
Multi-task Prompt Words Learning for Social
Media Content Generation

Haochen Xue∗ , Chong Zhang∗, Chenzhi Liu∗, Fangyu Wu, Xiaobo Jin†
School of Advanced Technology, Xi’an Jiaotong-Liverpool University, Suzhou, China

Email: {Haochen.Xue20, Chong.Zhang19, Chengzhi.Liu21}@student.xjtlu.edu.cn,
Fangyu.Wu02@xjtlu.edu.cn, Xiaobo.Jin@xjtlu.edu.cn

Abstract—The rapid development of the Internet has pro-
foundly changed human life. Humans are increasingly expressing
themselves and interacting with others on social media platforms.
However, although artificial intelligence technology has been
widely used in many aspects of life, its application in social media
content creation is still blank. To solve this problem, we propose
a new prompt word generation framework based on multi-modal
information fusion, which combines multiple tasks including
topic classification, sentiment analysis, scene recognition and
keyword extraction to generate more comprehensive prompt
words. Subsequently, we use a template containing a set of
prompt words to guide ChatGPT to generate high-quality tweets.
Furthermore, in the absence of effective and objective evaluation
criteria in the field of content generation, we use the ChatGPT
tool to evaluate the results generated by the algorithm, making
large-scale evaluation of content generation algorithms possible.
Evaluation results on extensive content generation demonstrate
that our cue word generation framework generates higher
quality content compared to manual methods and other cueing
techniques, while topic classification, sentiment analysis, and
scene recognition significantly enhance content clarity and its
consistency with the image.

Index Terms—Artificial Intelligence Generated Content
Prompt Learning, Multimodal Data, Social Media

I. INTRODUCTION

Social media plays a vital role in today’s world, not only
as a key platform for human connection, information sharing
and cultural interaction but also provides individuals with the
opportunity to showcase themselves and benefit on both a
personal and professional level [1]. It also provides companies
with effective tools to enhance their marketing strategies and
increase product exposure. Therefore, creating high-quality
tweets can significantly enhance an individual’s social me-
dia presence and personal brand, and increase engagement
and connection with followers, promoting the sharing and
exchange of ideas and opinions. For enterprises, high-quality
tweets can effectively attract more attention, strengthen brand
image and trust, and effectively disseminate information and
promotions to target audiences, thereby promoting business
development and market expansion [2].

However, despite the rapid advancement of artificial intelli-
gence technology in content creation, particularly with the use
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of GPT for text production [3], its application in social media
remains underdeveloped. Besides the issue, for users, espe-
cially those new to social media, creating visually appealing
photos and engaging text content can be challenging [4]. Tasks
like photo editing and making captions can be difficult even
for skilled users. In general, editing pictures and content is a
difficult and time-consuming job for ordinary users. Bridging
these gaps, the application of the technology not only holds the
potential to unlock new avenues for innovation and diversity
in social media content but also brings convenience to users.

The goal of our work is to achieve controllable automatic
generation of social media content through existing multi-
modal artificial intelligence technology. Specifically, we first
generate a preliminary content description of the image based
on multi-modal technology. Next, based on the generated
content and original images, we perform our multi-task prompt
words learning (MPWL): topic classification, sentiment anal-
ysis, scene recognition and content keyword extraction. These
four types of prompt words are then fed into GPT through
specific templates to optimize GPT’s performance on social
media generation tasks. With the help of MPWL and ChatGPT,
content can be generated that is concise, smooth, consistent
with pictures, and in line with human aesthetics. Finally, the
GroundingDINO [5] algorithm is applied to detect people in
the image so that the cropped image is centered on the person.
Our work will provide tool convenience, content diversity, and
greater time efficiency for content creation in social media in
the future.

Our main contributions are as follows:
• We have applied multimodal processing and large lan-

guage model to the field of social media content genera-
tion. As far as we show, we are the first work to use these
techniques for the automatic generation of social media
content.

• We propose a generation framework of prompt words
based on multi-modal information fusion, which com-
bines tasks such as topic classification, sentiment analy-
sis, scene recognition and keyword extraction to generate
more comprehensive prompt words for social media to
guide and control ChatGPT to generate high-quality of
tweets.

• In the current lack of evaluation tools and standards in
the field of content generation, we use the ChatGPT tool
to make it possible to evaluate experimental results on
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a large scale, which is more standardized and fair than
manual evaluation.

• In our experiments, the tweets generated by our just-
in-time learning method were of higher quality than
manually crafted tweets, while also outperforming tweets
generated by other just-in-time learning methods.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Artificial Intelligence-Generated Content

The research field of Artificial Intelligence-Generated Con-
tent (AIGC) has witnessed a surge in interest, particularly for
its remarkable capacity to autonomously create diverse content
forms, encompassing text, images, and videos [6]. Within the
domain of text generation, researchers have delved into so-
phisticated methods utilizing deep learning techniques to craft
coherent and varied texts, as evidenced by studies such as [7]
and [8]. A pivotal development in the AIGC landscape is the
emergence of Large Language Models (LLMs), exemplified
by GPT-3 [9], built on the transformative Transformer archi-
tecture. These models, trained on massive datasets, embody
extensive general world knowledge and exhibit exceptional
prowess in natural language processing tasks. Distinguished
by their large-scale training datasets and a significant number
of parameters, LLMs excel in capturing intricate linguistic
patterns and nuances. Their effectiveness spans a spectrum of
tasks, including natural language inference, question answer-
ing, and code generation [10]–[12].

Recently, researchers have leveraged the few-shot capabili-
ties of LLMs across diverse applications, such as translation,
text summarization, and common sense reasoning [13], [14].
Brooks et al. [13] harnessed GPT-3 for generating instructions
and editing captions datasets, contributing to the training of
models for image editing. Schick et al. [14] utilized GPT-3’s
few-shot capability to curate a dataset of external API calls,
subsequently fine-tuning another LLM. In a similar vein, Peng
et al. [15] utilized GPT-4 outputs to construct an instruction-
following dataset, facilitating the subsequent fine-tuning of
other LLMs in a supervised learning fashion.

Despite these advancements, the field of generative AI faces
challenges, especially in the intricate domain of social media
content generation, where tasks extend beyond text to include
the creation of graphics. Additionally, controlling generative
AI remains a formidable task, given that text prompts serve
as the primary interface. While re-prompting in a chat-like
environment offers a method for refining outputs [16], the
precise identification of issues and corresponding solutions
remains a challenge. To address these challenges, this work
proposes a novel Multi-task Prompt Word Learning approach.
This approach aims to enhance control over the generation
process of GPT and elevate the quality of generated social
media content.

B. Prompt Learning

To adapt pre-trained Large Language Models (LLMs) for
downstream tasks, prompt learning strategies [17], [18] tra-
ditionally employ task-specific textual tokens to elicit task-

specific textual knowledge [18], [19]. For instance, in CLIP
[19], a manually crafted template like ”a photo of a [CLASS]”
is employed to construct textual embeddings for zero-shot
prediction. However, these manually designed prompts exhibit
limitations in offering comprehensive descriptions of down-
stream tasks as they lack consideration for specific knowledge
pertinent to the task at hand.

To overcome this limitation, Context Optimization (CoOp)
[20] replaces manually crafted prompts with learnable soft
prompts inferred from labeled few-shot samples. However,
CoOp’s drawback lies in generating unique and fixed learnable
prompts for each task’s images, neglecting the nuanced charac-
teristics of individual images. In response, Conditional Context
Optimization (CoCoOp) [21] is introduced, generating image-
conditional context for each image and amalgamating it with
textual-conditional context for prompt tuning. Specifically, a
lightweight neural network is employed to generate a vector
representing learnable text prompts. ProDA [22], in its pursuit
of high-quality task-related tokens, incorporates prompt prior
distribution learning. Additionally, ProGrad [23] selectively
updates prompts aligned with the gradient of the ”general
knowledge” generated by the original prompts.

Graph-ToolFormer [24] significantly enhances LLMs’ ca-
pabilities in graph reasoning tasks. To enhance efficiency
and alleviate computational load in LLMs, LLMLingua [25]
integrates budget controllers, iterative token-level compres-
sion, and directive-based adjustments. Prompt Distillation [26]
transforms discrete prompt words (traditional text prompts)
into continuous prompt vectors, reducing computational load
during input processing, as continuous vectors are more
amenable to the model compared to traditional text. Dense-
CLIP [27] employs a context-aware prompt strategy for gener-
ating dense prediction tasks, while CLIP-Adapter [28] applies
an adapter to fine-tune visual or text embeddings.

III. METHODOLOGY

The framework of our algorithm is as follows: 1) Image
features and text features are fused after BERT and VIT;
2) With the fused image features and text features, we use
multi-task learning including topic classification, sentiment
analysis, scene recognition and keyword extraction to generate
prompt words; 3) Twitter text is generated based on ChatGPT
and a template filled with prompt words; 4) The synthesized
square image and Twitter text are combined into the final
tweet containing images and text. Below we introduce each
component of the algorithm in detail.

A. Crude Content Generation

It is first processed using a ViT ImageProcessor to convert
these images into a vectorized semantic representation. These
vectors are then fed into HuggingGPT [29], an image caption-
ing model that is trained to encode and decode visual infor-
mation using ViT and GPT-2’s [30] causal language model,
respectively. Through the above process, a preliminary text
description is generated for each image patch. It is important to
note that we improve the accuracy of the model by fine-tuning
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Fig. 1. The pipeline of our algorithm is as follows: 1) Image features and text features are fused after BERT and VIT; 2) Based on the fused image features
and text features, we use multi-task learning to generate prompt words; 3) Twitter text is generated based on ChatGPT and a template filled with prompt
words; 4) The synthesized square image and Twitter text are combined into the final tweet containing images and text.

the COCO dataset [31]. Through the inherent randomness
of the model and the adopted Top-k decoding strategy, we
improve the diversity of the generated text, producing several
possible descriptions for each image.

In order to get a more accurate text description of the image,
we first generate 4 random text descriptions for the image, then
use CLIP (Contrastive Language-Image Pre-training) [32] to
score the matching of each text and image. Finally, the text
description with the highest score is selected as the description
of the image. CLIP here is a text-to-image pre-trained model
designed to learn alignment between multi-modal entities such
as images and text. Given raw inputs of text and images, CLIP
will output a similarity representation between them, where −1
means completely dissimilar and 1 means completely similar.

B. Multi-task Prompt Words Learning

In this section, we will generate image-aligned text, specif-
ically using large language cue learning methods to generate
textual descriptions that are consistent with the visualization’s
context. Prompt learning is a creative and detail-oriented task
that involves strategic choices of words, phrases, symbols, and
formatting, all designed to guide the model in producing high-
quality and relevant text.

To this end, we generate prompt words through the
following multiple methods: 1) extract keywords K =
{k1, k2, . . . , km} from a series of candidate sentences; 2)
classify multi-modal data to determine the topic words T of the
text; 3) perform sentiment analysis on text data and evaluate
their emotional polarity Y (Y may be positive, negative and
neutral); 4) identify the scene Z in which the story takes

place through text and images. Subsequently, we will use the
prompt template of Figure 2 to synthesize the final prompt
text description with the above information T , Y , K and Z.

Fig. 2. Prompt word template for multi-prompt word learning

a) Keyword Extraction: After obtaining the text descrip-
tion of the image, we first perform part-of-speech filtering on
all words in the text: analyze the part-of-speech of each word
with the help of CoreNLP [33] and retain semantic words
such as adjectives, names, and verbs as candidates W . The
final keywords will be selected from these words.

The next step is to measure the importance of keywords:
mask the sentences in the paragraph and calculate the dis-
tance between the two sentences before and after the mask-
ing. Given a word sequence corresponding to a sentence
S = (w1, w2, · · · , wk, · · · , wn), we encode it into a 768-
dimensional vector through BERT [34] and then calculate the
cos similarity between words degree sentence and its masked
version to measure the importance of word wk

h(wk) =
BERT(S)T BERT(S/wk)

∥BERT(S)∥2∥BERT(S/wk)∥2
, (1)



where S/wk represents the sentence after removing (masking)
the word wk. Here, h(wk) basically measures the similarity
distance between two sentences. The smaller the distance
h(wk), the more important the word wk is. Finally, we select
the most important 3 words from the candidate words of the
sentence as keywords.

b) Fusion of Multimodal Features: In this section, we
attempt to fuse the feature representations of multiple models
to generate more accurate prompt representations that will
support subsequent multiple learning tasks.

To achieve this fusion effectively, we begin by utilizing
specific pre-trained models for distinct modalities. We use pre-
trained ViT-384 [35] as the backbone to extract image features
and pre-trained BERT as the backbone to extract text features.

Subsequently, we normalize all image features and word-
level features to obtain matrices Il×m =

[
i1 i2 · · · im

]
and Wl×n =

[
w1 w2 · · · wn

]
, where vectors ij and wj

are unit vectors in l-dimensional space respectively.
In order to better integrate the semantic representation of

text and images, we use the idea of Transformer to regenerate
the representation of text and images

C = softmax
(
ITW√

l

)
(2)

Î = WCT , (3)
Ŵ = IC. (4)

Here, Î and Ŵ will be used as inputs for multiple subse-
quent tasks including topic classification, sentiment analysis
and scene recognition.

c) Topic Categorization: In order to ensure the diversity
of GPT model generation, we will build a topic model to
classify all samples into five categories: sports, entertainment,
technology, politics, and business. We used a web crawler to
crawl 1500 samples containing images and text from Twitter
to build our model, where the training, validation, and test sets
were randomly divided in 80:10:10.

In order to process Ŵ , we design a decoder to complete
the task of topic classification, as shown in Figure 3. The
Dense/ReLU layer initially processes the fused features, pro-
viding basic nonlinearity. Next, the Add/Norm layer with its
residual connections and normalization ensures the stability
and depth of feature learning. Next comes the Feed Forward
layer, which further enhances the model’s ability to capture
complex patterns. Adaptive average pooling adjusts feature
sizes for efficient processing. Finally, a combination of dense
layers and softmax functions converts these processed features
into classification probability distributions, which are crucial
for accurate topic classification.

d) Sentiment Analysis: Below we predict the sentiment
polarity of the semantics of image and text representations and
use it in prompt templates.

For text sequence data, we use LSTM to predict the senti-
ment polarity of the text Ŵ integrated into the image. LSTM
contains LSTM cells that process the input data of each time
step in a recurrent fashion. LSTM cells include forget gates,

Decoder
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Dense & ReLU

Adaptive Average 
Pooling

Topic Classifier

W

Add & Norm

Add & Norm

^

Fig. 3. Network architecture for topic analysis task

input gates, output gates, cell states and hidden states. The
forget gate, input gate and output gate in Eqn. (5), (6) and
(7) can operate the input data zt and the hidden state ht−1

to obtain the corresponding gating coefficients, where σ is
the sigmoid activation function, and W and b are weights
and biases. Then, as shown in Eqn. (8), (9) and (10), the
forget gate can choose to forget the unimportant information
in the previous cell state, and the input gate can retain the
important information of the input data, so as to obtain the new
cell state ct. Finally, the output gate determines the important
information that the current cell state can output, and use the
new hidden state ht as the output of LSTM.

ft = σ(W f [ht−1, zt] + bf ) (5)
it = σ(W i[ht−1, zt] + bi) (6)
ot = σ(W o[ht−1, zt] + bo) (7)
c̃t = tanh(W c[ht−1, zt] + bc) (8)
ct = ft ∗ ct−1 + it ∗ c̃t (9)
ht = ot ∗ tanh(ct) (10)

e) Scene Recognition: In the field of scene recognition,
the accurate pairing of images and text and the effective
analysis of scene-related nouns are crucial. The transformer
module we designed, as shown in Fig. 4, contains encoders and
decoders to meet these needs. The decoder accepts three types
of input: flat image features denoted I , text features labeled W ,
and modality-aware prompts Ŵ . These inputs work together
within the model to enhance the recognition and interpretation
of the scene depicted in the image.

In the multi-head attention mechanism of our decoder, the
text features W act as the query Q. They encapsulate semantic
details relevant to the scene, helping the model pinpoint
image fragments that resonate with the accompanying text.
These textual features are often derived from image-related
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descriptions, thereby directing the model’s attention to the
parts of the image that correspond to the textual narrative.

The modality-aware prompt Ŵ acts as a key K, providing
additional contextual insights. They help guide the model’s
focus to important image areas, especially those that are
closely related to textual descriptions. Essentially, these cues
act as navigation aids, directing the model’s attention to the
most important elements of the image.

At the same time, the image feature I serves as the value
V , which reflects the visual essence of the image. Within the
multi-head attention framework, a combination of text queries
and modality-aware cues are used to embed scene-related
information into image features I . This synergy ultimately
forms the scene-aware prompt, symbolized by R.

In the encoding stage, scene-aware prompts R and text
information W are further refined through the attention mech-
anism. Here, R assumes the roles of K and V , while W plays
the role of Q. This setup enables the encoder to enhance
the interaction between visual and textual elements, thereby
improving the accuracy of scene understanding. The output
of the encoder is an enhanced feature fusion that interweaves
the visual narrative of the image with its textual description,
providing a more nuanced and precise context for scene
recognition. The scene recognition model’s classification head
then leverages this rich representation to extract indicator
words that accurately describe the scene.

C. Synthesis of Grid Images

Generally, Twitter is a platform that allows everyone to show
themselves from multiple aspects and angles, so we usually
need to process each picture into a character-centered image.
Specifically, we detect people from images using the detection
algorithm GroundingDINO, and then extend a set of images
to the same size through an image cropping algorithm. These

steps can cover some background information in the image.
On the other hand, it makes the cropped photos more beautiful.

IV. EXPERIMENT

To demonstrate the superior performance of our model, we
conducted comparative experiments to compare our method
with other prompting methods and manual Twitter content
generation. Ablation studies were designed to verify the im-
portance of sub-tasks within Multi-Task Prompt Learning for
generating high-quality tweets. Furthermore, a generalizability
experiment was implemented to illustrate the universality of
the networks employed in our sub-tasks.

A. Dataset

In the comparative experiment, both the proposed Multi-task
Prompt Word Learning method and each of the comparative
methods [24]–[26] generated a dataset of 200 tweets. Each
tweet exhibits a multimodal composition, seamlessly blending
textual and visual elements. The textual component is metic-
ulously confined to a maximum length of 40 characters. The
tweet content is deliberately curated to align thematically with
five distinct categories: Sports, Entertainment, Technology,
Politics, and Business.

In the subsequent generalizability experiment, we utilized
widely recognized public datasets. For sentiment analysis
network, we employed MVSA [36], Twitter15 [37], Twitter17
[38]. While Twitter15 and Twitter17 datasets comprise text and
image modalities extracted from tweets, MVSA is a dataset
featuring text and image modalities derived from social media
posts. In the scene recognition segment, we applied Scene-
15 [39], MIT Indoor-67 [40], and Places-205 [41] to assess
diverse scene recognition networks. Scene-15 concentrates on
general outdoor and indoor scenes, MIT Indoor-67 specializes
in varied indoor scenes, and Places-205 encompasses over 200
different scenes and environments, offering a comprehensive
evaluation for scene recognition tasks. It’s essential to empha-
size that due to the absence of pertinent datasets and models
exhibiting comparable performance, the generalizability exper-
iments excluded topic classification.

B. Implementation Details

We utilize the unified GPT-4 version [16] by OpenAI with-
out further branching. For Multi-task Prompt Word Learning,
the topic classification model undergoes 500 epochs with a
batch size of 4 and a learning rate of 0.005. Simultaneously,
the sentiment analysis network is refined over 500 epochs on
the Twitter-15 dataset with a batch size of 16 and a consis-
tent learning rate of 0.005. The dedicated scene recognition
network is trained on the Scene-15 dataset for 300 epochs,
utilizing a batch size of 16 and a slightly increased learning
rate of 0.008. All models leverage a single NVIDIA 3090 GPU
throughout training.

In the comparative experiment, we have designed a template
to facilitate GPT in scoring tweets. As illustrated in Figure 5,
the evaluation of generated tweet content encompasses four



TABLE I
EVALUATION OF GENERATED SOCIAL MEDIA CONTENT

Manual Twitter Graph-ToolFormer [24] LLM-Lingua [25] Prompt Distillation [26] Multi-task Prompt Words Learning (ours)

The generated tweets

Relevance & Clarity 8.20/10 7.55/10 7.15/10 6.90/10 8.75/10
Creativity & Originality 7.35/10 5.85/10 5.45/10 4.50/10 7.30/10
Coherence & Structure 7.10/10 5.85/10 5.45/10 5.30/10 7.60/10
Emotional Impact 6.75/10 4.55/10 5.40/10 4.40/10 7.25/10
Engagement 7.15/10 5.70/10 5.55/10 5.25/10 7.60/10
Overall 7.50/10 5.85 5.45 5.35 8.05/10

TABLE II
ABLATION STUDY OF MULTI-TASK PROMPT WORD LEARNING METHOD

Method Relevance & Clarity Creativity & Originality Coherence & Structure Emotional Impact Engagement Overall

MPWL w/o Scene Recognition 8.35 7.20 7.55 7.25 7.15 7.70
MPWL w/o Topic Classification 7.90 7.15 7.45 7.20 6.80 7.35
MPWL w/o Sentiment Analyse 7.75 7.15 7.40 6.15 6.60 7.15
w/o MPWL 6.60 4.35 5.20 5.05 5.15 5.20
Ours (with MPWL) 8.75 7.30 7.60 7.25 7.60 8.05

main aspects: Relevance and Clarity, Creativity and Origi-
nality, Coherence and Structure, and Emotional Impact and
Engagement. Each aspect is rated on a scale from 1 to 10.
This approach aims to reduce biases and variations typically
found in human scoring methods. In the ablation study, this
template is similarly employed, but with the addition of blanks
to account for absent subtasks.

For the generalizability experiment, we isolate sub-networks
in Multi-Task Prompt Learning and compare their performance
with the corresponding task’s network on universal datasets.
We use Accuracy and F1-score to measure the performance
of different methods.

C. Comparative Experiments

As shown in Table I, the quality of tweets generated under
the guidance of Multi-task Prompt Word Learning (MPWL)
is relatively higher compared to manually crafted tweets.
MPWL outperforms in almost all evaluated aspects, except
for Creativity and Originality, where it slightly falls manually
crafted tweets. The lesser performance of other prompting
learning methods [24]–[26] can be linked to their unsuitability
for social media content creation. These methods [24]–[26]
lack the specialized features necessary to extract themes,
emotions, and locations from images, and they do not have
structured templates crucial for crafting standard tweets. As a
result, their tweets often lack the emotional depth, creativity,
and overall quality that are typical of manually crafted tweets.
In contrast, MPWL shows more skill in these areas.

D. Ablation study

To further validate the effectiveness of proposed Multi-
task Prompt Word Learning (MPWL), we conducted ablation
experiments with different settings. Specifically, we performed

Fig. 5. The Designed Template for Scoring Generated Tweets

experiment by removing the MPWL, denoted as “w/o MPWL”
in Table II. Additionally, experiments were conducted by re-
moving each component from the MPWL, labeled as “MPWL
w/o Scene Recognition”, “MPWL w/o Topic Classification”,
or “MPWL w/o Sentiment Analyse”. The results reveal that:
(1) MPWL with all components achieves the best performance
on generated content, while removing any module results in



sub-optimal results; (2) “w/o MPWL” performs worse than
MPWL, highlighting the effectiveness of scene recognition,
topic classification and sentiment analysis in enhancing the
overall quality of the content.

E. Generalizability Experiments

To further validate the generalizability of Multi-Task Media
Prompting method, we test its sub-network in different tasks,
including sentiment analysis, and scene recognition. This
diverse range of tasks provided a comprehensive evaluation
of its adaptability. As shown in Table III IV, the results
confirmed that Multi-Task Media Prompting not only performs
on par with the most commonly used existing methods [42]–
[47] but also showcases its superiority in managing diverse
data types and meeting different analytical requirements. This
extension into various tasks emphasized the flexibility and
effectiveness of Multi-Task Media Prompting in a wide range
of applications.

TABLE III
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON (ACCURACY(%) AND F1(%)) OF

DIFFERENT SENTIMENT ANALYSIS MODELS.

MVSA Twitter15 Twitter17
Model ACC ↑ F1 ↑ ACC ↑ F1 ↑ ACC ↑ F1 ↑
CNN-Multi [42] 66.30 64.19 64.38 63.48 61.87 60.26
mBERT(BOTH) [43] 68.46 66.83 75.31 70.18 69.61 67.12
TomBert [44] 69.86 65.84 76.18 71.27 70.50 68.04
Ours 69.12 66.56 76.31 71.56 70.21 68.43

TABLE IV
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON (ACCURACY(%) AND F1(%)) OF

DIFFERENT SCENE RECOGNITION MODELS.

Scene-15 MIT Indoor-67 Places-205
Model ACC ↑ F1 ↑ ACC ↑ F1 ↑ ACC ↑ F1 ↑
DAG-CNN [45] 92.90 89.41 77.50 73.41 56.20 52.28
Hybrid CNNs [46] 91.21 88.86 82.24 79.56 64.53 61.89
Multi-scale CNNs [47] 95.18 92.87 86.04 82.69 70.17 67.56
Ours 95.34 93.17 86.07 82.86 70.23 67.71

V. CONCLUSION

In our work, we apply artificial intelligence technology to
content generation for social media and propose a prompt
word generation framework based on multi-modal information
fusion, which uses topic classification, sentiment analysis,
and scene recognition. Generate more comprehensive prompt
words to generate high-quality tweets through ChatGPT. Fur-
thermore, in the absence of effective and objective evaluation
methods in the field of content generation, we propose to
use the ChatGPT tool to achieve large-scale evaluation of
content generation methods. The final results show that our
approach produces higher-quality tweets compared to other on-
the-fly learning methods and manually crafted posts. In future
work, we will focus on further processing and beautification
of images.
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