Dimensional Modeling of Emotions in Text

Universitat Stuttgart
Institut far
Maschinelle Sprachverarbeitung

with Appraisal Theories: Corpus Creation,
Annotation Reliability, and Prediction

Enrica Troiano, Laura Oberlander, Roman Klinger
(1) Motivation

® Emotions can be expressed purely by event descriptions.
® Appraisal theories explain the link between events and

(7) Results

(4) Appraisal-Emotion Relation

emotions.
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