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Embodied conversational agent (ECA) development is a time-consuming and costly process that calls for knowledge in a plethora of 

different and not necessarily adjacent disciplines. Engaging in activities outside of one's core research to acquire peripheral skills can 

impede innovation and potentially restrict the outcomes within the boundaries of those acquired skills. A proposal to tackle this challenge 

is creating collaborative communities of experts from the contributing disciplines to the field of ECAs that via clearly defined roles, 

expectations and communication channels can help extend the field of ECA research.  

CCS CONCEPTS • Human-centered computing • Human computer interaction (HCI) • HCI design and evaluation methods 

Additional Keywords and Phrases: Embodied conversational agents, multimodal interaction, speech interaction, voice 

interface, multidisciplinary collaboration. 

 

1 INTRODUCTION 

The field of embodied conversational agents (ECAs) is 

multidisciplinary and constitutes a subcategory of 

conversational agents and conversational user 

interfaces. 

The term “Embodied Conversational Agent” was 

coined by Justine Cassell in 2000 and is defined as 

follows: 

“[ECAs are] computer interfaces that can hold 

up their end of the conversation, interfaces 

that realize conversational behaviors as a 

function of the demands of dialogue and as a 

function of emotion, personality, and social 

conversation” [8]  

 

 

In layman’s terms ECAs are virtual characters with 

the ability to converse with a human through verbal 

(speech) and/or non-verbal communication (text and/or 

gestures) [9].  

Previous research has identified the possibilities of 

using ECAs for tourism and culture [3,14], business 

applications [11,17,18], journalism [5], healthcare 

[12,27,28], as companions [6], as sales agents [1,7,13], 

for military training [19,23], for psychological support 

[20], for education [2, 10] and in various other roles. 

Even though recent technological advancements are 

making the development of ECAs easier and relatively 

cost effective for non- experts, it is still a complex and 

time-consuming process that demands expertise and a 
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wide array of skills. Additionally, the results are a long 

way from industrial level agents used in commercial 

games.  It also limits research on the capabilities of the 

researcher as they spend time on tasks beyond their 

research focus which hinders their progress. 

Previous research has also shown that individual 

ECA attributes can affect the interaction as information 

is conveyed by verbal, non-verbal and extra-linguistic 

channels [16].  A more advanced ECA (for example 

ECAs using multimodal input such as face recognition 

and natural language) can be more believable than their 

simplistic counterparts; the complexity of those agents 

though, comes with challenges as these systems are 

prone to mistakes (e.g., misinterpreting semantics of 

natural language) and demand more development time 

and expertise. One way to tackle these problems is to use 

more simplified approaches (e.g., decision tree 

mechanisms or simplistic graphics) but they also make 

for a less realistic experience. Trade-offs, such as the 

ones mentioned above, make finding the optimal 

approach in a specific setting a nontrivial task [16,21].  

2 MULTIDISCIPLINARY PERSPECTIVES 

Embodied conversational agents are the result of many 

contributing disciplines. Those disciplines differ for 

each ECA depending on its capabilities, purposes, and 

modes of interaction. For example, an ECA that uses 

speech input needs speech recognition and speech-to-

text technology, while ECAs with text input do not. In 

general, ECAs are by their nature multidisciplinary as 

shown in Figure 1. 

Each discipline contributes to specific ECA aspects. 

Computer science contributes to the aspects of natural 

language processing, artificial intelligence, image 

recognition and/or speech synthesis and recognition [4]. 

Linguistics contributes to dialogue design, speech 

patterns, semantics, dictionary and more [4]. Art and 

design contribute to the areas of 3D and/or 2D design, 

computer graphics, animation, character design, art, and 

overall visual representation [16]. Cognitive science, 

psychology, anthropology, and sociology contribute to 

motivation, perception, engagement, satisfaction, 

affordances, biases and more [4,24]. Finally, 

communication studies and interaction design contribute 

to user experience design, user interface design, 

usability, and accessibility [4].  

 

 

Figure 1Contributing disciplines to the field of ECAs 

3 COLLABORATION IN ECA DEVELOPMENT 

Collaboration between researchers and practitioners 

from different disciplines is especially important in an 

academic setting where resources and time are often 

limited.  

Interdisciplinary collaboration can lead to the 

extension of the ECA development boundaries by 

combining expertise from different fields to address 

domain-specific challenges. Due to their versatility, 

ECAs can be used in multiple domains and having 

multiple points of view can lead to innovation fostering, 

enhanced creativity as well as more natural interaction 

and increased usability. 

Effective collaboration in ECA development projects 

can be challenging mainly due to resource limitations, 

lack of trust, communication hurdles or lack of common 

research interests and vision. However, it should be 

treated as an opportunity for multidisciplinary research, 

networking, and future collaborations. One way to 

overcome the challenges is by adopting strategies for 
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effective collaboration such as trust building, ensuring 

accountability and productivity, clearly defined goals, 

and vision, providing regular feedback and effective 

communication channels [25]. These solutions can be 

applied to in person but also in remote collaborations 

that became even more prevalent in the post-pandemic 

era.  

4 CASE STUDIES AND EXAMPLES 

A real-world example of a successful collaborative 

project between an academic and an industrial partner in 

ECA development is Susa. Susa is a conversational 

agent that promotes teamwork and collaborative 

practices. The study provides empirical data on co-

designing with end-users, based on the principles of 

design thinking. This project is a collaboration between 

the National Institute of Public Health from the 

University of Southern Denmark and Gnist Denmark, a 

company that translates behavioral design into practical 

solutions [26]. Regarding the authors' contributions, the 

statement demonstrates that the study design and project 

idea were developed collaboratively by the academic 

and industrial partners. The industrial partners were 

responsible for the development of the ECA and 

organized the user workshops. Data collection was a 

cooperation of members from both the academic and 

industrial partners, while the analysis was primarily 

conducted by the academic partners. 

5 FUTURE DIRECTIONS AND IMPLICATIONS 

The development of ECAs requires multidisciplinary 

collaboration in response to emerging technological 

developments. The increasing use of immersive 

technologies, such as virtual and augmented reality, 

presents new opportunities and challenges for ECA 

development. Research conducted on ECAs, whether in 

immersive applications [22] or more conventional media 

[15], highlights certain constraints that can be 

effectively mitigated through multidisciplinary teams 

relying on cross-school collaborations or collaborations 

between academia and industry. These limitations 

include among other things the animation or the visual 

representation of the agents which can affect the 

interaction [15,22].  

Furthermore, alongside the rapid technological 

advancements, the emergence of ethical concerns and 

the need for inclusivity across diverse user populations 

add further complexity to the development lifecycle of 

ECAs. 

Therefore, multidisciplinary collaboration can have 

an impact on ECA research as the individual 

development tasks can be distributed to parties with the 

relevant expertise while the researcher can focus on the 

task at hand. 

6 CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, multidisciplinary collaboration for the 

development of ECAs can alleviate the pressure of 

development by an individual. Beyond the need for 

expertise on multiple disciplines or acquiring peripheral 

skills to the main research focus, researchers need to 

respond to emerging technological developments as 

well. Previous examples have proved that 

multidisciplinary collaboration can be very beneficial 

and initiatives for promoting these collaborations should 

be considered in the ECA community. 

 

 

REFERENCES 

 

[1] Elisabeth Andre, Thomas Rist, Susannevan Mulken, Martin Rumpler, Stephan Baldes,2000 The Automated Design of Believable Dialogues for 

Animated Presentation Teams. Embodied Conversational Agents (2000). DOI:https://doi.org/10.7551/mitpress/2697.003.0010 

[2] Emmanuel Ayedoun, Yuki Hayashi, and Kazuhisa Seta. 2018. Adding Communicative and Affective Strategies to an Embodied Conversational Agent 



4 

to Enhance Second Language Learners’ Willingness to Communicate. International Journal of Artificial Intelligence in Education 29, 1 (2018), 29-57. 

DOI:https://doi.org/10.1007/s40593-018-0171-6 

[3] Timothy W. Bickmore, Laura M. Pfeifer Vardoulakis, and Daniel Schulman. 2013. Tinker: a relational agent museum guide. Autonomous Agents and 

Multi-Agent Systems 27, 2 (2013), 254-276. DOI:https://doi.org/10.1007/s10458-012-9216-7 

[4] Marissa Bond, David M. W. Powers, and Parimala Raghavendra. 2021. Creating Engaging Embodied Conversational Agents. Teaching Skills with 

Virtual Humans (2021), 45-60. DOI:https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-16-2312-7_6 

[5] Kevin K. Bowden, Tommy Nilsson, Christine P. Spencer, Kubra Cengiz, Alexandru Ghitulescu, and Jelte B. Van Waterschoot. 2016. I Probe, Therefore 

I Am: Designing a Virtual Journalist with Human Emotions. Proceedings of eNTERFACE’16 - The 12th Summer Workshop on Multimodal Interfaces. 

[6] Marc Cavazza, Raúl Santos de la Cámara, Markku Turunen, José Relaño Gil, Jaakko Hakulinen, Nigel Crook, and Debora Field. 2010. ‘How was your 

day?’ An affective companion ECA prototype. In Proceedings of the SIGDIAL 2010 Conference, pages 277–280, Tokyo, Japan. Association for 

Computational Linguistics. 

[7] Justine Cassell and Matthew Stone. 1999. Living hand to mouth: Psychological theories about speech and gesture in interactive dialogue systems. In 

Proceedings of the AAAI Fall symposium ’99 . 

[8] Justine Cassell, Joseph Sullivan, Scott Prevost, and Elizabeth Churchill. 2000. Embodied Conversational Agents. MIT Press. 

[9] Justine Cassell. 2001 Nudge nudge wink wink: elements of face-to-face conversation for embodied conversational agents. Embodied conversational 

agents. MIT Press, Cambridge, MA, USA, 1–27. 

[10] Elin Ericsson, Johan Lundin, and Sylvana Sofkova Hashemi. 2023. From deadpan machine to relating socially: Middle school students’ experiences 

speaking English with embodied conversational agents. Journal of Research on Technology in Education, 1-17. 

DOI:https://doi.org/10.1080/15391523.2023.2213902 

[11] Min‐Hui Foo, Gary Douglas, and Mervyn A. Jack. 2008. Incentive schemes in the financial services sector. International Journal of Bank Marketing 

26, 2 (2008), 99-118. DOI:https://doi.org/10.1108/02652320810852772 

[12] Matthew Gombolay, Xi Jessie Yang, Bradley Hayes, Nicole Seo, Zixi Liu, Samir Wadhwania, Tania Yu, Neel Shah, Toni Golen, and Julie Shah. 2018. 

Robotic assistance in the coordination of patient care. The International Journal of Robotics Research 37, 10 (2018),1300–1316. 

[13] Barbara Hayes-Roth. 1998. Jennifer James, celebrity auto spokesperson. ACM SIGGRAPH 98 Conference abstracts and applications (1998). 

DOI:https://doi.org/10.1145/280953.281349 

[14] Stefan Kopp, Lars Gesellensetter, Nicole C. Krämer, and Ipke Wachsmuth. 2005. A Conversational Agent as Museum Guide – Design and Evaluation 

of a Real-World Application. Intelligent Virtual Agents (2005), 329-343. DOI:https://doi.org/10.1007/11550617_28 

[15] Danai Korre. 2023. Comparing Photorealistic and Animated Embodied Conversational Agents in Serious Games: An Empirical Study on User 

Experience. Proceedings of DUXU: Design, User Experience, and Usability, 25th International Conference on Human-Computer Interaction. In 

publication. 

[16] Danai Korre. 2019. Usability Evaluation of Spoken Humanoid Embodied Conversational Agents in Mobile Serious Games. The University of 

Edinburgh, Edinburgh. 

[17] Alexandra Matthews, Nicholas Anderson, James Anderson, and Mervyn Jack. 2008. Individualised Product Portrayals in the Usability of a 3D 

Embodied Conversational Agent in an eBanking Scenario. Intelligent Virtual Agents (2008), 516-517. DOI:https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-85483-

8_67 

[18] Helen McBreen. 2006. Embodied Conversational Agents in E-Commerce Applications. Multiagent Systems, Artificial Societies, and Simulated 

Organizations (2006), 267-274. DOI:https://doi.org/10.1007/0-306-47373-9_33 

[19] Chris McCollum, John Deaton, Charles Barba, Thomas Santerelli, Michael J. Singer, and Bruce W. Kerr. 2004. Developing an immersive, cultural 

training system. The Interservice/Industry Training, Simulation and Education Conference(I/ITSEC). 2004. 

[20] Marissa Milne, Martin H Luerssen, Trent W Lewis, Richard E Leibbrandt, and David M W Powers. 2010. Development of a virtual agent based social 

tutor for children with autism spectrum disorders. The 2010 International Joint Conference on Neural Networks (IJCNN) (2010). 

DOI:https://doi.org/10.1109/ijcnn.2010.5596584 

[21] Simon Provoost, Ho Ming Lau, Jeroen Ruwaard, and Heleen Riper. 2017. Embodied Conversational Agents in Clinical Psychology: A Scoping Review. 

Journal of Medical Internet Research 19, 5 (2017). DOI:https://doi.org/10.2196/jmir.6553 

[22] Jens Reinhardt, Luca Hillen, and Katrin Wolf. 2020. Embedding Conversational Agents into AR: Invisible or with a Realistic Human Body? In 

Proceedings of the Fourteenth International Conference on Tangible, Embedded, and Embodied Interaction (TEI '20). Association for Computing 

Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 299–310. https://doi.org/10.1145/3374920.3374956 

[23] Elaine M Raybourn, Kip G Mendini, Jerry Heneghan, and Edwin A. Deagle. 2005. Adaptive thinking & leadership simulation game training for special 

forces officers. 

[24] Alexei V. Samsonovich, Zhen Liu, and Ting Ting Liu. 2023 On the Possibility of Regulation of Human  Emotions via Multimodal Social Interaction 

with an Embodied Agent Controlled by eBICA-Based Emotional Interaction Model. Artificial General Intelligence (2023), 374-383. 

DOI:https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-19907-3_36 

[25] Jackie Chong Cheong Sin and Vijayakumaran Kathiarayan. 2023. The evolution of remote work analyzing strategies for effective virtual team 

management and collaboration. International Journal of Management and Commerce Innovations (May 2023). DOI:https://doi.org/ 

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7920161 

[26] Sofie Smedegaard Skov, Josefine Ranfelt Andersen, Sigurd Lauridsen, Mads Bab, Marianne Bundsbæk, and Maj Britt Dahl Nielsen. 2022. Designing 

a conversational agent to promote teamwork and collaborative practices using design thinking: An explorative study on user experiences. Frontiers in 

Psychology 13, (2022). DOI:https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.903715 



5 

[27] Silke Ter Stal, Monique Tabak, Harm Op den Akker, Tessa Beinema, and Hermie Hermens. 2019. Who Do You Prefer? The Effect of Age, Gender 

and Role on Users’ First Impressions of Embodied Conversational Agents in eHealth. International Journal of Human–Computer Interaction 36, 9 

(2019), 881-892. DOI:https://doi.org/10.1080/10447318.2019.1699744 

[28] Ramin Yaghoubzadeh, Marcel Kramer, Karola Pitsch, and Stefan Kopp. 2013. Virtual Agents as Daily Assistants for Elderly or Cognitively Impaired 

People. Intelligent Virtual Agents (2013), 79-91. DOI:https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-40415-3_7 


