DX D KRS L &
%) TEEHLMIES T, TNHOREHRIE, i
OHEM (ED&K5EHNTHRESZT 200) H
e patfg &, ERORHR E L TR SEN S gk
DWHICHE 525 ZRLTWVA.

22 HEEFTIV

TR 70 —FIC KB HERIFZRICBWTE, LT
M PO LR ME D AR (LEMAR ) ICBEd 2 & DA
& AETHD (NHE, 2013; Shutova, 2015), LR
EFIVCE U TRV L DO Of%E (L - #J5, 2001;
Terai & Nakagawa, 2009; Abe, Sakamoto, & Nakagawa,
2006; Veale & Hao, 2007) BRI NS 5N TH 5.

NSO THW SN S ERAEROEE, &
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LD FFEEIAICED SHESHOFALEETR dLH & #k
J5,2001), #REHSEEETT IV (Abe et al., 2006), =a1—
Z )V 3w k7 —7 (Terai & Nakagawa, 2009), 7 =7
5 OHIFRIETS (Veale & Hao, 2007) ! 72 EDEWHH %
LOO, INEOPZRICHET B DI HRAEKE WS
RAT DA TiITHSD. WINOWFRICEBNTE, O
PEIEERIC 3507 B e AL Rl & [FIRRIC, iz VT
KHUICWOBER (Wide) & 20k (M) Z A
ELT, #YRRE2ERT 5 Lic k> TlikZz4
Y 5. BIZE, T & TELV) D T EIERE
[l VI HRNVERENZ LW HATHS.
DK RANEARAERRE NS BB E
ENFEHRERET IV (VAT L) DRI POZYME
et 2 C &id, ZOHMN GREEHEE) st ik
HEDNHETRWIDIC, HLWRHEERS. £, [t
REHDOIEFERMED Z I, FMiE (Lkzfikd %
N) DERDEC S XS RN ZIT52LETES
(DX 0, LRl Tldx < TR T g iR 7z 81
ETE5) OEFHNZNHICT HERTHS. Veale
(2015) 1%, —FFEHOY A v X —Kw b (Twitterbot) T
K E N L2 Gl L 72 R RIS OV THE L TWw
%. —DIX @MetaphorMagnet & FEE N % 5 DA%
LTz B2 7z Ry BT, £2—/H1F, W
B L HiREE (RZFOMR) 25 2 X LISERL T
ik &9 % @MetaphorMinute £\ 9 KRy FTHB. T
NHDORY FTHERSNIEREZEHOBRE LT X
(comprehensibility) %2 4 EECREEL TE H-7c & C
%, 3 DL DRz 3203 72 fEikiE @MetaphorMagnet T
2IED 75%, @MetaphorMinute T% 54%& 750, kK
EhENRONEI- . —/T, BRI NER
DFEE (novelty) DFLERRIT T > X LAEKZTT
@MetaphorMinute D& 5 WEWATR E R o7, T OR
RIFIERITRBNTH 5. AJ1& UTHIREE & Z DFE
W2 52 212 ORE SN RAERTIE, TORE
Ze B U090 7 & O — N FE R TR S
5T ERINHETHD, TUXLERMEEDSRWE
HEICE>TLESDTH 5.

3. LhMUAIVI—Y Y FOEJREM

Db Tl 7z e A B2 O BURICE DWW TE R %
L, LMV IZ—Y 2 b RET 57ICHD
AREFEE LT, Pl Th (1) AJ1, 2 KBIFE
X, Q)IERNBIFENS.

LR ANI—V Y MICBEZBXREASIOMEZ,

'Veale & Hao (2007) THRE I NGR4T A T L&, Aristotle
(http://afflatus.ucd.ie/aristotle/) £\ ZaTCREN TV 5.
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L AEREDAERRICIR 59, —fRANC SEERBLDA K
DOMETEHS. ARSHUWEOTE TELHED)
CE, SREMMRICHANTEEEROWIZTD MG
TODIE, TEZEANE L THZGAZXEN R
HBEOMNNEETH S LICERT S, FCEFS L, A
J1E UTHZ2XEEDOWHMER AIRE BB O E
(5] - BEAREIER, BEhEERY) T, SEEEROMIEN T
PNTVBLEEZ 5.

INHDOWTEE, SiEERE WS XD IFFIEERBHD
L (SWVZ) OfEE LTIAS T L EHETH
5. AiETCHEE U7z B Oz, TeBIidE L
W] 2 TN EATE ) ICAT 2 EEZ 5N 5.
UL, LRUANVI—Y Y b eRET 570120,
B3 % SRBERHOAEBEZ T TRV LR 5N D
TH»5. HIAX, NizZHET SEICtRZ VS
TkEEZDE, TERXTHEMIEBZ ERICZA
T25DTEEL, (FEOHOPICHHZR, AT
PEELZED, FETERHEIN Wb ZLRE LT
Sk 2 WEEN S TH S.

Ko T, —DODAHEMEE LTI, SRS TERBE
NI AT 5 Eele 2 SRS % /7 i am D R FE DY e B
EAHME LNE. ERIGEERD, 5 FiEREAZERT %
Wk, WEEE (Fa—75—=7) OwEklE
LTEZLDM— HlZiE, miBz A1 LT, 20
WRONEZHIHT 2 FiERHZEKT 2 AT L
(Vinyals, Toshev, Bengio, & Erhan, 2015) — A1 T
B0, HREREARETHZ0E LR,

UL, LML=y 2y bOESERME LT
AEMICEEZZOR, RAEROERE, EXSHNZ
AJ1E UTHPAH, ZNHIHED S ERAEKTH A
I, BlIZE, INROTERERDORNDOHRT, T DmH
THGAICHIR DT 20 8hH 5728, ZDHHOME
ISR Rz Tz e K57, AR D
BEXPZDOERBEPHEMICBERLTWS XS EA
LT, #@YkttzEld s 52728 DTH
%. TOXSBAERDAREICEZNG, LY b —
VY ORI RELHITZNE LNV, E5
IKE2 &, NIfEEDSDOL MY AT —Y 22 b
ZHEZBIRCE, ZTOXI HEKPEKEE 2 & AEMN
WCECB KD BANZ AL EZONE LR,

EDX S RHRIEREHNZRENENS (2) DR
My, LMIANI—Y 2V b EHELTW ETHE
BRETHS. RIETZEZTE, HLEIEAXT
KENIRETH 5. HIZIE, B2 ZEAICRAS
ttgTE, Rk (hOthld=Ea72) Lk ([HD
THIIEADELSTZD) s REEAZFTidixL,
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AR O (SOOI EBOFEAT], 1H
DRI EFELLFEARL]) , BISERIHE U TOREE
OEH (THDOFEADRICTD > THEATZD) Y6
e LTolt (THOFALENRICTD > THE
ATZ)) TR ERATBRIEANEASNS. HRERICH
I BHMIEE, Bk & IEROEWICEY 2 0F AR
%% (e.g., Roncero, Kennedy, & Smyth, 2006; Glucksberg
& Haught, 2006; Chiappe & Kennedy, 1999) 23 {7H 1
TWBRIFITHD, INHORIFERD ENz R
NEZRET BT DITIEmSBED & TAHEETH
EE-STEBETEERV. XoT, SEBOWZEHEE
TeNBdT7—<Ths.

RIBIC, HRICK > TED X S ZRIEFHIRIR, 55
MRZGEZENEMEVSHELHEOIHRITHEAT
B5T, WL OHDHIZE (Utsumi, 2005; NifF & 45,
2007) BITHNTWVELSEWVWTHS. ZTTHELNT
WAHHIREIFFICHREDHNEDTH D, EDX
SIHNZFF > T, EDX S RIFLLNAED Rz H
Wi e, EOXSERRMIENDE DM 5 X

TIKIEE->TWEY., LMYV —Y x> M EHE
9% LT, SHBOMKEDIARTH .
BE R
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