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Fig.1 Overview of the system.
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Table 1 Category name and training dataset.
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meeting 44
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chance
estimate 14
contract 7%
lost 5244
hopeless hopeless 1694
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Table 2 Result of evaluation experiment 1 .
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chase 53/76 contract 0/3
meeting 0/2 lost 6/26
design 0/1 hopeless 65/83
estimate 0/1
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Table 3 Redefinition category.
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Table 4 Result of evaluation experiment I
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chase 65/78 lost 9/26
agreement 1/5 hopeless 61/83
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Fig.2 Input value for each reply.
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Fig.3 Maximum value for each questions.
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Fig.4 Average value of gradients for each question.
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