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Abstract—Social distance, or perception of the other, is rec-
ognized as a dynamic dimension of an interaction, but yet to
be widely explored or understood. Through CORAE, a novel
web-based open-source tool for COntinuous Retrospective Affect
Evaluation, we collected retrospective ratings of interpersonal
perceptions between 12 participant dyads. In this work, we
explore how different aspects of these interactions reflect on the
ratings collected, through a discourse analysis of individual and
social behavior of the interactants. We found that different events
observed in the ratings can be mapped to complex interaction
phenomena, shedding light on relevant interaction features that
may play a role in interpersonal understanding and grounding.
This paves the way for better, more seamless human-robot
interactions, where affect is interpreted as highly dynamic and
contingent on interaction history.

Index Terms—Affective computing, interpersonal perception,
continuous affect, human-computer interaction

I. INTRODUCTION

Affect is a dynamic phenomenon characterized by the
temporal evolving nature of observable behavior, subjective
experience, and physiology [13]. While previous research has
made significant progress in capturing affect data over time
across domains such as physiology [[10], subjective experience
[Z, [177]], and observable behavior [3, [L1], there remains a gap
in our understanding of how affective perceptions of others
dynamically develop over time.

Retrospective analysis is an established method for col-
lecting continuous affect data [4} |5, (14} [15]. Typically, this
approach involves video-recording participants during an event
that elicits emotions; later, participants are asked to continu-
ously rate their feelings while watching the recorded video
[L7]. This method relies on the phenomenon that individuals
often re-experience emotions when reliving a situation [9].
With CORAE, a novel browser-based tool for COntinuous
Retrospective Affect Evaluation, we build upon existing work
by introducing an approach and a tool that enable researchers
to collect continuous affect data of interpersonal perceptions.

This intuitive tool allows participants to retrospectively rank
how another interactant came across immediately following an
interaction, thus allowing us to capture interpersonal affective
perceptions rather than feelings or affective state inferences.
Our approach is grounded in a behavioral ecology perspective
of emotion, which posits that emotional expressions are pri-
marily social tools used to influence and learn about others
[6} 8, 20]. In line with this perspective, rather than capturing
valence when rating interactions, we focus on a dimension of
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Fig. 1: Annotation dashboard for CORAE. After interacting,
participants are asked to retrospectively evaluate how the other
person came across. They review only the video from the other
participant and audio of both, playing simultaneously.

approach and withdrawal, i.e., the degree to which behavior
is seen as increasing or decreasing social distance [L} [2} [12].

In order to validate the platform, we collected retrospective
ratings from a total of 24 participants, in 12 dyadic interaction
sessions [18]. In this work, we re-analyse the data collected,
aiming to extract a deeper understanding of how the ratings
reflect specific interaction phenomena.

II. CORAE

We provide below a brief description of CORAE, to facili-
tate the understanding of the interpersonal perception data used
in this study. The CORAE platform (related to the Latin word
for “heart”) [18] enables individuals to intuitively evaluate
how a person’s behavior is interpreted emotionally during
interactions. It is an open-source tool that can be found in
corae.org.

A. Design

Building upon existing tools, we sought to address features
and applications under-served by the broader design space and
incorporate those most aligned with an intuitive annotation
experience. y training or resources to use them.

Layout: We designed CORAE to be intuitive and visually
minimal (see[Figure T)) in its presentation. CORAE is deployed
in a web browser with the central focus being a video of
one’s co-interactant, staged for annotation. This is to ensure
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participants are not distracted by their own image on the
screen nor by other visual elements on the platform. Brief
instructions above the video player describe keybindings to
control the annotation dashboard (Spacebar to toggle playback
and Left and Right Arrows to control the slider), as well as a
brief description of the terms used for measuring interpersonal
perception.

An unobtrusive progress bar is displayed below the video
player to inform participants what proportion remains of their
evaluation. Finally, below the video player is displayed the
annotation slider. A color gradient (from red to green) enables
participants to more intuitively understand the meaning of each
of the rating terms. The annotation bar is bounded and dis-
cretized (a total of 15 points, from —7 — Disagreeable — to
+7 — Agreeable). Participants may only change their rating
during video playback and are constrained by the platform to
do it “continuously” (i.e., they cannot instantaneously change
the rating from Neutral (0) to Agreeable (7), but rather adjust
to each value in sequence).

Intuitiveness: By mitigating the need to train annotators on
CORAE's use, our platform facilitates continuous retrospective
annotation immediately following an interaction. The imme-
diacy of this evaluation allows for stronger salience of affect
compared to a delayed approach.

Affective Dimension: The complexity of annotating two or
more concurrent affective dimensions imposes a nontrivial
cognitive demand upon the annotator [S]. This demand, in
turn, may diminish the salience of user annotation along both
dimensions. Similar to PAGAN [15]] and others, our design
aims to capture affect along a single dimension.

Distributed Participation: Whereas existing solutions tend
to rely heavily upon the collocation of researchers and partici-
pants for in-person data collection, we found this approach
to be unnecessarily restrictive and rather limiting to the
potential recruitment of more diverse populations. Conversely,
remote studies are unable to guarantee consistency for factors
such as participant system specifications and environmental
distractors. We acknowledge the value afforded by both in-
person and remote study formats and sought to develop a tool
capable of facilitating either. To this end, CORAE may be
deployed locally for in-person sessions as well as remotely
for distributed participation.

B. Functionality

We focused our early development efforts on creating an
intuitive and seamless annotation experience for the user.
To this end, we withheld several planned features with the
intention of their inclusion in a subsequent release of the
platform (Section ??). When we refer to CORAE and its
functionality in this section, it is in reference to build 0.15a
unless otherwise noted. The features in this build were those
we deemed critical for CORAE’s experimental validation and
ongoing user testing.

Annotation Dashboard: A unique URL is generated for
each participant to access their instance of CORAE’s an-

notation dashboard (Fig. [I). Upon accessing their instance,
participants are, by default, prompted to enter an identifier
which is then logged by the platform and associated with their
session.

In terms of interaction, the dashboard affords two primary
actions: slider adjustment and playback control. Annotators
may indicate their affect rating by adjusting the slider using
Left and Right Arrow during playback. This affect rating by
default is indicated using a continuous 15-point scale but may
be changed in the project template to suit any granularity.

Data Logging: Data is logged for a session in two ways:
(1) by default, the mode for data logging is set to prede-
termined intervals of one second, which may be adjusted to
any granularity; and (2) to ensure accuracy in the annotation
method, CORAE also logs data whenever a change in the
rating occurs. Associated data points are the slider position
(rating), time code, and video frame (in the format “Slider-
NumericalPosition”: “Hours:Minutes:Seconds:VideoFrame”),
which are logged in a JSON file. Given that video is recorded
at a rate of 30 frames-per-second, this allows for a resolution
of up to 1/30 s in the annotated data streams.

III. USER STUDY

In prior work, we tested a use case for CORAE in the form
of an experimental study on interpersonal dynamics during
dyadic interactions. We briefly describe the study design
below.

A. Experimental Procedure

Participants were recruited through Proliﬁ The study
took place fully online. Before scheduling their slot, each
participant read and signed a consent form. At the scheduled
time for the experiment, both participants received a link to a
call on Zencastlﬂ a video call platform that allows for high-
quality recording of each video and audio stream separately.
Participants read task instructions, including a description of
the discussion topic (Reasons for Poverty task [19], detailed
in Section [III-B)). After this, participants were recorded while
interacting to solve the task. When they reached an agreement,
or after 10 minutes of discussion, participants were asked to
stop discussing and fill out a survey. This survey collected
demographic data, as well as measures of interpersonal affect.
In the meantime, the researcher downloaded the data streams,
merged the video stream with audio streams from both par-
ticipants and uploaded them to CORAE. Each participant was
then distributed a unique URL which opened an instance of
CORAE’s annotation platform in their browser. Participants
were each presented with a video of their discussion partner
were asked to continuously rate how their partner came
across moment-to-moment. Once finished, participants were
instructed to download the annotation file and upload it onto
an encrypted database. Finally, after completing an exit survey,
participants were compensated for their participation with
US$14, through Prolific.

Uhttps://www.prolific.co/
Zhttps://zencastr.com/
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B. Reasons for Poverty task

To evaluate our tool, we needed a task that could elicit a
broad range of emotions. We used a modified version of the
Reasons for Poverty task [19]. The task requires participants
to rank order a list of “reasons for poverty” according to
their “accuracy”. Half of the items follow a reasoning that
sees the source of poverty in peoples’ situation, i.e., their
circumstances, whereas the other half follows a reasoning that
sees the source of poverty in peoples’ disposition, i.e., their
personality. By strategically recruiting participants with oppos-
ing beliefs about poverty, we aimed to elicit an emotionally
engaging interaction. We used the following instructions:

You and the other participant must come to an agreement
as to a rank of the 5 most relevant causes of poverty in order
of the accuracy of each statement. The cause of poverty that
is evaluated as being most accurate will be ranked as Ist, and
the one that is evaluated as least accurate will be ranked as
Sth.

e Poor people lack the ability to manage money.

e Poor people waste their money on inappropriate items.

o Poor people do not actively seek to improve their lives.

e Poor people lack talents and abilities.

e Poor people are exploited by the rich.

e The society lacks justice.

o Distribution of wealth in society is uneven.

o Poor people lack opportunities because they live in poor
families.

e Poor people live in places where there are not many
opportunities.

o Poor people have encountered personal misfortunes,
which limit their opportunities.

o Poor people are discriminated against in society.

e Poor people have bad fate.

e Poor people lack luck.

Participants were given a maximum of 10 minutes to
discuss, to prevent individuals from getting disengaged when
reviewing their discussion on CORAE.

C. Farticipants

Participants were recruited through Prolific. To elicit dis-
agreement during the interactions, participants were selected
according to their political leaning (one conservative- and one
liberal-leaning). Other recruitment criteria were proficiency in
English and a computer device with a functioning camera and
microphone.

D. Analysis

To get insights on the interaction features that play a role on
observed rating phenomena, we selected 5 moments of interest
based on the Cumulative Interpersonal Rating (CIR) curves.
These curves are obtained by the cumulative sum of the
ratings for each participant (e.g., see Figure 2). We looked for
instants of synchronicity or opposition in the ratings. For the
analysis, we follow principles of ethnomethodology to review
the interaction moment selected, but also analyze the preceding
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Fig. 2: Ratings (top) and CIR curves (bottom) for each
participant in session S1, and phenomena analyzed (between
green lines), corresponding to seconds 15 — 80 and 220 — 280
of that interaction.

and following moments to provide context for the potential
reasons and consequences of such interaction phenomena.

IV. RESULTS

Below, we describe each interaction event selected for
analysis. We include a description of the observed CIR curve,
participant demographics, a description of the interaction phe-
nomena observed through video analysis and, finally, observa-
tions from the video analysis of prior and posterior moments
of that session, to contextualize the behaviors in a broader
lens.

A. Event - Sudden Drop

1) CIR Curve: We selected an event from session S1
(seconds 15 — 80, see Figure [2). Both ratings decrease, then
rebound almost simultaneously, very early into the interaction.

2) Demographics: Participants in this session, aged 31 (A)
and 46 (B), both identified as Male and reported native English
proficiency.

3) Event: Early on in the task, lacking insight into their
discussion partner’s ideology, PA expresses an opinion with a
clear ideological leaning. PB listens without interrupting, but
appears generally disagreeable, sometimes looking away while
raising their eyebrows with a frown (see Figure [3). During
this time, PA verbally narrates through the task list, and does
not ask for PB’s opinion. As PA continues, PB provides no
feedback, non-verbal or otherwise. Following 65 seconds of
unbroken monologue, PA asks PB for their opinion on an
ordering for the task list.
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Fig. 3: PB emits non-verbal backchannel in disagreement (i.e.
raised eyebrows with lip-corner depressor), corresponding to
seconds 29 — 33 of that interaction.

4) Context: Given that this event occurs at the beginning of
the session, there is no context that precedes it. The featured
interaction is the first exchange between the participants,
who were previously unaware of their opposing ideology.
Following this event, PA demonstrates responsive listening
(e.g. verbal backchanneling and nodding) toward PB when
PB eventually shares their own opposing perspective.

B. Event - Opposing trends

1) CIR Curve: We selected a second event from session S1
(seconds 220 — 280, see Figure [2). CIR curves show opposite
trends, with one increasing and one decreasing in value, almost
with the same slope.

2) Event: In a second clip from the same session, PB
begins asserting their opinions in clear opposition to those
established by PA. The CIR for this period depicts a sharp
and sudden decrease in rating of PB’s perception toward PA.
Further, PB remarks at the perceived cliche of their argument,
apparently preempting its defense. PA emits both verbal and
non-verbal backchannels such as nodding and utterances of
acknowledgment such as “okay” and “mhm”.

3) Context: Following this event, PA presents an argument
as to why they do not entirely agree with the opinion of PB.
Both participants’ ratings decrease during this period, however,
PA’s ratings moderately rebound to a neutral state at around
second 300. Further, we observe several successive rebounds
in PB’s CIR curve at 400 seconds, coinciding with a repeated
shift in conversational control between both participants. De-
spite this, PB’s CIR concludes firmly in the negative. This
suggests that PB’s perception of PA was unable to recover
following this event.

C. Event - CIRs cross

1) CIR Curve: We selected an event from session S2
(seconds 226 — 291, see Figure ). One participant’s rating
plateaus, while the other increases steadily, leading the curves
to cross.

2) Demographics: Participants in this session, aged 27 (A)
and 61 (B), both identified as Female and reported either native
English proficiency (A) or high proficiency (B).
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Fig. 4: Ratings (top) and CIR curves (bottom) for each partici-
pant in session S2, and phenomenon analyzed (between green
lines), corresponding to seconds 226 — 291 of the interaction.

3) Event: In this selected clip, PB asserts disagreement with
one of PA’s opinion and rebuts, making clear a difference
in ideology. Verbal interjections by PA go ignored by PB,
who speaks over PA. PA appears visibly discouraged by each
interruption, emitting less frequent backchannels compared to
exchanges both before and after this event.

4) Context: The interruptions of PA by PB discussed above
are uncharacteristic of the surrounding discussion. In the pre-
clip period, both participants seamlessly engage in equitable
turn-taking as they work through the task list, politely yielding
conversational control to each other when warranted. During
this period, participants regularly express their agreement and
attention through both verbal and non-verbal backchannels,
remaining silent as the other speaks. The shared perception of
these exchanges is reflected by a mutual positive trend in CIR
leading up to the event featured in the selected clip. This trend
continues in the post-clip period, as the participants reconcile
their conflicting opinions and once again find common ground.

D. Event - Plateaus and synchronicity

1) CIR Curve: We selected an event from session S3
(seconds 194 — 248, see Figure |§|) Both CIR curves somewhat
plateau. From the IR curves, we can see synchronicity in
the ratings of both participants (in spite of these annotation
sessions taking place completely independently).

2) Demographics: Participants in this session, aged 39 (A)
and 61 (B), both identified as Female and reported native
English proficiency.

3) Event: The event featured in this selected clip occurs fol-
lowing the participants’ agreement on the ordering of several
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Fig. 5: Ratings (top) and CIR curves (bottom) for each partici-
pant in session S3, and phenomenon analyzed (between green
lines), corresponding to seconds 194 — 248 of the interaction.

Fig. 6: PA emits non-verbal backchannel (i.e. tilted head with
lip pursing/tightening), corresponding to seconds 205 —231 of
that interaction.

task items, reflected in a positive synchronicity depicted in the
IR curve toward the beginning of this period. Having already
agreed upon three of the five required items for the task, PB
proposes a contender for position four and immediately moves
to justify their proposal. As PB describes their reasoning, the
frequency of both verbal and non-verbal backchannels emitted
by PA drops significantly. PA becomes visibly more tense with
heavily restricted body movement, in addition to a prolonged
lip pursing across the duration of the event. During this period,
PA emits sporadic non-verbal backchannels in the form of
weak head nods and head tilts (see Figure [6).

4) Context: Preceding this event, PA and PB are able to find
common ground and agree strongly on several points early
on. Notably, PA asserts one reason for poverty as a strong
contender but hedges indecision because of a perceived re-
dundancy” with a previously agreed-upon item. This context
is helpful for understanding PA’s apparent confusion by PB’s

rebuttal, as well as the plateau in the CIR curve observed
during this event. Only once during their discussion does either
participant rate the other negatively (see Figure [3)), instead
opting for neutral ratings during instances of disagreement.
Crucially, the participants are able to reconcile their difference
in opinion following this event in addition to the conflict that
precedes it. This is illustrated by a strong synchronicity in the
IR and CIR curves of both participants.

Following this event, PA’s IR curve remains fairly consis-
tent, trending positive for the remainder of the interaction
(see Figure [5). PB’s IR curve oscillates more dynamically in
response to later exchanges, though, never again falling below
the neutral position.

V. DISCUSSION

This work dives into one of the use cases of CORAE,
a novel approach to the collection of interpersonal data. In
prior work [18]], we provided evidence that the tool is both
accurate and intuitive/easy to use. Through a cross-reference
qualitative analysis of interaction moments and the interper-
sonal ratings curves, here we obtain insights into individuals’
ability to continuously recall affective perceptions of their
interaction participant. We also unveil the intricate dynamics
of interpersonal perception, with complex and multimodal
phenomena, including verbal and non-verbal behaviors, mem-
ory of past interaction moments, and regions of interpersonal
perception synchronicity. The behavior observations, mapped
to quantitative data from the interpersonal ratings, shed light
on interaction dynamics and the nuanced nature of time-
dependent perceptions of the other.

Crucially, we note that the retrospective analysis provides an
opportunity to add different input modalities to the interaction,
exposing behaviors from the other interactant that might have
otherwise have been missed (e.g., Event [[V-A), where PA
was reading from the task prompt; when rating, PA gets to
observe PB’s non-verbal disagreeable behavior, which might
have changed its perception of the interaction). This is a
limitation to consider when analyzing the data exported from
the retrospective analysis tool.

CORAE was developed to be intuitive, cutting the need for
training sessions and thus increasing the potential for capturing
affective states continuously over time. The platform allows
for the collection of high-resolution data, with participants
changing ratings often and across a broad range of values
of interpersonal distance. CORAE thus constitutes a valuable
tool that is also easy to customize to other interactions or
experimental contexts.

Our findings demonstrate the value of using continuous
affect rating methods to capture the temporal dynamics of
affect and emotion in social interactions. By allowing par-
ticipants to rate their affective experience both continuously
and retrospectively, our tool provides a more fine-grained
understanding of the emotional experiences of individuals
throughout an interaction. This can help researchers to better
understand how affective experiences influence behavior and
how behavior, in turn, shapes affective experiences [16].
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Additionally, the continuous stream of retrospective annotation
data offers potential for machine learning applications, with
predictive affect systems playing an important role in the
design of human-robot interactions.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we mapped individual and social behavior
observations to quantitative data, obtained through interper-
sonal ratings collected with CORAE. We noted multimodal
and composite phenomena, with impacts on the interaction that
spread across time. Our work contributes to the growing body
of research on affective computing and provides CORAE as a
valuable tool for investigating the temporal dynamics of affect
and emotion in social interactions. We believe that this tool has
the potential to shed light on the complex and nuanced nature
of human emotional experiences and inform the development
of more effective interventions and technologies for improving
human-robot social interactions.
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