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Abstract—Given the profound impact of narratives across
various societal levels, from personal identities to international
politics, it is crucial to understand their distribution and de-
velopment over time. This is particularly important in online
spaces. On the Web, narratives can spread rapidly and intensify
societal divides and conflicts. While many qualitative approaches
exist, quantifying narratives remains a significant challenge.
Computational narrative analysis lacks frameworks that are
both comprehensive and generalizable. To address this gap,
we introduce a numerical narrative representation grounded
in structuralist linguistic theory. Chiefly, Greimas’ Actantial
Model represents a narrative through a constellation of six
functional character roles. These so-called actants are genre-
agnostic, making the model highly generalizable. We extract the
actants using an open-source LLM and integrate them into a
Narrative-Structured Text Embedding that captures both the
semantics and narrative structure of a text. We demonstrate
the analytical insights of the method on the example of 5000
full-text news articles from Al Jazeera and The Washington
Post on the Israel-Palestine conflict. Our method successfully
distinguishes articles that cover the same topics but differ in
narrative structure.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past decades, narrative has made its way into
many different fields from psychology (Sarbin, 1986), to
sociology (Maines, 1993), cognitive sciences (Herman, 2001),
and economics (Shiller, 2019). Narratives serve as influential
forces shaping individual opinions and identities, but also
group-level developments and entire economies. Narratives
wield significant influence on large social developments such
as climate change (Bushell et al., 2017), democratic elections
(Polletta and Callahan, 2017), and the coronavirus pandemic
(de Saint Laurent et al., 2021).

Narratives are also highly relevant in conflict, supporting
opposing group identities (Bar-Tal et al., 2014). With in-
ternational news coverage and social media, such narratives
reach far beyond the conflict zone, influencing international
attention and support for the involved factions. For instance,
labeling the invasion of Ukraine as such versus referring
to it as a Russian military operation, can significantly alter
perceptions of the events. Similarly, in the case of Israel and
Palestine, perspectives shift easily depending on who is seen
as having started or provoked the conflict, perpetuating a cycle
of retaliation.

Recent research has started to analyze narratives on a larger
scale and the field of Computational Narrative Understanding
has emerged. Related work focuses on defining narrative for

computational applications and translating this definition into
practice. Piper et al. (2021) formalize narrative along the cat-
egories of agents, events, temporality, setting, and perspective
and review individual contributions within these categories.
Further, they point out avenues of future research to combine
them into a comprehensive analysis of narrative. Other related
surveys focus on fictional narratives and character network
representations (Labatut and Bost, 2020), fragmented narra-
tives across social media posts (Ranade et al., 2022), and
combining computational approaches with linguistic theory
(Santana et al., 2023).

Shifting towards application, two main approaches exist:
deductive and inductive. Coan et al. (2021) developed a BERT-
based classifier to identify contrarian narratives about climate
change in blogs and articles. Their approach is deductive
in that it relies on a predefined taxonomy of narratives and
labeled training data, making it challenging to generalize to
other topics.

Most other contributions focus on the extraction of actors
and their relations (Chambers and Jurafsky, 2008; Mohr et al.,
2013; Chaturvedi et al., 2017; Tangherlini et al., 2020; Bandeli
et al., 2020). For example, Ash et al. (2024) use Semantic
Role Labelling (Gildea and Jurafsky, 2002) to extract agents
and patients connected by an action. This results in narrative
statements such as “people lose job” (Ash et al., 2024, p.
122). Although these inductive approaches are not reliant on
a predefined label set, they do not offer a comprehensive
structure that enables the contrast and comparison of narratives
across diverse sources and topics.

We aim to advance computational narrative analysis by
providing a comprehensive and generalizable narrative rep-
resentation suitable to analyze and compare narrative trends
across a diverse range of topics. We ground our model in
structuralist linguistic theory. In particular, we use Greimas’
Actantial Model, which classifies a narrative via six functional
character roles: Subject, Object, Sender, Receiver, Helper, and
Opponent. These so-called actants are further organized along
the three fundamental relationships of desire, communication,
and power (Greimas, 1984). Extending previous work on
folktales by Propp (1968), Greimas aimed to develop a general
framework that can represent a narrative irrespective of the
genre, which aligns with our objective.

We extract Greimas’ actants from text using zero-shot
prompting, an approach that has shown some success when
applied to Propp’s characters and elementary functions in
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folktales (Stammbach et al., 2022; Gervás and Méndez, 2024).
Once the Actantial Model is extracted, we convert the actants
into numerical vectors using text embeddings. These vectors
are then combined to create a narrative representation that
captures both semantic content and narrative structure. By
analyzing this representation space, we can identify narrative
trends as clusters within it. We interpret these clusters as
cultural narratives, which are overarching patterns that link
various narrative discourses within a community, offering
members a framework for understanding and interpreting
events (Baier, 2023).

We demonstrate the approach on a corpus of 5342 news ar-
ticles on the Israel-Palestine conflict, sourced from Al Jazeera
and The Washington Post. The data contains over one year of
news coverage including the Hamas attack on October 7, 2023,
and several months of Israel’s military response. Clustering the
narrative representations of all articles we identify 18 distinct
narrative trends that shape the coverage of the conflict. Our
analysis reveals a clear distinction in the editorial narratives
between the two sources, as well as some overarching themes
that persist across both outlets.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. Section II
provides an overview of related research. Section III introduces
the narrative theory in more detail. Section IV explains the
methodology. Section V describes the dataset. Section VI pro-
vides the analysis of the case study and section VII concludes.

II. RELATED WORK

Before delving into the complexities of narratives, topic
modeling has been a common task in Natural Language
Processing. Arguably, the most widely recognized approach
is Latent Dirichlet Allocation (Blei et al., 2003), which iden-
tifies topics as collections of frequent terms. More recently,
BERTopic has advanced topic modeling by leveraging BERT-
based text embeddings to identify the most central topics
(Grootendorst, 2022). However, narrative analysis goes a step
further by examining how a particular topic is portrayed.

Distinguishing narratives from frames is a long-fledged
debate in the social sciences that is still ongoing (Aukes
et al., 2020). In his influential work, Entman (1993) describes
frames via their characteristic to increase or decrease the
salience of certain issues. We distinguish between frames and
narratives according to their complexity, i.e., a narrative can
be compressed into a frame but not vice versa. Most work
on frames focuses on building a classifier for a predefined
label set (see Ali and Hassan, 2022 for an overview). That
said, we acknowledge that with our focus on more abstract
narratives, we enter a domain where the distinction between
frames and narratives becomes increasingly blurred. Some
researchers have already called for a new category narrative-
frames to describe a similar viewpoint (Reiter-Haas et al.,
2024).

III. NARRATIVE THEORY

In this section, we describe the underlying narrative theory
of our approach. First, we introduce the overarching concept

of cultural narrative. Second, we describe how we formalize
narrative on the article level for our computational framework.

A. Cultural Narrative

Many definitions of narrative exist, each foregrounding
different aspects of the concept. In this work, we refer to
the notion of cultural narrative. The term has been recently
introduced by Baier (2023), but previous work has described
similar phenomena as collective narratives (Bliuc and Chidley,
2022) or masterplots (Abbott, 2008). In essence, a cultural
narrative abstracts from individual stories to focus on shared
meanings and overarching trends that link various narrative
discourses within a community. It serves as an interpretative
framework, helping us understand new information by iden-
tifying common themes that represent collective beliefs. We
apply this concept to interpret clusters of articles, where each
article contributes a unique narrative, but our interest lies in
uncovering the overarching themes.

B. The Actantial Model

To structure the narrative representation of individual arti-
cles, we rely on Greimas’ Actantial Model (Greimas, 1984).
While cultural narratives emerge from a collection of articles,
the Actantial Model provides the necessary framework to an-
alyze the narrative elements within each article. The Actantial
Model consists of six actants, i.e., Subject, Object, Sender,
Receiver, Helper, and Opponent (see Figure 2). Actants are
syntactic categories defined by their function within the narra-
tive and are structured around three fundamental relationships.
The Subject desires the Object, which is in turn communicated
from the Sender to the Receiver. The Helper and Opponent
exert power on the Subject. A specific narrative is represented
by its semantic investment, that is, the manifestation of each
actant as a concrete actor (or object) in the narrative. For
example, a common narrative we encounter in our data is Israel
(Subject and Sender) desiring the Gaza Strip and directing its
actions toward it (Object and Receiver). The US supports Israel
in its desire, while Hamas opposes it.

This framework abstracts from previous work on folktales
(Propp, 1968) to a more general model. Together with the
functional definition of the actants, this allows us to compare
narratives across genres, topics, and media. Therefore, in
theory, our framework can track narratives as they move across
news articles, readers’ comments, social media posts, and
political speeches. Moreover, identifying the six actants aligns
with established machine learning paradigms, such as Named
Entity Recognition, building on the extensive prior work in
this field.

Beyond its simple appearance, the Actantial Model can
capture complex information in its structure. An example is
the actant syncretism, which describes the amalgamation of
two actants in one actor. An example from a folktale is the
Subject-Receiver syncretism, where the hero both desires and
ultimately receives the Object at the end of their journey.
Therefore, a syncretism structurally captures nuances of the
narrative, in this case, the hero’s success.



Fig. 1. Schema of the embedding process. Each actant is embedded using
text embeddings that are then reduced in dimension using SVD. Next, we
concatenate the reduced embeddings into the narrative-structured embedding.
Lastly, we project the embedding to a plane for visualization and clustering.

IV. METHODOLOGY

Figure 1 sketches our extraction pipeline from individual
news articles to clusters of cultural narratives. We start by
prompting a generative LLM with the extractions to provide
the Actantial Model for a given article. The output of the
model is a list of six actors that realize the positions of
the Actantial Model within the article. We then translate this
natural language representation into a set of six numerical
vectors using text embeddings. After reducing the dimension
of each embedding, to reduce variance, we concatenate them
into one vector. This narrative-structured text embedding pro-
vides a representation of the article that is sensitive to both
actant semantics and narrative structure. Lastly, we project the
embeddings of our corpus onto a plane using UMAP. This
process emphasizes the cluster structure in our data, allowing
us to identify groups of articles sharing a cultural narrative.
The individual steps are described in detail in the following
sections.

A. Prompting

The initial step is extracting the Actantial Model, i.e.,
Subject, Object, Sender, Receiver, Helper, and Opponent from
each news article. We prompt a decoder-only LLM with
specific instructions to provide a suitable output. We take

inspiration from Wang et al. (2023) who adapted GPT for
Named Entity Recognition. The prompt includes the actant
label set, a brief definition for each actant, the full-text news
article, and an instruction to extract the actants in JSON format
(see Figure 2).

1) Model specifications: All prompting experiments use
Llama-3-8B-Instruct, the smaller of the two currently publicly
available models from Meta’s Llama 3 family (Dubey et al.,
2024). Unlike the base version, the Instruct model is fine-
tuned to follow natural language prompts. The model is
state-of-the-art with a competitive performance compared to
popular closed-source models like GPT3.5. Furthermore, with
8B parameters, the model strikes a good balance between
performance and resource efficiency.

We run model inference without sampling, meaning the
model selects the highest probability token at each step. As
a result, all experiments are deterministic and reproducible.
Moreover, the model is open-source, ensuring full access to
the model parameters. Additional model specifications and the
code for our extraction pipeline are available on GitHub1. We
run our experiments using Nvidia L40S (48GB) and Nvidia
Tesla A100 (40GB) GPUs.

B. Text embeddings

After extracting the Actantial Model, we translate its natural
language representation into a numerical form. Text embed-
dings transform the semantic content of a phrase into a
position in high-dimensional space. Therefore, semantically
similar words and phrases are placed close in this space, with
distance defined by the cosine similarity. The most common
embedding models are adaptations of BERT (Devlin et al.,
2019). Most commonly, variants of Sentence-BERT (Reimers
and Gurevych, 2019). Recently, also decoder-only LLMs have
been adapted for text-embedding tasks (Wang et al., 2024;
BehnamGhader et al., 2024). Though these models achieve
state-of-the-art results, they are much larger and therefore
more expensive than BERT-based models with only a small in-
crease in performance on the MTEB benchmark (Muennighoff
et al., 2023).

We chose the more lightweight BERT-based E5-large with
an embedding dimension of 1024 (Wang et al., 2024). With
an average score of 61.42, E5-Large currently ranks as one
of the most lightweight options in the top 70 of the MTEB
leaderboard (MTEB, 2024). With only 335M parameters, and
being easily accessible via Huggingface, the model combines
performance, computational efficiency, and convenience for
our use case. Additionally, in our initial experiments, its per-
formance surpassed that of the popular MiniLM (Wang et al.,
2020) which serves as default text-embedding on Huggingface.

C. Narrative-structured text embeddings

To create a narrative-structured text embedding, we combine
the individual text embeddings of the six actants into one
vector, thus representing the full text through the semantics and

1https://github.com/jelfes/llam

https://github.com/jelfes/llam


According to the Actantial Model by Greimas with the actant label set ["Sender", "
Receiver", "Subject", "Object", "Helper", "Opponent"], the actants are defined as
follows:

* Subject: The character who carries out the action and desires the Object.

* Object: The character or thing that is desired.

* Sender: The character who initiates the action and communicates the Object.

* Receiver: The character who receives the action or the Object.

* Helper: The character who assists the Subject in achieving its goal.

* Opponent: The character who opposes the Subject in achieving its goal.

Based on this Actantial Model and the actant label set, please recognize the actants
in the given article.

Article: {{ article }}

Question: What are the main actants in the text? Provide the answer in the following
JSON format: {"Actant Label": ["Actant Name"]}. If there is no corresponding
actant, return the following empty list: {"Actant Label": []}.

Answer:

Fig. 2. Prompt used to extract the Actantial Model from a news article. During inference {{ article }} is replaced with a full-text news article.

structure of its Actantial Model (Figure 1). We concatenate the
text embeddings into a 6x1024-dimensional vector. Compared
to other methods like mean pooling, concatenation creates an
embedding sensitive to both structural and semantic changes.
For example, exchanging the Subject with a new actor will
change the embedding according to their semantic difference.
Further, switching the Subject and the Object will change the
embedding due to structural differences, albeit maintaining the
overall semantics.

D. Dimension reduction

Concatenating the word embeddings has one major draw-
back, the dimension. Identifying clusters in a high-dimensional
space is difficult as distances between points and clusters
become less significant, i.e., the curse of dimensionality. The
common solution is dimension reduction.

Moreover, our method is designed to analyze unknown data
and therefore has no fixed label set. This means the model
provides different terms such as “Netanyahu”, or “Benjamin
Netanyahu” to refer to the same actor. Text embeddings solve
this issue to some extent as the embeddings for both actors
will be close due to their semantic similarity. Reducing the
dimension of the actor embeddings can further minimize
nuanced differences in wording, thereby simplifying the clus-
tering process.

We apply what we call micro dimension reduction. Instead
of reducing the dimension of the whole concatenated embed-
ding, we apply Singular Value Decomposition (SVD) to each
of the six actant components. Previous work by Zhang et al.
(2024) has identified SVD as a robust method to reduce the
dimension of text embeddings. SVD identifies the axis with

the highest variance, allowing us to emphasize distinguishing
features rather than minor nuances between similar actants. We
reduce the dimension from 1024 to 34, which strikes a good
balance between reducing variance and preserving important
distinctions between actors. We provide additional details in
section A. Therefore, the final SVD- 34 embedding has the
dimension 6× 34 = 204.

To further enhance cluster resolution, we apply UMAP
(McInnes et al., 2020) at a macro level, projecting the SVD-
34 embeddings onto a plane. Unlike SVD, UMAP is not
linear. Instead, it constructs a graph by connecting points to
their neighbors and iteratively adjusts the distances, bringing
closer points together and pushing farther points apart. This
makes it a popular preprocessing step for both clustering and
visualizing high-dimensional data.

E. Clustering

Finally, we cluster the data to identify cultural narratives that
span across articles. We apply Agglomerative Clustering with
ward linkage to the 2-dimensional UMAP representation of the
data. The hierarchical clustering paradigm follows the intuition
that narratives can appear in layers. With different levels of
granularity, larger narratives split up into smaller variants. We
identify the optimal clustering using the silhouette score.

V. DATA

The dataset comprises 5,342 full-text news articles. Al
Jazeera English and The Washington Post were selected as
sources, due to their accessibility, English-language content,
international reach, and distinct editorial narratives. Using
Media Cloud (Roberts et al., 2021), we compiled the URLs



Fig. 3. Number of articles per week for Al Jazeera and The Washington Post.
With a total number of 5342 articles.

for every article published by either source between August 1,
2022, and March 10, 2024. Next, we built a scraper to extract
the full-text articles from each URL2. The scraper collects all
text that is enclosed in HTML paragraph tags. This proved
effective and robust without the need for any post-processing
of the data. We selected articles that contain at least one of
“Israel”, “Palestine”, “Gaza”, or“Hamas”. Further, we only
selected Al Jazeera articles from the “news” section. Articles
from Al Jazeera account for 54% of the final dataset. The
distribution of articles over time is shown in Figure 3. The
distribution of article length is shown in Figure A.4. The
Washington Post articles are longer on average with 1109
words compared to Al Jazeera with 699 words.

VI. RESULTS

We applied the narrative extraction pipeline outlined in
section IV to the Israel-Palestine data (section V). Due to
the length of the articles, it is not unlikely to identify more
than one actor for each actant. However, for simplicity, we
focused on the first actor extracted. Table A.1 summarises
the most common actors divided by news source. Israel is
the main Subject and Gaza is the main Object for both
Al Jazeera and The Washington Post. The remaining actors
indicate the different editorial narratives of each source. While
The Washington Post focuses on the US as the main Helper
and Hamas as the main Opponent, Al Jazeera places Israel as
the main Opponent and Qatar and Egypt as Helpers.

We identified the optimal clustering using the silhouette
score. Of these 20 clusters, we dropped one as an outlier and
merged the two most central clusters into one as they did not
provide a clear narrative trend. This left us with 18 clusters,
shown in Figure 4. The clusters are labeled via their main
actors. Each label contains the most common actor per actant if
they occur in at least 20% of articles. We state the name of the
actor followed by the initials of the actantial roles it occupies.
For example “Israel (SuSe)” indicates that Israel is both the

2https://github.com/jelfes/NewsScraper

most common Subject and Sender in that cluster. The order of
the actants is chosen freely for emphasis. Table A.2 contains
additional details, listing the three most common actors per
actant and cluster. To improve readability, we only include
actors that occur in at least 5% of articles in the cluster.

Before analyzing the clusters, a few considerations on
UMAP and the interpretation of the cluster locations. Based
on text embeddings and the Actantial Model, the initial
narrative representation translates the narrative structure and
actant semantics into a position in a high-dimensional space.
Semantically similar expressions have high cosine similarity
and, thus, are close to each other. This characteristic is mostly
preserved when using SVD. The UMAP algorithm amplifies
the original distances by bringing closer points together and
pushing farther points apart. Therefore, when interpreting the
plot, one should focus on the relative position of the points
and the clusters, not the absolute. Further, although UMAP
preserves both local and global structure, the interpretability
of the relative position of the clusters decreases with distance.

A. Cluster overview

We identified two large components containing 9 of the 18
clusters in Figure 4. In the upper left corner, shaded in blue, we
find 4 related clusters all sharing Hamas as the main Opponent.
The 5 clusters in the top right, shaded in orange, share Israel
as the main Opponent (see Figure A.5 for a closer view).

The component “Hamas as Opponent” splits up into 4
different clusters. Cluster 0 focuses on Israel as the Subject
and Sender and Gaza as the Object. Articles in this cluster
provide a detailed account of Israel’s operations in the Gaza
Strip with a focus on Israel as the main driver of the action.
This cluster is also the most balanced with nearly equal
shares of articles from both sources (Table A.4). The next
cluster, cluster 1, has the highest share of Hamas as the main
Opponent with 91% (Table A.2). The rest of the actors are
more diverse. Considering a sample from the cluster, we find
that it revolves around various issues, sharing Hamas as the
Opponent. Examples include a report of the Spanish Foreign
Minister urging differentiation between Palestinian civilians
and Hamas (Al Jazeera, 2023d), and an account discussing
antisemitic double standards towards Israel (Rubin, 2023). In
cluster 2 US President Joe Biden is the main Subject and
Sender, voicing his country’s support for Israel, the Receiver,
against Hamas, the Opponent. The last cluster in this com-
ponent, cluster 4, provides a range of Palestinian actors as
Opponents in addition to Hamas. The articles in this cluster
include accounts of the October 7 attack, referring to Hamas
fighters as “Palestinian militants” (George, 2023), as well as
a summary of the Palestinian resistance Israel might face as
it prepares for its military operation in the days following the
attack (Kusovac, 2023).

It is important to note that “Hamas as Opponent” does
not necessarily mean that these articles are “pro-Israel”. The
pro or contra sentiment is often transported via additional
nuances such as emphasizing the deadly actions of one side
or the other. What ties these narratives together is that they

https://github.com/jelfes/NewsScraper


Fig. 4. Map of 18 clusters identified in the Israel-Palestine news coverage. Each marker represents one article. The text annotations indicate the general topic
of the respective area of the map.



all focus on actions that Hamas opposes. For example the
article “Which of Gaza’s hospitals is Israel threatening?” (Al
Jazeera, 2023c) from cluster 0 describes how Israel is targeting
hospitals as potential Hamas bases in the Gaza Strip. Although
Hamas is opposing Israel’s actions, Israel is depicted in a
negative light by listing civilian casualties in the affected
hospitals. Conversely, “A fraught battlespace awaits Israel after
the pause” (Ignatius, 2023) discusses Israel’s options after
the end of a truce with Hamas and reconciles the horrors
of the October 7 attack. Both articles share a similar cultural
narrative: a country’s fight against a terrorist group. The pro or
contra sentiment is transported through the valence of civilian
suffering on one side or the other.

The second component focuses on “Israel as Opponent”.
The first cluster in this component, cluster 4, addresses Israel’s
operation in Gaza. However, as opposed to cluster 0, here
Israel is more often the Receiver, and Hamas the Sender.
Many articles in this cluster address attacks against Israel
while its troops operate in Gaza. Compared to cluster 0,
the cultural narrative shifts towards the resistance against a
military occupation. To the right, cluster 5 contains articles
with a range of Palestinian actors as the Subject and Receiver.
The Object focuses on aid, peace, and a humanitarian corridor.
Articles in the upper right corner, cluster 6, emphasize the
contrast between military and civilian actors with Israeli forces
as Sender and Opponent and Palestinians as Subject and
Receiver. Below the previous two clusters is a larger collection
of articles, cluster 7, describing different forms of Israel’s
misconduct. This includes South Africa’s appeal in front of
the International Court of Justice to classify Israel’s actions
in Gaza as genocide (Parker et al., 2024) as well as a range
of articles on the deaths of journalists in the Gaza Strip (Al
Jazeera, 2023a). The last cluster in this component centers
around Israel as the Receiver of messages from a range of
international actors (cluster 8).

The third bigger component in the lower right of the map,
shaded in green, addresses “US Politics” (clusters 13-15).
It splits up into three clusters with different actors as both
Subject and Sender. Those are Joe Biden, Donald Trump, and
members of the US House of Representatives. Different than
in cluster 2, where Joe Biden also appeared as Subject-Sender,
the Israel-Palestine conflict plays only a peripheral role in this
component that is focused more on US domestic issues.

The rest of the clusters are more individual and not grouped
into larger components. Cluster 9 focuses on the Israeli Prime
Minister as the Subject and Sender. The main Object is
a change to Israel’s judicial system (Rubin et al., 2023).
Cluster 11 is positioned between “US Politics” and “Israel
as Opponent” and describes the involvement of Iran and the
Houthi rebels in the conflict (Al Jazeera, 2024). Cluster 12
deals with the Russian invasion of Ukraine and issues relating
to both conflicts such as US funding for Ukraine and Israel
(Goodwin, 2024). US President Biden plays a role as Sender in
this cluster, placing it closer to the “US Politics” component.
The dense cluster in the center of the map contains a diverse
mix of articles without a clear narrative trend.

To the left of these clusters, we find two separate islands.
Each has a unique feature that separates it from the main
body of articles. Most of the articles in “No Helper/Opponent”
do not have a Helper (94%) or an Opponent (73%). In
comparison, out of the whole data 28% of articles are missing
a Helper, and only 6% are missing an Opponent. The high
number of missing actants in this cluster is partially explained
by a relatively low word count. The only other cluster with a
similarly high absence of Opponents is cluster 16, positioned
adjacent to this one. It is also the primary cluster containing
actors not explicitly mentioned in the text, such as the author
and the reader. Many of these articles are opinion pieces
written in the first person.

B. Actantial Motifs

Considering the structure of the Actantial Model, we iden-
tify several recurring motifs within the clusters. A common
pattern is the Subject-Sender syncretism which we find in 41%
of articles (Table A.3). The most common actor in this function
is Israel (13% of cases), followed by Joe Biden, Benjamin
Netanyahu, Hamas, and Donald Trump. This configuration
merges the two actants that guide the action and control the
situation, positioning them in a commanding role within the
narrative. Second is the Subject-Receiver syncretism, which
also positions the actor as the central figure in the narrative
but with limited agency. Israel and Palestinians appear mainly
in this role. The Subject-Opponent syncretism occurs less
frequently but is the most one-sided, with Israel accounting for
68% of the cases, primarily in articles published by Al Jazeera.
Although we previously observed that the Opponent is not
always portrayed negatively, this combination suggests a ten-
dency toward a villain narrative.

C. Comparing news sources

Given the different readerships of the two news outlets, we
expect their average narratives to differ. As a major military
partner, the US has consistently voiced its support for Israel
following the October 7 attack. Therefore, we expect The
Washington Post, a US-based newspaper, to feature more
articles with narratives that support Israel. Al Jazeera, based
in Qatar, has a large Arabic-speaking audience. Although we
analyze Al Jazeera English, previous research has found the
reporting to be similar to its Arabic counterpart (Fahmy and
Al Emad, 2011). Due to the long history of the Israel-Palestine
conflict and the tense relations between many Arab countries
and the US, we expect to find more narratives supporting the
Palestinian population in Gaza and critical reports on Israel.

All clusters contain articles from both news sources, albeit
not always equally distributed (see Table A.4). The clusters
13–15, dealing with US Politics all contain over 75% articles
from The Washington Post. On the other hand, the clusters
4–8, that position Israel as Opponent, are mainly covered by
Al Jazeera. The most one-sided is cluster 6 with Al Jazeera
articles accounting for 91% of the content. The prevalent
narrative directly contrasts Palestinian civilians with the Is-
raeli military, highlighting a power imbalance. In contrast,



The Washington Post focuses more on the direct opposition
between Israel and Hamas.

Figure 5 shows the development of the two main com-
ponents “Hamas as Opponent” (clusters 0–3) and “Israel as
Opponent” (clusters 4–8)) over time. The overall number of
articles peaks in the week of the October 7 attack, followed
by a gradual decline over the subsequent months. We separate
articles from Al Jazeera (yellow) and The Washington Post
(black) to showcase their distinct trends. Most articles in The
Washington Post fall under “Hamas as Opponent,” with overall
coverage declining steadily after the Hamas attack. “Israel as
Opponent” maintains a steady baseline, with around 10 articles
per week. In Al Jazeera, both components peak at around 50
articles in the week following October 7. In the subsequent
weeks, “Hamas as Opponent” declines rapidly, while “Israel as
Opponent” experiences a second spike before also declining.

The development of the individual clusters for each of the
two components can be seen in Figures A.6 and A.7. The
most prevalent narratives within “Hamas as Opponent” are
general opposition and condemnation of Hamas, cluster 1, and
coverage of Israel’s military operation, cluster 0. Articles about
US President Biden’s support for Israel spike occasionally,
cluster 2. The coverage under “Israel as Opponent” mainly
peaks with cluster 4 after October 7. Narratives in support of
Palestinians and critical of Israel increase over the following
weeks and cluster 7 becomes the most prevalent narrative in
this component.

Fig. 5. Number of articles per week between September 2023, and March
2024 by Al Jazeera (yellow) and The Washington Post (black) for the
components “Hamas as Opponent” (clusters 0–3) and “Israel as Opponent”
(clusters 4–8).

D. BERTopic baseline

To emphasize the novel insight provided by our approach,
we compare our analysis with the popular BERTopic (Groo-
tendorst, 2022). Similar to our approach, BERTopic uses
text embeddings to represent articles and applies UMAP for
dimensionality reduction before identifying clusters. The key
difference in our method is that, instead of using a general
text embedding for the entire article, we employ a narrative-
structured text embedding. Figure 6 illustrates the distribution

Fig. 6. 2D-Projection of the Israel-Palestine data using the embedding
procedure of BERTopic. Colors indicate articles belonging to clusters 0 and
4, indicating a lack of separation.

of articles based on BERTopic’s dimension reduction proce-
dure. The islands surrounding the central component corre-
spond to individual topics, such as Syria, Lebanon, Netanyahu,
or journalist Shireen Abu Akleh. The central cluster comprises
the main set of articles that directly cover the conflict.

Clusters 0 and 4 revolve around the same set of main actors:
Israel, Hamas, and Gaza. However, they differ significantly in
terms of narrative structure. As shown in Figure 6 this differ-
ence is not captured by BERTopic. To illustrate, we compare
two articles published shortly after the October 7 attack. Using
BERTopic these two articles appear indistinguishable, whereas
in our model, they belong to different clusters. Tharoor (2023)
criticizes Israel for its history of mistreating Palestinians,
painting a concerning picture of the impending military re-
sponse. Despite this critical stance, the article discusses the
events as part of Israel’s story arc as Subject and Sender.
Hamas remains on the outside as the Opponent. In contrast,
Al Jazeera (2023b) covers the same topic but places Hamas in
a central role. By featuring interviews with Hamas officials,
the article treats both actors as equally important to the story,
creating a significantly different perspective.

E. Limitations and future work

We offer three considerations on the limitations of our
approach. First, we confirmed the validity of the extracted
actants for a random sample of articles. However, without
ground-truth labels, we cannot assess the true performance
of the model. Using annotated data would also enable us to
compare different LLMs and identify potential biases in the
models.



Second, as discussed at the beginning of this section, we
only focused on the first extracted actor per actant and article.
This especially limits longer news articles with a variety of
actors and different narratives.

Third, due to the open label set of the actant extraction,
some actors occur in various forms, making them challenging
to summarize. For example both clusters 0 and 5 feature
many diverse Palestinian actors. Although this is less of an
issue for the clustering algorithm, as their embeddings exhibit
high cosine similarity, interpreting the final clusters remains
challenging. Consequently, relying on the most common actors
introduces a bias toward actors with consistent wording, e.g.,
names of countries and politicians. We aim to address these
limitations in future work.

VII. CONCLUSION

We presented a narrative-structured text embedding that
represents the semantics and narrative structure of a text in
numerical form. The model is based on structuralist linguistic
theory and can be extracted using prompting with an LLM.
We used text embeddings to translate the natural language
representation from the LLM into a numerical embedding.
Further, we applied dimension reduction to create a more
compact embedding.

We identified 18 clusters in our corpus of news articles on
the Israel-Palestine conflict. Using the Actantial Model, we
were able to distinguish clusters not only by their semantics
but also by their narrative structure. For instance, clusters 0
and 4 revolve around the same main actors, but with different
actantial roles. Moreover, we applied the concept of actant
syncretism to analyze the positioning of individual actors
within the narratives, identifying similarities among political
figures and differences in the portrayal of Israel, Palestinians,
and Hamas.

The main two cultural narratives we could identify are the
fight against terrorism (clusters 0–3) and the opposition against
military occupation (clusters 4–8). These broader trends fur-
ther divide into smaller narratives, such as US support for
Israel (cluster 2) and attacks against civilians (cluster 6).
While all clusters contain articles from both sources, some
are significantly skewed. Most notably cluster 6 contains
mostly articles from Al Jazeera, showcasing its focus on
civilian suffering. In contrast, cluster 0, which focuses on
Israel as the central actor and descriptions of its operation
in Gaza, contains an equal share from both sources. Overall,
our findings align with the expected narratives in the conflict.
The US-based Washington Post emphasizes US-related issues
and adopts a more supportive stance toward Israel, while Al
Jazeera portrays Israel more negatively, with a greater focus
on Palestinian civilians.

Our model proved effective in discerning different nar-
ratives according to their structure. Further, we provide a
comprehensive and generalizable framework that is suitable
for comparing narratives across different topics and media.
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APPENDIX

A. Dimension reduction

As described in section IV-D, reducing the dimension of
individual actant embeddings is supposed to reduce variance
between highly similar actants, and make it easier for the
clustering algorithm to identify dense areas. In this section,
we explore, how dimension reduction impacts the semantic
similarity behaviour of the embeddings. It is important to note,
that the distribution of actants within the corpus impacts the
behaviour of the dimensionality reduction technique. Hence,
we apply the method to the non-unique set of all actants.

Average similarity: First, we monitor the change in similar-
ity between all actants in the corpus. This involves calculating
the similarity of each actant with every other actant. Specif-
ically, we compute the average of the sub-diagonal elements
of the similarity matrix for all actants. Figure A.1 shows this
value for different dimensions and techniques, i.e., UMAP,
SVD, and PCA. Each iteration is calculated from the full
embedding (rightmost observation).

Each of the methods shows a unique behaviour. PCA
completely nullifies every structure in the embeddings. The
similarity values close to zero suggest a random distribution of
vectors. SVD shows an expected behaviour, with the similarity
gradually increasing with decreasing dimension. The only
difference between SVD and PCA is the centring of the
variable for the latter. Thus the extreme behaviour of PCA
is likely caused by this initial step.

UMAP goes a different route. Initially, the similarity drasti-
cally inflates to a value close to 1 and then slowly degrades. We
hypothesise, that the projection to a lower dimensional space
causes this behaviour. In contrast to the previous methods,
UMAP is not linear. Instead of combining the main features
to find the axis of highest variance, UMAP actively moves
the different points. If all points are moved towards a lower-
dimensional subspace of the original space, this would align
the embeddings and thus explain the inflation of the similarity
score. Only in lower dimensions, do we recover some struc-
ture.

Individual similarity: From the previous experiment, we can
discard both UMAP and PCA. In the following, we assess,
how SVD impacts the similarity of core actors in our dataset.
This serves as a qualitative insight into the latent semantic
similarity space. We compare the cosine similarity for the
original embedding with a dimension of 1024 A.2. Next, we
observe the change in similarity between the full dimension
and the reduced embeddings with a dimension of 34 A.3. We
chose this dimension to achieve high dimension reduction,
without too much inflation in the average similarity between
actors.

Figure A.2 showcases the change of actant similarities
through these methods. On the left, we can see the orignal
similarities, i.e., the cosine similarities of the full E5-Large
embeddings, of some of the main actors. Figure A.3 shows the
difference between these original embeddings and the ones that

Fig. A.1. Average actant cosine similarity for whole actant corpus over
different levels of dimension reduction. The starting point is E5-Large
embedding with dimension 1024.

Fig. A.2. Cosine similarity of key actors within the dataset using E5-Large
embeddings.

have been reduced using SVD. The differences in similarities
before and after dimension reduction are small.

B. Additional Figures and Tables



Fig. A.3. Difference in cosine similarity between the SVD-34 and the full
E5-Large embedding.

Fig. A.4. Distribution of word count per article for Al Jazeera and The
Washington Post.

TABLE A.1
TOP 3 ACTORS PER ACTANT FOR BOTH AL JAZEERA AND THE

WASHINGTON POST. NUMBERS IN BRACES SHOW THE NUMBER OF
ARTICLES FOR EACH ACTOR.

Al Jazeera (2872) The Washington Post (2470)

Subject Israel (475)
Benjamin Netanyahu (73)
Joe Biden (63)

Israel (239)
President Biden (173)
The author (62)

Object Gaza (134)
Israel (91)
Gaza Strip (82)

Gaza (113)
Israel (111)
Ukraine (47)

Sender Israel (291)
Israeli forces (105)
Hamas (74)

President Biden (137)
Israel (108)
Hamas (84)

Receiver Israel (369)
Palestinians (149)
Gaza (135)

Israel (250)
Hamas (66)
Gaza (65)

Helper Qatar (56)
Egypt (52)
United States (36)

United States (51)
U.S. officials (36)
Qatar (35)

Opponent Israel (768)
Hamas (368)
Israeli forces (139)

Hamas (536)
Israel (180)
Russia (80)



Fig. A.5. Map of 10 identified narratives directly related to the Israel-Palestine conflict.

Fig. A.6. Number of articles per week between September 2023, and March 2024 that are part of the component “Hamas as Opponent”.



Fig. A.7. Number of articles per week between September 2023, and March 2024 that are part of the component “Israel as Opponent”.
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TABLE A.3
SHARES AND TOTAL NUMBER OF ARTICLES FOR THE EIGHT MOST

COMMON ACTANT SYNCRETISMS IN THE DATA.

Syncretism Share Total

Subject-Sender 0.41 2195
Subject-Receiver 0.16 866
Object-Receiver 0.16 853
Opponent-Receiver 0.14 758
Opponent-Sender 0.09 499
Opponent-Subject 0.05 260
Opponent-Object 0.05 241
Sender-Helper 0.02 101

TABLE A.4
SHARES OF AL JAZEERA AND THE WASHINGTON POST ARTICLES FOR

EACH CLUSTER.

Cluster Al Jazeera The Washington Post

0 0.53 0.47
1 0.29 0.71
2 0.33 0.67
3 0.65 0.35
4 0.76 0.24
5 0.83 0.17
6 0.91 0.09
7 0.81 0.19
8 0.78 0.22
9 0.70 0.30
10 0.39 0.61
11 0.70 0.30
12 0.44 0.56
13 0.19 0.81
14 0.17 0.83
15 0.13 0.87
16 0.19 0.81
17 0.61 0.39
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