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push sideways



http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=uSnUtpcdlck

Using expressive motion to express incapability

Pros

In case of anthropomorphic robots
we can infer and project ourselves
to understand the robot

Can communicate information
about the physics of the world
Often intuitive

Cons

It can be mostly applied to physical
tasks

Ambiguity

Doesn’t consider social perception
Energy-usage

Subtle motion may not be possible
/ legible



Solving the problem by mathematical optimization

Pros Cons
e NO human data required e No guarantee of a “satisfactory”
e Generalizability to tasks and robots answer
e Understanding e Success may depend on the

source of the problem
(robot/object/other) related



Expressive motion vs. other non-verbal modalities
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Integrating multiple modalities of communication

Modelable?
Needs data? What kind of data?
Does the combination of modalities still convey the same meanings?

Need for synchronization and modeling interaction effects.






