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Recommending the best deliberative act
in discussions

Modeling deliberative strategies on
Wikipedia discussions

Deliberation is the type of discussions where the aim is to find
the best choice from a set of possible actions.

New model for deliberative discussions on Wikipedia is derived
statistically using several types of metadata that people use to
describe their moves on Wikipedia talk pages.

Deliberative Strategy is a sequence of moves that participants
take during the discussion. Such a sequence is effective if it
leads to a successful discussion.
Recommending the best deliberative move according to an
'effective strategy' is the ultimate goal of this study.

Webis-WikiDiscussions-18 corpus is the basis of the derivation. The corpus is the output of parsing the entire set of English
Wikipedia Talk Pages.
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The task is identifying the discourse act, relation, and frame of
each turn in a deliberative discussion.
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Towards this goal two fundamental research questions are
addressed in the paper:
(1) How to model deliberative discussions?
(2) How to operationalize the model?
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