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Study of relationship between emotion and activity of conversation
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Abstract: Monitoring subjective evaluation scores of group activity is required as supporting system in school. We studied the
re relationship with emotions and activity of conversation for quantification the activity in this study. We evaluated the
relationship with activity of conversation and pleasure-unpleasure or eight emotions of Plutchik. As the results, we showed the
possibility of having relationships with active conversation and pleasure, and joy.
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Figure 1 Relationship with averages of activity and pleasure

scores, and these regression line.
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Figure 2 Relationship with conversation activity and joy.

Figure 5 Relationship with conversation activity and surprise.
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Figure 3 Relationship with conversation activity and trust.

Figure 6 Relationship with conversation activity and sadness.
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Figure 4 Relationship with conversation activity and fear.
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Figure 7 Relationship with conversation activity and disgust.
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Figure 8 Relationship with conversation activity and anger.
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Figure 9 Relationship with conversation activity and

anticipation.
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