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Abstract

Virtual brainstorming sessions have become a central component of collaborative problem solving, yet the large volume and uneven
distribution of ideas often make it difficult to extract valuable insights efficiently. Manual coding of ideas is time-consuming and
subjective, underscoring the need for automated approaches to support the evaluation of group creativity. In this study, we propose
a semantic-driven topic modeling framework that integrates four modular components: transformer-based embeddings (Sentence-
BERT), dimensionality reduction (UMAP), clustering (HDBSCAN), and topic extraction with refinement. The framework captures
semantic similarity at the sentence level, enabling the discovery of coherent themes from brainstorming transcripts while filtering
noise and identifying outliers. We evaluate our approach on structured Zoom brainstorming sessions involving student groups tasked
with improving their university. Results demonstrate that our model achieves higher topic coherence compared to established meth-
ods such as LDA, ETM, and BERTopic, with an average coherence score of 0.687 (CV), outperforming baselines by a significant

(O margin. Beyond improved performance, the model provides interpretable insights into the depth and diversity of topics explored,
(\J supporting both convergent and divergent dimensions of group creativity. This work highlights the potential of embedding-based
topic modeling for analyzing collaborative ideation and contributes an efficient and scalable framework for studying creativity in

L]

synchronous virtual meetings.
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Digital communication has become central to modern collab-
oration, with virtual meetings and conversational agents such
as chatbots increasingly shaping how teams interact across ge-
ographical and cultural boundaries [1]]. In organizational set-
tings, much of this interaction occurs through text, where indi-
viduals exchange ideas to solve problems and reach decisions.
However, text-based discussions often produce a large mixture
of task-relevant and off-task content [2, 3]. As a result, par-
ticipants may find it difficult to identify which ideas are most
valuable for decision-making [4]. Furthermore, brainstorm-
ing in distributed teams is not always uniform: some topics
are examined in great detail while others receive only superfi-
cial attention [5]. These imbalances complicate the analysis of
group discussions and motivate the development of automated
techniques that can complement or replace manual annotation,
which is costly and time-consuming.

Earlier studies introduced software tools to analyze aspects
such as word count, information sharing, and non-verbal cues
in group brainstorming contexts [6} [7]]. Building on these direc-
tions, our work focuses on measuring group creativity through
the identification of latent themes and assessing how deeply
groups explore those themes. Such measures are critical, since
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creative performance depends on both convergent and divergent
thinking within group interactions. Recent advances in large
language models (LLMs) have highlighted the potential of au-
tomated systems to capture human-like reasoning and language
understanding [8, [9]. Motivated by these developments, we
also investigate whether such models can perform topic iden-
tification tasks as effectively as manual or traditional machine
learning approaches.

Machine learning methods, particularly topic modeling, pro-
vide a structured way to uncover interpretable patterns from
large volumes of text. Topic models can organize documents
into latent themes and reveal semantic relationships across
ideas, making them useful for data exploration, summarization,
information retrieval, recommendation, and other applications
[LOL (L) 12, 1134 1144 [15L 16, [17, 118]]. Classical techniques such
as Latent Dirichlet Allocation (LDA) [19], Non-Negative Ma-
trix Factorization (NMF) [20], and Latent Semantic Analysis
(LSA) [21] remain widely used but generally rely on statisti-
cal co-occurrence patterns without explicitly accounting for se-
mantic similarity between words or sentences.

Capturing semantic relatedness is particularly important in
brainstorming contexts, where creativity often emerges from
linking distant concepts or exploring topics at varying depths.
Research on the creative process shows that the novelty of an
idea frequently increases as the semantic distance between con-
cepts grows, and that deeper exploration within a single topic
can lead to the discovery of unconventional or original insights
[22,23]. Measuring these semantic distances therefore provides
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a useful proxy for the level of divergent thinking in a group. For
example, Huber et al. [7] employed topic modeling to study
group creativity in Slack conversations, but their analysis was
limited to publicly accessible asynchronous messages. Extend-
ing such approaches to synchronous collaboration is critical for
understanding how real-time interactions influence both pro-
ductivity and creativity.

In our earlier work, Mersha et al. [24] proposed a semantic-
driven topic modeling framework that leverages transformer-
based embeddings, dimensionality reduction, and clustering to
identify coherent themes from group brainstorming transcripts.
That study demonstrated the advantages of using contextual
embeddings for extracting meaningful topics compared to clas-
sical probabilistic approaches. Building on this foundation, the
present study applies and extends that framework to structured
Zoom brainstorming sessions, where small groups were tasked
with addressing a specific problem. Our primary objectives are
to categorize generated ideas, identify salient topics, and ana-
lyze the depth and diversity of topic exploration.

The proposed model integrates four main components—
embedding, dimensionality reduction, clustering, and topic
extraction—each designed to exploit the contextual represen-
tations offered by transformer models. By combining these
components, the framework yields improved topic discovery
performance while providing interpretable insights into group
creativity. Our study makes the following contributions.

* Proposed a semantic-driven topic modeling framework for
analyzing group creativity in brainstorming sessions.

* Achieved higher topic coherence and interpretability com-
pared to traditional baseline methods.

e Provided novel insights into convergent and divergent
thinking patterns in collaborative group discussions.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 reviews related
work, Section 3 presents the proposed framework, Section 4
describes the experiments and results, Section 5 presents future
work, and Section 6 concludes with key findings and future di-
rections.

2. Related Works

Over the past several decades, topic modeling has become an
essential method for analyzing large-scale textual data drawn
from diverse sources such as chat logs, video transcripts, so-
cial media posts, and customer feedback. Within the context
of collaborative ideation, applying topic modeling to categorize
brainstormed ideas helps move beyond mere idea generation
toward structured problem solving. Effective categorization
can reduce redundancy, highlight essential contributions, and
support both convergent and divergent thinking processes that
underlie creative outcomes (De Vreede et al., 2022). Studies
have shown that brainstorming groups often converge strongly
on some topics while only superficially addressing others, and
similar dual patterns are observed among design engineers who
balance divergent exploration with convergent solution-finding

[25]. Consequently, the systematic identification of topics has
emerged as a critical measure of the quality of collaborative
brainstorming.

Traditional approaches to assessing convergence in brain-
storming relied heavily on human raters, who categorized and
scored ideas generated by groups [26,[27]]. Although insightful,
manual judgments can introduce subjectivity and scale poorly
with large datasets. To address these limitations, computational
techniques such as topic modeling have been proposed as auto-
mated alternatives.

Current topic modeling methods can broadly be grouped into
two families: probabilistic models and embedding-based mod-
els. Probabilistic approaches—including Latent Dirichlet Allo-
cation (LDA) [19], Non-Negative Matrix Factorization (NMF)
[20]], and Latent Semantic Analysis (LSA) [21]—rely on co-
occurrence statistics to infer latent structure in text. More re-
cent embedding-based approaches, by contrast, exploit dense
vector representations from pre-trained language models, al-
lowing them to capture semantic similarity between words and
sentences. Each paradigm offers distinct advantages and chal-
lenges [28]], and hybrid methods that integrate embeddings
with probabilistic foundations have produced promising results
[29,130].

A number of studies demonstrate the application of these
methods in real-world conversational data. For instance, Chin
et al. [31] applied LDA to investigate user-chatbot conversa-
tions during the COVID-19 pandemic, uncovering latent top-
ics, sentiment trends, and user attitudes toward public health
issues. Similarly, Koh and Fienup [28] employed LDA to an-
alyze library chat transcripts, showing how topic models can
help improve user services. A limitation of these probabilistic
approaches, however, is their inability to fully incorporate con-
textual information, which often leads to less coherent topics.

Embedding-based topic models have advanced the field by
integrating neural embeddings, resulting in more semantically
meaningful and coherent representations [32} |33} 134]. For ex-
ample, Bianchi et al. [35] and Dieng et al. [36] showed
that contextual embeddings capture fine-grained semantic re-
lations, leading to improved topic coherence. Other works
proposed clustering-based techniques that group pre-trained
embeddings to accelerate topic extraction and enhance inter-
pretability [16} 137]. A hybrid model, BERTopic, combines
TF-IDF with BERT embeddings to cluster semantically sim-
ilar sentences and extract interpretable topics, yielding strong
performance across different textual domains [38]].

Building on these advances, our earlier study [24] introduced
a semantic-driven framework that integrates Sentence-BERT
embeddings, dimensionality reduction, and clustering for topic
discovery in virtual meeting data. That work demonstrated
that transformer-based embeddings provide clear advantages
over classical probabilistic models when applied to group brain-
storming transcripts. The present research extends this line of
inquiry by applying an embedding-based model to structured
brainstorming sessions, aiming to extract coherent and inter-
pretable topics that shed light on group creativity.



3. Methodology

To analyze the brainstorming data, we designed a modular
framework that processes all generated ideas through four se-
quential stages: embedding, dimensionality reduction, cluster-
ing, and topic extraction. In the first stage, each idea or sen-
tence is transformed into a dense vector using a pre-trained
transformer-based language model, which captures contextual
semantics and provides a basis for measuring similarity. Since
these embeddings are high-dimensional, a dimensionality re-
duction technique is applied in the second stage to project them
into a lower-dimensional space. This step improves computa-
tional efficiency and enhances the separability of clusters. In
the third stage, the reduced embeddings are grouped using a
density-based clustering algorithm that identifies semantically
coherent clusters of related ideas while filtering out noise or ir-
relevant sentences. Finally, in the topic extraction stage, each
cluster is analyzed to identify the most representative words that
capture its meaning. The top-k words with the highest semantic
relevance are then selected to define the underlying topics.

The overall architecture of the framework is illustrated in
Figure [I] showing the flow from raw brainstorming transcripts
to final extracted topics. By combining contextual embeddings
with clustering and topic word selection, the proposed frame-
work ensures that semantically related ideas are grouped to-
gether and summarized with interpretable labels. This enables a
structured analysis of the depth and diversity of topics explored
during brainstorming sessions.

3.1. Document Embedding

Ideas expressed during brainstorming can take many forms,
including words, short phrases, and complete sentences. In this
study, we treat each idea—regardless of its length—as a unit of
analysis, and for simplicity we use the terms “idea” and “sen-
tence” interchangeably. A collection of such ideas is regarded
as a document. The first step of our framework involves con-
verting these ideas into numerical representations that capture
their semantic meaning. To achieve this, we employ Sentence-
BERT (SBERT) [39], a transformer-based embedding model
that generates high-quality dense vectors at the sentence level.
By leveraging the contextual representations learned by BERT,
SBERT provides fixed-length embeddings in which semanti-
cally similar ideas are mapped to nearby points in vector space.

These embeddings form the foundation for subsequent anal-
ysis. Because SBERT encodes rich contextual information, it
enables effective semantic comparisons between ideas. This fa-
cilitates the grouping of related sentences and improves the ac-
curacy of topic discovery. By incorporating SBERT, our frame-
work ensures that clusters are based on true semantic similarity
rather than surface-level lexical overlap, resulting in more co-
herent and interpretable topics.

3.2. Dimension Reduction

Although SBERT produces embeddings that capture nu-
anced semantic information, the resulting vectors are high-
dimensional. High dimensionality can be problematic: as di-
mensionality increases, distances between data points tend to
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Figure 1: The proposed model architecture

become less discriminative, a phenomenon sometimes referred
to as the “curse of dimensionality” [40]. This effect compli-
cates the performance of clustering algorithms, which rely on
meaningful distance metrics to separate related from unrelated
data [41]. Dimensionality reduction provides a practical solu-
tion to this challenge by projecting embeddings into a lower-
dimensional space while preserving their semantic structure
[38]].

Several well-known techniques exist for this purpose, in-
cluding Principal Component Analysis (PCA), t-distributed
Stochastic Neighbor Embedding (t-SNE), and Uniform Man-
ifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP) [42]. In our
model, we adopt UMAP because it simultaneously preserves
local and global relationships among data points, ensuring that
semantically similar ideas remain close together in the reduced
space [43]]. UMAP is also efficient with large datasets and can
capture non-linear structures, making it particularly suitable for
clustering textual data. By employing UMAP, we achieve more
meaningful clusters, which significantly improves the quality of



subsequent topic extraction.

3.3. Document Clustering

Clustering is the central step of our framework, as it trans-
forms reduced embeddings into semantically coherent groups
of ideas. Each resulting cluster is treated as a potential topic,
reflecting a subset of brainstorming contributions that share a
common theme. This step is critical for evaluating brainstorm-
ing performance, since the distribution and coherence of clus-
ters reveal how participants explored and developed different
ideas.

To perform clustering, we use Hierarchical Density-Based
Spatial Clustering of Applications with Noise (HDBSCAN),
chosen for its ability to discover clusters of varying shapes
and densities while handling noisy data. HDBSCAN not only
identifies coherent clusters but also labels low-density points
as outliers, thereby filtering out irrelevant or weakly related
ideas. In addition, it provides hierarchical insights by reveal-
ing potential subtopics within broader themes. These properties
make HDBSCAN especially effective for modeling brainstorm-
ing data, where ideas can range from well-developed to loosely
connected fragments. Its robustness and scalability allow us to
capture both the structure and the diversity of group discussions
in a principled manner.

3.4. Topic Extraction

Numerous topic modeling studies have demonstrated that the
documents within each cluster exhibit a clear association with a
specific topic [38]]. In other words, each cluster represents a sin-
gle topic. However, it is essential to realize that the documents
within a cluster may contain multiple topics and subtopics, in-
dicating a certain level of topic diversity within clusters in an
absolute sense.

In our approach, after applying the HDBSCAN clustering

algorithm and identifying clusters, the next step involves build-
ing an independent vocabulary and detecting topic words for
each cluster, which consists of several steps. Firstly, sentences
within each cluster are split into individual words. These words
are then mapped to their corresponding contextual embedding
values, or word embeddings are generated for each vocabulary
word after constructing the vocabulary. Secondly, the average
semantic similarity of each topic representative word within
the cluster is computed by comparing it with the semantic
information of each sentence. Let’s describe mathematically as
follows:
A cluster consists of a collection of n topic representative
words, represented as vocabulary W, accompanied by a set
of N contextually similar sentences denoted as S. Here, W
is defined as W = [wy,wy,...,w,], and S is represented as
S = [s1,$2,..., 5y, then the average cosine similarity of each
word within a cluster defined as:

S, cos(i, 5)
- (1

where w; represents a vector associated with a topic word from
the vocabulary W, encapsulating the semantic information of

Ave_cos_sim(w;) =

that word, and s; denotes a vector associated with a sentence
from the set of contextually similar sentences S, capturing the
semantic information of the entire sentence.

This process provides an average of representative semantic
similarity values for each topic word in that cluster. Subse-
quently, candidate topic words are organized and sorted based
on the average semantic similarity values, and the top "k’ words
are selected from each cluster. This process enables the extrac-
tion of topics from each cluster with enhanced accuracy and
relevance of topic words specific to that cluster. Finally, topic
refinement is performed; after extracting the topics, it is essen-
tial to consider the dissimilarity between topics. Hence, we
merge the cluster-based least common topic representation with
its most similar counterparts through an iterative process using
similarity measurement techniques. This iterative process helps
us reduce the number of topics to a user-specified value. This
iterative process helps us to reduce the number of topics to a
user-specified value.

4. Experiments and Results

4.1. Data Collection

The data was collected through collaborative brainstorming
sessions involving multiple groups in virtual meetings, includ-
ing three to five participants in each group. The brainstorm-
ing sessions were conducted using Zoom videoconferencing
modality. Each group participated in a 60-minute brainstorm-
ing session. The groups were comprised of graduate and un-
dergraduate students representing various majors in a US uni-
versity. During the brainstorming sessions, the groups were
instructed to generate ideas on ways to improve their univer-
sity. As a result of these virtual meetings, a large amount of
transcript/text data was extracted and collected, containing the
wealth of creative thinking and insights offered by each partici-
pant in each group. We conducted the following modular-based
tasks to process these large amounts of generated text data to
gain important insights.

4.2. Sentence Embedding

Sentence embedding is the initial step toward measur-
ing contextual similarity between each participant’s generated
idea/sentence. The sentence embedding process enables us to
understand the contextual nuances of each idea and the relation-
ships between one idea with another, leading to more compre-
hensive understandings and valuable information for the next
steps. We feed the entire documents (collection of ideas) into
the SBERT model to encode them into dense and fixed-length
numerical vectors called sentence embedding, which is a high-
dimensional vector. These numerical vector representations of
the sentence(idea) are used to group the ideas based on their
semantic similarity.

4.3. Dimension Reduction

The SBERT model
tors/sentence embeddings.

generates high-dimensional vec-
These high-dimensional vector



outputs are suitable for dealing with complex semantic re-
lationships between the generated ideas. However, these
high-dimensional vector representations can have computa-
tional challenges for some machine learning algorithms. To
mitigate these problems, we employed the UMAP (Uniform
Manifold Approximation and Projection) dimension reduction
technique to transform these high-dimensional vector represen-
tations into 2-dimensional vector spaces. The following figure
illustrates the complete set of generated ideas or sentences
represented through sentence embedding and dimension
reduction methods.
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Figure 2: Exploring Individual Ideas/Sentences: Unclustered and Diverse Per-
spectives

4.4. Clustering Ideas/Sentences

The ideas are represented numerically in the embedding
module and, consequently, reduced into lower-dimension vec-
tor spaces for more efficient clustering purposes. The employed
HDBSCAN algorithm grouped these lower-dimension vector
space representations of ideas into distinct clusters based on
their semantic similarity and identified unrelated ideas as out-
liers. Now, we have a number of clusters that contain semanti-
cally similar ideas and outliers. Figure [3]shows the clustered
ideas and outlier ideas.
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Figure 3: Clustered Ideas/Sentences Based on Contextual Similarity: Discov-
ering Groupings and Outliers

Handling Outliers: Outliers are ideas/sentences that
lack strong relationships with each other and with other
ideas/sentences. The HDBSCAN algorithm not only identi-
fies contextually similar sentences/ideas but also detects con-
textually unrelated sentences/ideas, labeling them as outliers or

noises (denoted by -1). We do not include these outlier sen-
tences/ideas in our topic modeling process because they exhibit
weaker relationships among themselves and with other distinct
clusters. As depicted in the figure f]below, the outlier ideas are
excluded, and the distinct clusters are preserved for the topic
extraction process. The forthcoming steps comprise prepro-
cessing each sentence /idea within the clusters and extracting
the hidden topics from each cluster.
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Figure 4: Clustered Ideas/Sentences Based on Contextual Similarity: Exclud-
ing Outliers

In the previous steps, we processed distinct clusters that con-
tained contextually similar ideas. However, the representation
of each cluster remains unidentified or hidden. Therefore, ex-
tracting latent topics from these distinct clusters becomes im-
perative to explore the information and insights each cluster en-
capsulates. Hence, some fundamental further steps and tasks,
such as preprocessing and topic extraction, are also required to
achieve this.

4.4.1. Pre-processing

Each distinctly identified cluster contains a collection of
ideas that are contextually similar in meaning. These sen-
tences(ideas) might comprise common stop words (such as ‘of”,
‘a,” ‘the’, and ‘is’), punctuation marks, non-English words (like
‘sfdeg’ ‘s23d2’, and ‘21hy%), and special characters that are
not considered meaningful as topic words. Topic words are
mostly nominated from verbs and nouns, even though the se-
lection may vary based on the type of problem and the nature
of the input text data. Eliminating unimportant words, punction
marks, and characters is very important to enhance the quality
of our topics. The following two fundamental tasks are required
to achieve this.

4.4.2. Vocabulary and Word Embeddings

After completing the preprocessing task, we create an inde-
pendent vocabulary for each cluster and generate word embed-
dings for each vocabulary word. Next, we maintain all these
word-embedding pair collections separately for each cluster
based on the designated cluster index. In this way, we organize
a comprehensive collection of word-embedding associations for
each cluster.



Cluster Words/ List of Topic Words/Ideas of Dataset1 TC
Cluster
1 134 education, academic, curriculum, degree, job, student, psych, benefit, study, worker  0.736
52 bookstore, book, vending, store, printing, merchandise, money, spend, buy, pur- 0.714
chase, print
3 46 scholarship, tuition, aid, college, financial, academic, student, degree, providing, 0.733
apply
4 119 parking, ticketing, driving, garage, building, field, enforce, outside, commuter, 0.609
ticket
5 126 dining, lunch, menu, food, hall, room, campus, seating, providing, hour 0.643
6 92 fraternity, sorority, social, diversity, collaboration, inclusion, diverse, School, haz-  0.673
ing, campus
7 56 class, lab, improve, course, science, semester, testing, subject, session, chemistry 0.488
8 55 housing, security, architecture, residence, maintenance, access, crime, elevator, im-  0.608
prove, fix
9 26 schedule, week, day, weekend, hour, class, change, ahead 0.464
10 66 advertising, communication, event, notification, information, campus, advance 0.506
Overall Topic Coherence 0.617

Table 1: Topics, top 10 words, and c_v individual topic coherence scores with overall topic coherence score as the average of individual score from a single program

run output.
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Figure 5: A cluster-based vocabulary contains word embeddings associated
with topic words

4.4.3. Topic Extraction

Numerous topic modeling studies have demonstrated that the
documents within each cluster exhibit a clear association with
a specific topic [38]]. In the previous steps, we effectively ex-
tracted each cluster’s most relevant representative words, along
with their corresponding embeddings. These topic words were
computed using Equation 1. Subsequently, we sorted the can-
didate topic words in descending order based on the average
similarity values within each cluster. Finally, we selected the
top k words that most accurately represent each cluster. The
results are presented in Table [T}

4.4.4. Topic Refinement

Topic refinement is performed after the topic extraction pro-
cess is completed to reduce the number of topics to a user-
specified value. If a topic is detected in a cluster and exhibits a
low cosine similarity value with other topics, it is preserved as
a unique topic. We merge the least common topic with its most
similar counterparts through an iterative process using similar-
ity measure techniques such as cosine similarity.

4.4.5. Automatic Model Evaluation and Comparison

Model evaluation is the most crucial task [44, 45]. The
model’s performance is evaluated using the Gensim topic co-
herence metric, a well-known Python open-source library, a
widely accepted and easily applicable metric for assessing the
quality of topics. More precisely, we used the CV Coherence

metric to measure the coherence of the generated topics, en-
abling us to understand and interpret the meaning of each topic
[46]. The CV coherence metric has comparatively approxi-
mated human judgment [47]; its score ranges between -1 and
1, 1 indicating a perfect association of topic words. These
individual topic scores indicate that the top k words in each
topic have a stronger relationship and a high probability of co-
occurring together and have semantic similarity within the con-
text of the given clustered ideas. The overall coherence score
of the model is computed by averaging those individual topic
coherence scores as shown in Table [11

We conducted an extensive performance comparison
between our proposed model and well-known, established
models, including Latent Dirichlet Allocation (LDA), Topic
Modeling in Embedding Spaces (ETM), and BERTopic.
Specifically, LDA is employed with a probabilistic method,
ETM is implemented in an embedding-based approach, and
BERTopic is a TF_IDF and embedding-based technique. Topic
Coherence (TC) is computed for each topic model, varying
the number of topics from 2 to 10 with increments of 2. We
averaged the outputs from three separate runs at each interval
to enhance consistency, resulting in an average score derived
from a cumulative total of 15 distinct runs. Table 2] shows the
model comparison results .

During meetings, a substantial number of ideas are gener-
ated, making it challenging for humans to effectively organize
and discover underlying themes and patterns in these ideas. As
we discussed in the previous sections, this paper aims to cluster
ideas generated by brainstorm session teams based on contex-
tual similarity of the ideas and then extract the most represen-
tative topic for each cluster of such contextually similar ideas.
Each cluster is a mixture of topics that facilitates the interpreta-
tion of the hidden themes within the clusters. We have extracted
these topics and ranked them in descending order to identify the



Model Comparison Results for Dataset1

Models TC(C_V) TC(C_npmi)
LDA 0.462 0.066

ETM 0.544 0.094
BERTopic 0.552 0.192

Our Model 0.687 0.264

Table 2: Model comparison with C_V and C_npmi metrics results

most representative topics for each cluster, as shown in Table
E} In the representative list of words for each cluster, the first
word, such as "education" in cluster 1, exhibits the highest se-
mantic similarity to all the ideas within the respective cluster.
Hence, we can extract the most significant insights from the
meeting using these topics. In this case, we can identify the top
10 general topics in the meeting session, which categorize all
the generated ideas. Furthermore, we can analyze the relation-
ships between topics in a human context. For example, topic
9, ’schedule,” has some defined relations like activity to topic 7,
“class,” and topic 5, ’dining.’

5. Future Work

In future work, we plan to integrate Explainable Al (XAI)
techniques to enhance the interpretability of our framework.
While the current approach effectively clusters and extracts
topics, XAl methods could reveal which words and sentences
most strongly influence cluster assignments and topic coher-
ence [48.49,150]. This added transparency would not only vali-
date the quality of the discovered topics but also provide deeper
insights into how divergent and convergent thinking emerge in
group discussions.

6. Conclusion

This study presented a semantic-driven topic modeling
framework designed to analyze ideas generated during virtual
brainstorming sessions. By integrating Sentence-BERT embed-
dings, UMAP dimensionality reduction, HDBSCAN cluster-
ing, and topic extraction with refinement, the framework effec-
tively organized large volumes of textual data into coherent and
interpretable themes. Applied to structured Zoom meetings, the
approach not only filtered out noise and identified outliers but
also revealed meaningful topics that captured both convergent
and divergent dimensions of group creativity.

Our experimental results demonstrated that the proposed
model achieved higher topic coherence than established base-
line methods, confirming the advantage of embedding-based
methods in capturing contextual semantic relationships. The
ability to automatically categorize ideas and evaluate the depth
of topic exploration provides valuable insights into group dy-
namics, supporting the study of creativity in collaborative con-
texts.

Overall, this work contributes a scalable and interpretable
framework for studying creativity in synchronous virtual col-
laboration. Future research may extend this approach by in-
corporating multimodal signals (e.g., audio and video cues),
exploring cross-domain applications, and integrating large lan-
guage models to facilitate brainstorming sessions in real-time.
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