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Abstract

Emotion cognition in large language models
(LLMs) is crucial for enhancing performance
across various applications, such as social me-
dia, human-computer interaction, and mental
health assessment. We explore the current land-
scape of research, which primarily revolves
around emotion classification, emotionally rich
response generation, and Theory of Mind as-
sessments, while acknowledge the challenges
like dependency on annotated data and com-
plexity in emotion processing. In this paper, we
present a detailed survey of recent progress in
LLMs for emotion cognition. We explore key
research studies, methodologies, outcomes, and
resources, aligning them with Ulric Neisser’s
cognitive stages. Additionally, we outline po-
tential future directions for research in this
evolving field, including unsupervised learn-
ing approaches and the development of more
complex and interpretable emotion cognition
LLMs. We also discuss advanced methods such
as contrastive learning used to improve LLMs’
emotion cognition capabilities.

1 Introduction
In today’s emotion computing field, the signifi-
cance of emotion cognition in large language mod-
els (LLMs) is increasingly recognized (Ren et al.,
2024). It offers profound insights into the com-
plex processes of human emotions and cognition.
This area involves not only analyzing the emotional
states of individuals or groups but also effectively
utilizing these emotions in various applications,
such as social media analysis (Chen et al., 2024b;
Yang et al., 2024; Chen et al., 2024e; Jin et al., 2023,
2024b), human-computer interaction (Chen et al.,
2023e,c), and mental health assessment (Chen et al.,
2024d). Having emotion cognition capabilities en-
ables LLMs to align more closely with human
values, thereby enhancing their performance in
emotion-related downstream tasks.

Figure 1: The framework of this survey, including the
challenges of LLMs’ emotion cognition, Bases and
Methods to enhance LLMs’ emotion cognition of LLMs,
as well as the future direction in this topic.

Current research in emotion cognition with
LLMs focuses on a range of approaches for pro-
cessing and analyzing emotional data. This in-
cludes emotion classification (Zhang et al., 2023),
generating emotionally rich responses (Xie et al.,
2023; Chen et al., 2024g), and Theory of Mind
assessments (Sap et al., 2022). The researchers
also focus on enhancing LLMs’ emotional capabil-
ities through techniques such as in-context learning
(Sun et al., 2023; Chen et al., 2024c) and fine-
tuning methods (Peng et al., 2023; Chen et al.,
2023d), etc. However, challenges still exist, in-
cluding over-reliance on annotated data, difficulty
in handling complex emotions, and explaining the
decision-making processes of LLMs in emotion
cognition. Moreover, emotion cognition is highly
relevant to human emotional psychology, requiring
not only computational methods and techniques
but also a deep understanding and application of
psychological theories.

In our review, we emphasize combining a psy-
chological perspective, particularly based on Ul-
ric Neisser’s cognitive psychology theory (Neisser,
2014), to examine the application and research
of LLMs in emotion cognition. Neisser, known
as the father of cognitive psychology, describing
cognition in his book “Cognitive Psychology” as
a comprehensive process that includes sensation,
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perception, imagination, memory, recall, problem-
solving, and thinking. Fig. 1 illustrates the frame-
work of this survey. Specifically, we first delve into
three key challenges faced in emotion cognition
of LLMs: the uniqueness of emotional problems,
the complexity of emotional methodologies, and
the diversity of emotional tasks. We then introduce
two typical directions in LLMs for emotion cog-
nition: emotion evaluation and emotion enhance-
ment. Drawing upon the cognitive definition by
Ulric Neisser, we categorize works in the emo-
tion domain of LLMs into these seven stages. In
each stage, we explore more detailed research direc-
tions and application scenarios. Additionally, we
summarize significant works in emotion cognition,
categorized by these seven stages, including their
motivation, key methodologies, performance, and
available open-source codes and datasets. Lastly,
we identify and discuss open questions and poten-
tial future directions in the field of emotion cogni-
tion of LLMs. The main contributions of our work
include:

• We make an in-depth analysis of the main
challenges in emotion cognition from the per-
spectives of problem definition, methodology,
and application areas.

• We categorize works in the emotion domain
according to the seven stages of cognitive psy-
chology theory, aligning specific tasks better
with human cognitive processes.

• We provide an insightful discussion on future
research directions in emotion cognition, aim-
ing at inspiring further advancements in the
field of emotion computing of LLMs.

2 Challenges and Bases
Emotion cognition in LLMs faces key challenges:
i) Uniqueness of the Problem, which indicates emo-
tions in text are abstract and require deep under-
standing; ii) Methodological Complexity, which
indicates emotions extends beyond classification
or generation, needing tailored strategies and quan-
titative evaluations; iii) Diversity of Tasks, which
indicates emotion tasks like question answering
and dialogue need varied methods and effective-
ness measures.

We first introduce the bases of emotion cogni-
tion, which include evaluations and enhancement
for LLMs. Specifically, existing evaluations for

LLMs can be categorized as follows: i) Discrim-
inative Tasks include sentiment classification and
emotion recognition on various datasets (Zhang
et al., 2023; Carneros-Prado et al., 2023; Rathje
et al., 2023). ii) Generation Tasks assess LLMs’
emotional generation capabilities (Lynch et al.,
2023; Xie et al., 2023; NathanKlapach, 2023). iii)
Theory of Mind focus on LLMs’ abilities to in-
fer and replicate human mental states (Trott et al.,
2023a; Sap et al., 2022; Gandhi et al., 2023). iv)
Higher-order Tasks include role-playing, humor
understanding, empathy generation, and decision-
making (Jiang et al., 2023; Jentzsch and Kersting,
2023; Lee et al., 2022; Jin et al., 2022). Enhance-
ment methods for LLMs are categorized as follows:
i) In-context Learning incorporates emotional la-
bels and contextual examples to improve emotion
recognition (Sun et al., 2023; Lei et al., 2023; Lee
et al., 2022). ii) Fine-tuning enhance performance
in tasks like mental health prediction and sentiment
analysis (Xu et al., 2023; Kheiri and Karimi, 2023;
Peng et al., 2023; Binz and Schulz, 2023). iii)
Knowledge Enhancement is adopted in tasks like
completing dialogues, predicting emotional distri-
bution, and integrating with knowledge bases en-
rich LLMs’ emotional content (Zheng et al., 2023;
Gagne and Dayan, 2023; Sun et al., 2023; Jeong
and Makhmud, 2023; Qian et al., 2023; Shao et al.,
2023).

Next, we elaborate three typical emotion cog-
nition problems with more detailed symbolic rep-
resentations as follows: i) Emotion classification.
Given a dataset D = {(xi, yi)}Ni=1, where xi repre-
sents the input text and yi is the corresponding la-
beled emotion, the objective is to develop an LLM,
denoted as LLMEAC . This model is tasked with
function fEAC : X → E, where X is the space
of input texts and E is the set of possible emotion
classes. The goal is for LLMEAC to predict the
emotion class e ∈ E for a new input text x ∈ X ,
using a limited set of labeled examples (xi, yi). ii)
Emotion generation. Given a conversational con-
text or narrative C = {c1, c2, ..., cm}, where cj rep-
resents the j-th element of the context, the task is to
develop an LLM, denoted as LLMEIG. The model
should implement a function fEIG : C → R,
where R is the space of possible responses or gen-
erated text. The model LLMEIG is expected to
generate a response r ∈ R that is contextually
and emotionally aligned with the given conver-
sational context C. iii) Emotion interpretability.
Given a set of emotional data E = {e1, e2, ..., ek},



where each ek represents an annotated emotional
instance, the objective is to develop an LLM, de-
noted as LLMEI . This model should execute a
function fEI : E ×X → I , where I is the set of
interpretable explanations. The model LLMEI is
designed to provide an explanation i ∈ I for the
predicted or generated emotion ek corresponding
to an input text x ∈ X , elucidating the rationale
behind its emotional inference or generation.

3 Methods and Applications
In this section, drawing parallels between Neisser’s
cognitive processes and LLMs’ capabilities, we
elaborate emotion cognition of LLMs in the same
seven stages. we list representative studies with
their motivations, key techniques, results, open-
source codes/datasets are shown in Table 1. The
enlarged version is shown in Table 2 and Table 3.

3.1 Sensation
Sensation is the notion that LLMs exhibit capa-
bilities akin to human in processing input textual
data. Work in this area mainly focuses on the input
form. The common input forms contain three cate-
gories, including prompt engineering, embeddings
representation and knowledge enhancement.

Prompt engineering means adding some instruc-
tions to guide LLMs on downstream tasks. For ex-
ample, Lynch et al. (2023) introduced a structured
narrative prompt designed for querying LLMs. The
study uses OpenAI’s ChatGPT to generate narra-
tives, then compares the emotional levels in these
narratives with real tweets using statistical tests like
chi-squared and Fisher’s exact tests; Ratican and
Hutson (2023) proposed the 6DE model to analyze
human emotions in LLM contexts. This model
considers multiple dimensions of emotions, such
as arousal, valence, dominance, agency, fidelity,
and novelty; Zhang et al. (2023) explored four
prompt strategies, including zero-shot and few-shot
prompts with and without context, demonstrating
the good performance of these prompts for LLMs
in emotion analysis and recognition tasks compar-
ing with those without any prompting strategy. The
study highlights the importance of contextual infor-
mation in enhancing emotion estimation by LLMs.

Different from using prompts for input, an em-
beddings representation converts the input text into
a vector representation in a high-dimensional space,
capturing the semantic information of the vocab-
ulary, which is used for optimizing internal pro-
cess of the LLM. For example, Xu et al. (2023)

explored instruction tuning to enhance LLM perfor-
mance in mental health prediction. The fine-tuned
models, Mental-Alpaca and Mental-FLAN-T5, no-
tably surpass GPT-3.5 and GPT-4’s performance,
despite being significantly smaller in size; Binz and
Schulz (2023) investigated psychological experi-
ment data which is used to fine-tune LLMs. This
research demonstrates LLMs’ capabilities in accu-
rately mimicking human behavior, and indicating
LLMs’ potential in emotion cognition with embed-
dings representation in the fine-tuning process.

Moreover, knowledge enhancement means
adding context or knowledge into the input to en-
hance LLMs’ performance in processing down-
stream tasks. For example, Sun et al. (2023) fo-
cused on enhancing empathetic response genera-
tion by incorporating external knowledge. This
study introduces a novel approach called CoNECT,
which utilizes emotional indicators to assess con-
text relevance and promote empathy reasoning;
Gagne and Dayan (2023) explored the sentiment
distribution of text generated by LLMs. This
approach enables the generation of emotionally
rich sentences through the utilization of specific
quantiles, demonstrating LLMs’ effectiveness in
emotion-related generation, and offers insights into
LLMs’ internal mechanism.

In brief, current research in LLMs has achieved
notable progress in processing emotional text in-
puts, mainly through prompt engineering, embed-
dings representation, and knowledge enhancement.
These methods have enhanced LLMs’ capabilities
to understand and generate emotion-rich content.
However, there remains room for improvement in
diversifying the modes of receiving and processing
text inputs, including integrating a more nuanced
internal emotional cognition within LLMs to better
interpret and respond to inputs.

3.2 Perception
Perception involves interpreting and understanding
sensory information, processing raw data collected
from the senses to form a meaningful understand-
ing of the external world. LLMs’ perception in
emotion cognition mainly contains emotion recog-
nition and its interpretability.

Emotion recognition involves recognizing emo-
tions in the context or conversations. For example,
Rathje et al. (2023) explored the performance of
GPT-3.5 and GPT-4 in detecting various language
psychological constructs (emotions, discrete emo-
tions, and aggressiveness), suggesting that LLMs



Stage Paper Motivation Approach Performance Venue Code/Datalink

(Lynch et al., 2023) Generating narratives based on simulated agents. Structured narrative prompt ChatGPT’s sentiment scores are similar to real tweets in 4 out of 44 categories. Future Inter-
net

https: //data.mendeley.com
/datasets/nyxndvwfsh/2

(Ratican and Hutson, 2023) Analyzing human emotions within LLMs from multiple angles. The Six Emotional Dimension (6DE) model Performance is improved by integrating 6DE model and reinforcement learning. IJAIRR
(Zhang et al., 2023) Exploring the potential of LLMs for emotion recognition. Prompt engineering LLMs use context to improve emotion estimation. arXiv
(Xu et al., 2023) Evaluating and improving LLMs’ performance in mental health. Zero-shot prompting, Few-shot prompting, and Instruction fine-

tuning
Best-finetuned models outperform GPT-3.5’s best prompt by 10.9% in balanced accuracy, and GPT-4 by 4.8%. arXiv

(Binz and Schulz, 2023) Investigating transforming LLMs into cognitive models. Fine-tuning (on data from psychological experiments) CENTaUR achieves -48002.3 negative log-likelihood on the Choices13k dataset and -25968.6 on the Horizon task, beating domain-specific
models.

arXiv
Sensation

(Sun et al., 2023) Making LLMs better reflect human behavior in conversations. Contextual rationality segregation with attention mechanism Lamb excels in generating empathetic responses with an accuracy of 53.44%. arXiv
(Rathje et al., 2023) How LLMs represent sentiments and emotions in generated sentences. Precise sentiment distribution modeling with LLMs GPT-4 outperforms dictionary-based text analysis (r = 0.66-0.75 vs. r = 0.20-0.30 for correlations with manual annotations). arXiv

(Gagne and Dayan, 2023) Evaluating GPT as a tool for automated psychological text analysis. Multilingual psychological text analysis with GPT LLMs predict emotions with less than 1% deviation for valence and 2-7% for other emotions. PsyArXiv https://osf.io/6pnb2
(Lei et al., 2023) Enhancing LLMs’ emotion recognition in the conversations. InstructERC InstructERC outperforms UniMSE, SACL-LSTM, and EmotionIC on the IEMOCAP, MELD, and EmoryNLP datasets, respectively, by

margins of 0.73%, 2.70%, and 1.36%.
arXiv

(Peng et al., 2023) Improving emotion recognition with LLMs. Adaptation of LLMs for emotion recognition LLMs outperform specialized deep models. arXiv

Perception

(Kheiri and Karimi, 2023) Thoroughly examining various GPT methodologies in sentiment analysis GPT-based sentiment analysis Achieving over 22% higher F1-score than the current SOTA methods. arXiv https://github.com DSAatUSU
SentimentGPT

(Trott et al., 2023b) Exploring how humans recognize and understand humorous utterances LLM-based humor comprehension In the humor comprehension task, GPT-3’s accuracy is lower for jokes (69.4%) compared with literal statements (expected: 96.2%, straight:
93.1%).

PsyArXiv

(Ullman, 2023) Iinvestigating how minor variations affect LLMs’ ToM performance. Minor task alterations GPT-3.5’s accuracy drops from 99% to below 50% with minor modifications arXiv
(Kwon et al., 2022) Exploring methods for representing similarity among emotion concepts. Emotion representation fusion GPT-3 shows a correlation much closer to appraisal feature-based similarity compared with word2vec models. CogSci https://doi.org 10.7910/DVN

6DPPKH

(Xie et al., 2023) Comparing the story generation capacity of LLMs Prompt engineering GPT-3 generates high-quality stories comparable to those written by humans, outperforming SOTA methods. SIGDIAL
(Yongsatianchot et al., 2023a) Exploring the capabilities of GPT-4 to solve tasks related to emotion prediction Emotion prediction and manipulation Prompting GPT-4 to identify key emotional factors enables it to manipulate the emotional intensity of its stories. ACIIW
(Zheng et al., 2023) Expanding emotional support dialogue corpora with LLMs. Language-model augmented dialogue completion AUGESC achieves high scores in informativeness, understanding, helpfulness, consistency, and coherence, based on human evaluation,

outperforming strong baselines and crowdsourced dialogues.
ACL

(Lee et al., 2022) Exploring whether GPT-3 can generate empathetic dialogues Prompt-based in-context learning for empathetic dialogue genera-
tion

INTENTACC 82.5%, EMOACC 34.2% in single-turn setting, and INTENTACC 81.3%, EMOACC 33.7% in multi-turn setting. COLING https://github.com passing2961
EmpGPT-3

(Zhao et al., 2023) Evaluating ChatGPT’s emotional dialogue capability Emotional dialogue understanding and generation evaluation
method

ChatGPT generally has a performance gap of 3-18% in ERC, 11.95% in CEE, and 11-17% in DAC. arXiv

Imagination

(Chen et al., 2024f) Enhancing LLMs’ understanding and generation of humorous responses in
dialogues.

Training LMs with a Chinese humor response dataset, chain-of-
humor annotations and auxiliary tasks

Improve LMs’ humorous response accuracy by up to 30% compared to baseline ones AAAI 2024

(Jentzsch and Kersting, 2023) Evaluating ChatGPT’s ability to understand and replicate human humor. LLM-based humor understanding and generation ChatGPT’s 1008 jokes are too similar to 25 specific jokes, and ChatGPT provides invalid explanations for some jokes. arXiv https://github.com DLR-
SC/JokeGPT-WASSA23

(Toplyn, 2023) Enhancing AI joke generation and develop chatbot with humanlike humor. Witscript 3 Witscript 3’s responses to input sentences have 44% jokes. arXiv
(Venkatakrishnan et al., 2023) Exploring using transformer models for emotion detection. Emotion detection task RoBERTa beats GPT3.5 in emotion detection with fine-tuning. CAI

(Tao et al., 2023) Enhancing personalized role-playing with LLMs Personalized character-driven language modeling The RoleCraft-GLM model excels in specific role knowledge and memory with a score of 0.3573 but is slightly less efficient in general
instruction response with a score of 0.5385.

arXiv https://github.com
tml2002/RoleCraft

(Shao et al., 2023) Studying how LLMs can embody individuals. Character-LLM Simulating characters and memorizing experiences effectively. arXiv https://github.com choosewhatu-
like trainable-agents

(Jiang et al., 2023) Assessing LLMs’ accuracy and consistency in reflecting specific traits. Personality-aligned LLM generation Correlate language features with assigned personality types effectively. arXiv
Retention

(NathanKlapach, 2023) Exploring emotional abilities of LLMs. Emotional analysis of LLMs GPT4 scores the highest at 889.5/1000, while Bing AI scores the lowest at 427.8/1000 among the 5 LLMs for emotional capabilities. research
archive of
rising schol-
ars

(Jia et al., 2023) Addressing challenges in emotional support conversations. MODERN MODERN records the lowest PPL at 14.99, highest BLEU-1 score at 23.19, BLEU-2 at 10.13, BLEU-3 at 5.53, BLEU-4 at 3.39, ROUGE-L
at 20.86, METEOR at 9.26, and the highest CIDEr score at 30.08, outperforming all SOTA baselines on the ESConv dataset.

arXiv

(Jeong and Makhmud, 2023) Enhancing realism and consistency of responses from LLMs Multi-sensory contextual response generation Model with all components achieves improved performance, scoring 0.118 in METEOR and 0.209 in Sentence BERT. arXiv https://github.com sraf-
sasm/InfoRichBot

(Zhong et al., 2023) Improving long-term memory in LLMs MemoryBank Exhibiting strong capability for long-term companionship. arXiv
Recall

(Qian et al., 2023) Exploring the performance of LLMs in generating empathetic responses Semantically similar in-context learning, two-stage interactive
generation, and combination with knowledge base

With ChatGPT using 5-shot in-context learning, the Dist-1 and Dist-2 scores reach 2.96 and 18.29, and BLEU-4 score is 2.65. arXiv

(Wake et al., 2023) Assessing ChatGPT’s performance in recognizing emotions from text. Emotion recognition with ChatGPT Emotion datasets vary, indicating potential bias and instability in LLMs. arXiv

(Tu et al., 2023) Providing emotional support to individuals with diverse personalities Persona-driven social support conversation The results show high effectiveness, with emotional improvement averaging 4.37, problem solving) at 3.30, and active engagement at 4.89
on a 5-point scale.

arXiv https://github.com more-
cry/CharacterChat

(Qi et al., 2023) Identifying cognitive distortions and suicidal thoughts. Psychological risk classification with LLMs The fine-tuned GPT-3.5 achieves an F1 score of 78.45%, an improvement of 11.5% over the base model. research
square

https://github.com hongzhiQ Su-
pervisedVsLLM EfficacyEval

Problem-Solving

(Zhu et al., 2024) Enhancing LLMs’ empathetic understanding to infer users’ underlying goals
and psychological needs.

Prompt engineering. reaching up to 85% accuracy in inferring users’ goals and fundamental psychological needs arXiv

(Sajja et al., 2023) Creating an smart assistant for personalized learning in higher education. AI-enabled Intelligent Assistant (AIIA) The framework shows enhanced personalized and adaptive learning. arXiv
(Lai et al., 2023) Addressing the increasing demand for mental health support. Psy-LLM The framework generates coherent and relevant answers effectively. arXiv

(Trott et al., 2023a) Studying the impact of language exposure on understanding mental states. Language exposure hypothesis testing GPT-3’s predictions are sensitive to characters’ knowledge states, and the accuracy reaches 74.5% and 73.4% in two evaluations. Cognitive
Science

https://osf.io/hu865/

(Gandhi et al., 2023) Investigate the ToM reasoning capabilities of LLMs Causal template-based evaluation framework GPT4 mirrors human ToM, while other LLMs struggle in comparison. arXiv https://osf.io/qxj2s
(Sap et al., 2022) Exploring social intelligence and ToM in modern NLP systems. Instruction-tuned, RLFH, neural ToM GPT-4 performs only 60% accuracy on the ToM questions arXiv

Thinking

(Lee et al., 2024) Investigating LLMs’ abilities to generate empathetic responses Human evaluation GPT-4 achieves an average empathy score of 4.1 out of 5 arXiv
(Shapira et al., 2023) Evaluating the extent of N-ToM capabilities in LLMs N-ToM evaluation LLMs have ToM abilities but lack robust performance. arXiv https://github.com

salavi/Clever_Hans_or _N-
ToM

(Zhou et al., 2023) Evaluating LLMs’ ability to link mental states with social actions. Thinking for Doing (T4D), Zero-shot prompting framework, Fore-
see and Reflect (FaR)

FaR boosts GPT-4’s performance from 50% to 71% on T4D arXiv

(Sorin et al., 2023) Reviewing LLMs’ empathy in healthcare. A literature search on MEDLINE ChatGPT-3.5 outperforms humans in empathy-related tasks, achieving up to 85% MedRxiv
(Schaaff et al., 2023) Exploring ChatGPT’s ability to understand and express empathy A series of tests and questionnaires ChatGPT accurately identified emotions in 91.7% of cases and produced parallel emotional responses in 70.7% of conversations arXiv
(Saito et al., 2023) Enhancing LLMs’ empathetic dialogue speech synthesis Use ChatGPT to extract context words and train an empathetic

speech synthesis model.
ChatGPT-EDSS achieves 3.52 for naturalness and 3.24 for speaking style similarity INTERSPEECH

2023
Holterman and van Deemter
(2023)

understand whether ChatGPT-3 and ChatGPT-4 can exhibit ToM. Using six well-known problems that focus on human reasoning
biases and decision-making

ChatGPT-4 provides 30% more correct answers than ChatGPT-3 even if it’s based on incorrect assumptions or reasoning. arXiv

(Jin et al., 2022) Predicting human moral judgments for AI collaboration and safety. Moral Chain-of-Thought (MoralCoT) prompting strategy MoralCoT outperforms existing LLMs by 6.2% F1. NeurIPS https://huggingface.co
datasets/feradauto MoralExcep-
tQA

Del Arco et al. (2022) Enhancing GPT-3’ ability to detect empathy in text. Transfer learning and fine-tuning Achieve an F1 score of 0.73 on the empathy detection task. WASSA
2022

Table 1: A list of representative papers among each level with motivation, approach, performance, venue, and
code/datalink.

are more accurate than dictionary-based methods
and fine-tuned machine learning models; Zhang
et al. (2023) demonstrated that LLMs can achieve
comparable or superior performance in emotion
recognition tasks, especially in identifying minority
emotional categories; Lei et al. (2023) introduced
the InstructERC framework, an effective genera-
tive framework employing a combination of a re-
trieval module and an emotion alignment task for
emotion recognition; Venkatakrishnan et al. (2023)
emphasized the importance of emotion detection
in cross-cultural contexts, examining LLMs’ re-
sponses to significant events such as the murder of
Zhina (Mahsa) Amini in Iran and the earthquake in
Turkey and Syria; Rodríguez-Ibánez et al. (2023)
assessed sentiment analysis methods in social net-
works and their applications in fields like stock
market valuation, politics, and online bullying ed-
ucation. The study finds poor performance using
LLMs like GPT-3, and GPT-J, requiring domain-
specific adjustments; Peng et al. (2023) adopted
deep prompt tuning and low-rank adaptation to in-
vestigate how well LLMs perform in linguistic emo-
tion recognition. The impressive performance of
the adapted LLMs across six widely used datasets
highlights their strong transferability and feasibility

in emotion recognition, surpassing other special-
ized deep models; Kheiri and Karimi (2023) dis-
cussed the potential of using LLMs for sentiment
analysis, showing that LLMs excel in handling nu-
ances in language for sentiment analysis; Ullman
(2023) emphasized GPT-3.5’s skill in predicting
human emotions, highlighting its capabilities in
understanding and interpreting emotional content
in text. Carneros-Prado et al. (2023) conducted a
comparative analysis between GPT-3.5 and IBM
Watson using a dataset of 30,000 tweets related to
the Covid-19 pandemic. This study reveals the mul-
tifaceted capabilities of LLMs in sentiment analy-
sis and emotion classification. However, they also
struggle with fitting textual expressions into de-
fined emotion categories. Moreover, humor is a
more challenging research field in emotion cogni-
tion. Trott et al. (2023b) investigate the ability of
GPT-3 to understand verbal humor. Experiments
demonstrate that GPT-3 performs above chance in
detecting, appreciating, and comprehending jokes,
although it does not match human performance. It
suggests that while LLMs are adept at grasping
humor, language alone is not sufficient for fully
getting the joke. Images are also useful.

Interpretability of emotion recognition is to an-



alyze the internal state of LLMs through weight
distribution of words, gradient, disturbance. Kwon
et al. (2022) investigated methods of represent-
ing emotional concepts by comparing perfor-
mance between appraisal feature-based and word
embedding-based similarity calculation methods.
It finds that GPT-3 outperforms in word embedding-
based similarity calculations but also relies exces-
sively on the valuation of emotional concepts.

In general, recent advancements in LLMs have
focused on improving their perception of emo-
tions in text, mirroring human-like understanding
of emotional nuances. While LLMs like GPT-3.5
and GPT-4 show proficiency in detecting and in-
terpreting emotions across diverse contexts, they
still face challenges in fully grasping the context
and subtleties of emotions, highlighting the need
for further enhancement in their perceptual capa-
bilities for accurate emotion categorization, depth
of understanding, domain adaptability, and value
alignment.

3.3 Imagination
Imagination is the generation of emotionally rele-
vant content, such as emotional stories, poetry, and
emotive dialogues, with the aim of creating content
that aligns with human values.

For LLMs’ generating emotional narratives, Xie
et al. (2023) focused on variations in style, regis-
ter, and story length in crafting stories, revealing a
significant superiority of LLMs in generating story
content. However, a critical observation is that
LLMs tend to replicate real-world stories when
dealing with world knowledge. Yongsatianchot
et al. (2023a) investigated the GPT-4’s proficiency
in tasks associated with emotion prediction, show-
casing its capability to not only discern and concep-
tualize emotion theories but also to create emotion-
related stories. By prompting GPT-4 to recognize
and manipulate key elements of emotional experi-
ences, it demonstrates a nuanced control over the
emotional intensity in its narratives.

For generating emotive dialogues, Zheng et al.
(2023) adopted LLMs for dialogue augmentation
in emotional support conversations. This approach
treats dialogue augmentation as a dialogue com-
pletion task, where a fine-tuned language model
completes dialogues from various topics, followed
by heuristic-based postprocessing. Lee et al.
(2022) delved into the ability of GPT-3 to gener-
ate empathetic dialogues through prompt-based in-
context learning. The study introduces innovative

context example selection methods, SITSM and
EMOSITSM, which leverages emotional and situa-
tional information, revealing that GPT-3 achieves
competitive performance against Blender 90M in
empathy. Zhao et al. (2023) examined the emo-
tional dialogue capabilities of ChatGPT, assessing
ChatGPT’s performance in understanding and gen-
erating emotional dialogues through a series of
downstream tasks. Guo et al. (2023) indicated the
emotional effect of ChatGPT in vertical fields such
as painting creation. It can provide clearer, more
detailed painting instructions, and understand ab-
stract artistic expression and emotion in painting.

We also focus on a more specific aspect: the gen-
eration of humor, a complex and inherently human
characteristic. For example, Jentzsch and Kersting
(2023) critically investigated OpenAI’s ChatGPT
in terms of its humor generation capabilities, as-
sessesing ChatGPT’s ability to generate, explain,
and detect jokes. ChatGPT is expected to repeat
the same process of jokes rather than creating new
ones, though it can accurately explain valid jokes.
Toplyn (2023) presented an innovative approach to
humor generation for LLMs. Witscript 3 employs
three joke production mechanisms to generate and
select the best comedic responses. It represents a
collaboration between LLMs and human expertise,
incorporating humor algorithms crafted by profes-
sional comedy writers. Notably, Witscript 3’s re-
sponses are perceived as jokes by human evaluators
44% of the time. Chen et al. (2024f) constructed
a Chinese Explainable Humor Response Dataset
with chain-of-humor and humor mind map anno-
tations as well as humor-related auxiliary tasks to
evaluate and improve PLM and LLMs’ humorous
response ability of PLMs.

In summary, LLMs have significant achieve-
ments in the imagination of emotionally relevant
content, such as stories, dialogues, and humor.
They exhibit capabilities in nuanced control over
emotional intensity and empathy in conversations.
However, limitations persist in the originality of
content, particularly in humor generation where
LLMs tend to replicate existing jokes rather than
creating new ones.

3.4 Retention
Retention is the process of encoding and storing
knowledge, and creating “memories”. Retention
in LLMs relates to how they “remember” emo-
tional information and knowledge through their
training process, which is crucial for subsequent



emotional data processing and generation, such as
role-playing and character simulation.

For example, Tao et al. (2023) introduced an in-
novative framework aiming at improving personal-
ized role-playing with LLMs. They adopt a detailed
emotion classification strategy and annotate emo-
tions within the dialogue dataset, enabling GPT-4
to create character profiles based on emotions in
its “memory”. Shao et al. (2023) shifted the fo-
cus to training agents based on specific personal
profiles, experiences, and emotional states, rather
than using limited prompts to guide the ChatGPT’s
API. Experimental results indicate that editing and
restoring personal profiles contribute to building
simulacra for LLMs that are more accurate and
emotionally aware, resembling their characters in
a more human-like manner. Jiang et al. (2023)
delved into the extent to which the behaviors of per-
sonalized LLMs reflect specific personality traits.
This study uses the Big Five personality model to
create distinct LLM personas and evaluates their
behavior through various tasks, including a per-
sonality test and story writing. The results reveal
that LLM personas can consistently exhibit behav-
iors aligning with their assigned personality pro-
files. Wang et al. (2023) introduced the RoleLLM
framework which is used to enhance LLMs’ role-
playing capacities. This framework includes role
outline construction, context-based instruction gen-
eration, and role-specific knowledge capturing and
retention, showcasing competitive results of LLMs
through mimicking linguistic styles and utilizing
role-specific knowledge based on their memory.

We also investigated LLMs’ capabilities in con-
structing emotional memory patterns and restoring
them. For example, NathanKlapach (2023) delved
into the comparative analysis of five widely rec-
ognized LLMs, including BingAI 1, ChatGPT 2,
GoogleBard 3, and HuggingChat 4, focusing on
their ability to process, mimic, and express emo-
tions. These LLMs are tasked with creating new
stories that mirror the tone, style, and emotional
impact of the original narratives in order to assess
their capabilities in storing emotional aspects of
the stories and replicating them effectively. Russo
et al. (2023) introduced a novel method that LLMs
manage to restore human annotation with an author-
reviewer pipeline combat misinformation on so-

1https://wwbing.wangdu.site/web
2https://chat.openai.com/
3https://bard.google.com/
4https://huggingface.co/chat/

cial media platforms by generating emotional re-
sponses.

Generally, recent research in LLMs has focused
on enhancing their retention of emotional informa-
tion, crucial for tasks like role-playing and charac-
ter simulation. However, challenges persist in ef-
fectively encoding and storing complex emotional
knowledge, being unable to “retain” memory due
to context size limitations.. The field explores ways
to improve LLMs’ memory patterns and their ca-
pability to retain emotional information accurately
and systematically.

3.5 Recall
Recall is the retrieval of emotional memories, ex-
tracting “memories”. Recall in emotion cognition
for LLMs pertains to their capabilities to retrieve
emotionally relevant information from their inter-
nal or external knowledge in the context of respond-
ing emotion-related statement, maintaining con-
sistency of emotional dialogues, etc. The follow-
ing studies showcase how LLMs effectively uti-
lize emotional memories and histories to enhance
decision-making processes.

For example, Jia et al. (2023) introduced
knowledge-enhanced memory model for emotional
support conversation. This model is adept at per-
ceiving and adapting to the dynamic emotional
shifts within different periods of a conversation
through extracting rich knowledge from dialogues
and commonsense from ConceptNet (Speer et al.,
2017). Jeong and Makhmud (2023) proposed a
novel approach that enriches LLMs’ responses by
incorporating a diverse set of parameters, including
the five senses, attributes, emotional states, relation-
ships with the interlocutor and memories. They un-
derscore the importance of memory in maintaining
the continuity and emotional authenticity of conver-
sations. Zhong et al. (2023) introduced a dynamic
memory mechanism that makes LLMs utilize past
emotional interactions in current decision-making.
The mechanism, inspired by the Ebbinghaus For-
getting Curve (Ebbinghaus, 1885), allows LLMs
to selectively recall emotional interactions, there-
fore acting more as a real human friend. Qian et al.
(2023) underscored the importance of LLMs’ ca-
pabilities to generate empathetic responses based
on historical emotional contexts. They introduce
in-context learning and two-stage interactive gen-
eration that enable LLMs to process and reflect
upon past emotional interactions, thereby making
more empathetically informed decisions. In ad-



dition, Wake et al. (2023) investigated the appli-
cation of emotional history in decision-making.
The authors estimate the emotional label of cur-
rent utterances solely based on the past conversa-
tion’s history, showcasing the great effect of dataset
and emotion label selection on ChatGPT’s emotion
recognition performance.

In summary, recent studies on recall of LLMs
focus on retrieving and utilizing emotional memo-
ries for decision-making in emotion-related inter-
actions. These studies introduce LLMs are adapt to
dynamic emotional shifts, incorporate diverse pa-
rameters, and utilize historical emotional contexts
for empathetic decision-making. However, chal-
lenges remain in perfecting the recall of complex
emotional histories, efficiently retrieving the most
relevant knowledge and update it consistently.

3.6 Problem-Solving

Problem-Solving in emotion cognition is to solve
emotion-related downstream tasks in various sce-
narios (Li et al., 2023a; Chen et al., 2024a; Li et al.,
2022, 2024b, 2023c; Ni et al., 2024a; Li et al.,
2023b, 2024e).

In mental health, for example, Tu et al. (2023)
presented the S2Conv framework, tailored for pro-
viding personalized support for mental health is-
sues. It integrates personality and memory-based
dialogue models with an interpersonal matching
plugin, highlighting LLMs’ potential in providing
social support (Ni et al., 2024b; Li et al., 2024d;
Jin et al., 2024a; Li et al., 2024a). Qi et al. (2023)
evaluated LLMs’ performance in the mental health
domain. Zhu et al. (2024) investigated the use
of LLMs for performing mental inference tasks,
specifically inferring users’ underlying goals and
fundamental psychological needs. Lai et al. (2023)
used LLMs in psychological counseling settings,
providing immediate responses and mindfulness
activities. Xu et al. (2023) assessed LLMs’ perfor-
mance in mental health prediction tasks, highlight-
ing the need for bias mitigation. In education, Sajja
et al. (2023) propose an innovative framework for
personalized and adaptive learning.

These diverse applications of LLMs in emotion-
related problem-solving highlight their broad po-
tential. However, they also reveal limitations like
gender biases and the need for enhanced inter-
pretability. Future research directions may include
fine-tuning LLMs to better meet the needs of edu-
cational and mental health domains.

3.7 Thinking

Thinking refers to the reflection and review after
problem-solving. In the context of emotion cogni-
tion in LLMs, it pertains to how emotional Theory
of Mind is utilized to solve downstream tasks (Zhou
et al., 2024; Li et al., 2024c). Theory of Mind
(ToM) (Carlson et al., 2013) is the cognitive capa-
bility to understand one’s own and others’ mental
states, including emotions, intentions, expectations,
thoughts, beliefs. One can use this theory to predict
and interpret various behaviors.

LLMs have shown promising performance in
emotion-driven tasks with powerful thinking capa-
bility. For example, Trott et al. (2023a) demon-
strated LLMs perform well in inferring others’ be-
liefs. Gandhi et al. (2023) introduced a causality-
based template methodology for evaluating LLMs’
ToM. They find that GPT-4 has human-like reason-
ing patterns with powerful ToM. Sap et al. (2022)
evaluated GPT-3’s performance in social reasoning
and mental state comprehension, identifying the
boundaries of LLMs’ ToM. Shapira et al. (2023)
conducted extensive experimentation on six tasks
with varied detection methods in assessing LLMs’
ToM, which are non-robust and reliant on super-
ficial heuristic methods rather than solid reason-
ing. Holterman and van Deemter (2023) examined
the ability of ChatGPT-3 and ChatGPT-4 to ex-
hibit ToM by presenting them with six problems
addressing human reasoning biases, finding that
ChatGPT-4 provides correct answers more often
than chance, albeit sometimes based on incorrect
assumptions or flawed reasoning.

In the realm of thinking, the focus extends be-
yond ToM to behaviors. For example, Zhou et al.
(2023) introduced a novel “Thinking for Doing”
evaluation paradigm, assessesing whether LLMs
can discern appropriate actions based on others’
mental states, beyond merely responding to ques-
tions about these states. The study proposes a zero-
shot prompting framework, “Foresee and Reflect”,
to enhance LLMs in predicting future events and
reasoning through action choices. Jin et al. (2022)
aimed to evaluate LLMs in comprehending and
predicting human moral judgment and decision-
making behaviors. They propose a novel moral
reasoning chain prompt strategy named MoralCoT
based on legal expertise and moral reasoning theo-
ries, suggesting that MoralCoT surpasses existing
legal models in moral reasoning, complex moral
judgments and decisions. Sorin et al. (2023) re-



viewed the capacity of LLMs to demonstrate empa-
thy, exploring how LLMs process and express com-
plex emotional viewpoints and reasoning. Del Arco
et al. (2022) acknowledged GPT-3’s role in empa-
thy and distress predictions, highlighting its rea-
soning process in complex emotional forecasting.
Schaaff et al. (2023) assessed ChatGPT’s empathy
levels compared to human standards, comparing
the LLMs’ understanding and expression of empa-
thy. Saito et al. (2023) demonstrated the compara-
ble performance of the proposed ChatGPT-EDSS
in capturing empathy in dialogues, evaluating the
LLMs’ emotional understanding and expression
capabilities. Lee et al. (2024) found that LLMs’
responses are more empathetic than humans’, com-
paring the emotional reasoning and expression be-
tween models and humans.

Collectively, these studies have focused on
LLMs thinking capability. While LLMs like GPT-
4 show promise in understanding and inferring
mental states, challenges exist in their depth of
reasoning and reflection, better utilizing Theory
of Mind, and emotion-driven behavior prediction.
The field aims to enhance LLMs’ capabilities in
retrospectively analyzing emotional tasks for more
nuanced and accurate problem-solving.

4 Future Research Directions
Emotion cognition is an emerging and rapidly
developing research topic. Despite significant
progress, many challenges still exist for future re-
search. In this section, we identify and briefly dis-
cuss some potential directions.

• Generalization and transferability. Current
methods in emotion cognition for LLMs pri-
marily rely on labeled data and prompt-based
techniques. Notable limitations are the distri-
butional shift between the data used for train-
ing and testing, as well as the dependence
on the prompter’s expertise, which affects the
generalization and transferability of these net-
works (Chen et al., 2023a; Xiong et al., 2024;
Xiao et al., 2023). Rathje et al. (2023) em-
phasized the challenges posed by the lack of
manually annotated datasets in many under-
researched languages, limiting the analysis of
GPT’s accuracy.

• Explainability. Developing LLMs that pro-
vide clear explanations is essential for im-
proving the reliability and trustworthiness of
LLMs (Chen et al., 2022, 2023b; Weng and

Wu, 2024c,a; Weng et al., 2024; Weng and
Wu, 2024b). For instance, Kwon et al. (2022)
delved into how different LLMs perceive and
express nuanced human emotions. Addition-
ally, as Jentzsch and Kersting (2023) pointed
out there is a need for deeper understanding
beyond just analyzing system outputs. Inte-
grating theories like emotional cognition, as
discussed in (Yongsatianchot et al., 2023b),
can be a step forward in this direction. Fur-
thermore, Yongsatianchot et al. (2023a) sug-
gested that while LLMs contribute signifi-
cantly, they struggle in modeling emotions in
physiological, neural, and cognitive aspects.

• Diverse emotions and applications. There
is a vast array of complex and mixed emo-
tions as well as different modals that have yet
to be thoroughly explored (Tao et al., 2024).
Trott et al. (2023b) highlighted the growing
interest in specific emotions like humor, but
other emotions, such as anxiety, remain under-
researched. In addition, Xu et al. (2023) pro-
vided guidelines for enhancing LLMs in men-
tal health prediction tasks. Sajja et al. (2023)
explored the potential of LLMs in creating
more personalized and adaptive learning envi-
ronments. Lastly, Lai et al. (2023) outlined
the limitations and areas for improvement in
mental health support models.

5 Conclusion
Our comprehensive review in this paper highlights
the growing importance of emotion cognition in
LLMs within the field of emotion computing. We
first explore the key challenges in emotion cog-
nition. Next, we make a categorization of cur-
rent studies based on Ulric Neisser’s cognitive psy-
chology theory, offering a structured summary of
emotion processing in LLMs across various stages.
This includes analysis and discussion on emotion
classification, generation, interpretability, and the
integration of these aspects into LLMs to enhance
their empathetic and cognitive capabilities. After
that, we summarize motivations, methodologies,
results, and available tools of current studies, dis-
cussing future directions in emotion cognition of
LLMs. Overall, we contribute to the summary of
current trends and future work in emotion cognition
of LLMs, expecting to make LLMs be more aligned
with human emotion and cognition, therefore better
solving emotion-related downstream tasks. Explor-



ing the emotion cognition capabilities of LLMs
can inform further research by improving emotion
recognition and response generation, leading to
more accurate sentiment analysis and empathetic
interactions. This can enhance personalized user
experiences in education, entertainment, and cus-
tomer service in the future.

Limitations
While this survey provides a comprehensive
overview of recent progress in emotion cognition
for LLMs, limitations exist. The primary one is the
categorization of research based on Ulric Neisser’s
cognitive stages may oversimplify the complex
nature of emotion cognition in LLMs. Addition-
ally, the focus on key methodologies and outcomes
might not capture all nuances of the field. In the
future, we could explore more nuanced categoriza-
tions beyond Ulric Neisser’s cognitive stages to
provide a more comprehensive and up-to-date un-
derstanding of emotion cognition in LLMs.
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(Lynch et al., 2023) Generating narratives
based on simulated
agents.

Structured narrative
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ChatGPT’s sentiment scores are similar to real
tweets in 4 out of 44 categories.

Future Internet https:
//data.mendeley.com
/datasets/nyxndvwfsh/2

(Ratican and Hut-
son, 2023)

Analyzing human emo-
tions within LLMs from
multiple angles.

The Six Emotional Dimen-
sion (6DE) model

Performance is improved by integrating 6DE
model and reinforcement learning.

IJAIRR

(Zhang et al., 2023) Exploring the potential of
LLMs for emotion recog-
nition.

Prompt engineering LLMs use context to improve emotion estima-
tion.

arXiv

(Xu et al., 2023) Evaluating and improv-
ing LLMs’ performance in
mental health.

Zero-shot prompting, Few-
shot prompting, and In-
struction fine-tuning

Best-finetuned models outperform GPT-3.5’s
best prompt by 10.9% in balanced accuracy,
and GPT-4 by 4.8%.

arXiv

(Binz and Schulz,
2023)

Investigating transforming
LLMs into cognitive mod-
els.

Fine-tuning (on data from
psychological experi-
ments)

CENTaUR achieves -48002.3 negative log-
likelihood on the Choices13k dataset and -
25968.6 on the Horizon task, beating domain-
specific models.

arXiv
Sensation

(Sun et al., 2023) Making LLMs better re-
flect human behavior in
conversations.

Contextual rationality seg-
regation with attention
mechanism

Lamb excels in generating empathetic re-
sponses with an accuracy of 53.44%.

arXiv

(Rathje et al., 2023) How LLMs represent sen-
timents and emotions in
generated sentences.

Precise sentiment distribu-
tion modeling with LLMs

GPT-4 outperforms dictionary-based text anal-
ysis (r = 0.66-0.75 vs. r = 0.20-0.30 for corre-
lations with manual annotations).

arXiv

(Gagne and Dayan,
2023)

Evaluating GPT as a tool
for automated psychologi-
cal text analysis.

Multilingual psychologi-
cal text analysis with GPT

LLMs predict emotions with less than 1% devi-
ation for valence and 2-7% for other emotions.

PsyArXiv https://osf.io/6pnb2

(Lei et al., 2023) Enhancing LLMs’ emo-
tion recognition in the con-
versations.

InstructERC InstructERC outperforms UniMSE, SACL-
LSTM, and EmotionIC on the IEMOCAP,
MELD, and EmoryNLP datasets, respectively,
by margins of 0.73%, 2.70%, and 1.36%.

arXiv

(Peng et al., 2023) Improving emotion recog-
nition with LLMs.

Adaptation of LLMs for
emotion recognition

LLMs outperform specialized deep models. arXiv
Perception

(Kheiri and Karimi,
2023)

Thoroughly examining
various GPT methodolo-
gies in sentiment analysis

GPT-based sentiment anal-
ysis

Achieving over 22% higher F1-score than the
current SOTA methods.

arXiv https://github.com DSAa-
tUSU SentimentGPT

(Trott et al., 2023b) Exploring how humans
recognize and understand
humorous utterances

LLM-based humor com-
prehension

In the humor comprehension task, GPT-3’s
accuracy is lower for jokes (69.4%) com-
pared with literal statements (expected: 96.2%,
straight: 93.1%).

PsyArXiv

(Ullman, 2023) Iinvestigating how minor
variations affect LLMs’
ToM performance.

Minor task alterations GPT-3.5’s accuracy drops from 99% to below
50% with minor modifications

arXiv

(Kwon et al., 2022) Exploring methods for
representing similarity
among emotion concepts.

Emotion representation fu-
sion

GPT-3 shows a correlation much closer to ap-
praisal feature-based similarity compared with
word2vec models.

CogSci https://doi.org
10.7910/DVN 6DPPKH

(Xie et al., 2023) Comparing the story gen-
eration capacity of LLMs

Prompt engineering GPT-3 generates high-quality stories compara-
ble to those written by humans, outperforming
SOTA methods.

SIGDIAL

(Yongsatianchot
et al., 2023a)

Exploring the capabilities
of GPT-4 to solve tasks
related to emotion predic-
tion

Emotion prediction and
manipulation

Prompting GPT-4 to identify key emotional
factors enables it to manipulate the emotional
intensity of its stories.

ACIIW

(Zheng et al., 2023) Expanding emotional sup-
port dialogue corpora with
LLMs.

Language-model aug-
mented dialogue comple-
tion

AUGESC achieves high scores in informative-
ness, understanding, helpfulness, consistency,
and coherence, based on human evaluation,
outperforming strong baselines and crowd-
sourced dialogues.

ACL

(Lee et al., 2022) Exploring whether GPT-
3 can generate empathetic
dialogues

Prompt-based in-context
learning for empathetic di-
alogue generation

INTENTACC 82.5%, EMOACC 34.2% in
single-turn setting, and INTENTACC 81.3%,
EMOACC 33.7% in multi-turn setting.

COLING https://github.com pass-
ing2961 EmpGPT-3

(Zhao et al., 2023) Evaluating ChatGPT’s
emotional dialogue capa-
bility

Emotional dialogue under-
standing and generation
evaluation method

ChatGPT generally has a performance gap of
3-18% in ERC, 11.95% in CEE, and 11-17%
in DAC.

arXiv
Imagination

(Chen et al., 2024f) Enhancing LLMs’ under-
standing and generation of
humorous responses in di-
alogues.

Training LMs with a
Chinese humor response
dataset, chain-of-humor
annotations and auxiliary
tasks

Improve LMs’ humorous response accuracy
by up to 30% compared to baseline ones

AAAI 2024

(Jentzsch and Kerst-
ing, 2023)

Evaluating ChatGPT’s
ability to understand and
replicate human humor.

LLM-based humor under-
standing and generation

ChatGPT’s 1008 jokes are too similar to 25
specific jokes, and ChatGPT provides invalid
explanations for some jokes.

arXiv https://github.com DLR-
SC/JokeGPT-WASSA23

(Toplyn, 2023) Enhancing AI joke gener-
ation and develop chatbot
with humanlike humor.

Witscript 3 Witscript 3’s responses to input sentences have
44% jokes.

arXiv

(Venkatakrishnan
et al., 2023)

Exploring using trans-
former models for
emotion detection.

Emotion detection task RoBERTa beats GPT3.5 in emotion detection
with fine-tuning.

CAI

Table 2: A list of representative papers among each level with motivation, approach, performance, venue, and
code/datalink.
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(Tao et al., 2023) Enhancing personalized
role-playing with LLMs

Personalized character-
driven language modeling

The RoleCraft-GLM model excels in specific
role knowledge and memory with a score of
0.3573 but is slightly less efficient in general
instruction response with a score of 0.5385.

arXiv https://github.com
tml2002/RoleCraft

(Shao et al., 2023) Studying how LLMs can
embody individuals.

Character-LLM Simulating characters and memorizing experi-
ences effectively.

arXiv https://github.com choose-
whatulike trainable-agents

(Jiang et al., 2023) Assessing LLMs’ accu-
racy and consistency in re-
flecting specific traits.

Personality-aligned LLM
generation

Correlate language features with assigned per-
sonality types effectively.

arXiv

Retention

(NathanKlapach,
2023)

Exploring emotional abili-
ties of LLMs.

Emotional analysis of
LLMs

GPT4 scores the highest at 889.5/1000, while
Bing AI scores the lowest at 427.8/1000
among the 5 LLMs for emotional capabilities.

research archive of
rising scholars

(Jia et al., 2023) Addressing challenges in
emotional support conver-
sations.

MODERN MODERN records the lowest PPL at 14.99,
highest BLEU-1 score at 23.19, BLEU-2 at
10.13, BLEU-3 at 5.53, BLEU-4 at 3.39,
ROUGE-L at 20.86, METEOR at 9.26, and
the highest CIDEr score at 30.08, outperform-
ing all SOTA baselines on the ESConv dataset.

arXiv

(Jeong and
Makhmud, 2023)

Enhancing realism and
consistency of responses
from LLMs

Multi-sensory contextual
response generation

Model with all components achieves improved
performance, scoring 0.118 in METEOR and
0.209 in Sentence BERT.

arXiv https://github.com sraf-
sasm/InfoRichBot

(Zhong et al., 2023) Improving long-term
memory in LLMs

MemoryBank Exhibiting strong capability for long-term
companionship.

arXivRecall

(Qian et al., 2023) Exploring the perfor-
mance of LLMs in
generating empathetic
responses

Semantically similar
in-context learning,
two-stage interactive gen-
eration, and combination
with knowledge base

With ChatGPT using 5-shot in-context learn-
ing, the Dist-1 and Dist-2 scores reach 2.96
and 18.29, and BLEU-4 score is 2.65.

arXiv

(Wake et al., 2023) Assessing ChatGPT’s per-
formance in recognizing
emotions from text.

Emotion recognition with
ChatGPT

Emotion datasets vary, indicating potential
bias and instability in LLMs.

arXiv

(Tu et al., 2023) Providing emotional sup-
port to individuals with di-
verse personalities

Persona-driven social sup-
port conversation

The results show high effectiveness, with emo-
tional improvement averaging 4.37, problem
solving) at 3.30, and active engagement at 4.89
on a 5-point scale.

arXiv https://github.com more-
cry/CharacterChat

(Qi et al., 2023) Identifying cognitive
distortions and suicidal
thoughts.

Psychological risk classifi-
cation with LLMs

The fine-tuned GPT-3.5 achieves an F1 score
of 78.45%, an improvement of 11.5% over the
base model.

research square https://github.com
hongzhiQ SupervisedVs-
LLM EfficacyEval

Problem-Solving

(Zhu et al., 2024) Enhancing LLMs’ empa-
thetic understanding to in-
fer users’ underlying goals
and psychological needs.

Prompt engineering. reaching up to 85% accuracy in inferring users’
goals and fundamental psychological needs

arXiv

(Sajja et al., 2023) Creating an smart assistant
for personalized learning
in higher education.

AI-enabled Intelligent As-
sistant (AIIA)

The framework shows enhanced personalized
and adaptive learning.

arXiv

(Lai et al., 2023) Addressing the increasing
demand for mental health
support.

Psy-LLM The framework generates coherent and rele-
vant answers effectively.

arXiv

(Trott et al., 2023a) Studying the impact of lan-
guage exposure on under-
standing mental states.

Language exposure hy-
pothesis testing

GPT-3’s predictions are sensitive to characters’
knowledge states, and the accuracy reaches
74.5% and 73.4% in two evaluations.

Cognitive Science https://osf.io/hu865/

(Gandhi et al.,
2023)

Investigate the ToM
reasoning capabilities of
LLMs

Causal template-based
evaluation framework

GPT4 mirrors human ToM, while other LLMs
struggle in comparison.

arXiv https://osf.io/qxj2s

(Sap et al., 2022) Exploring social intelli-
gence and ToM in modern
NLP systems.

Instruction-tuned, RLFH,
neural ToM

GPT-4 performs only 60% accuracy on the
ToM questions

arXiv

Thinking

(Lee et al., 2024) Investigating LLMs’ abili-
ties to generate empathetic
responses

Human evaluation GPT-4 achieves an average empathy score of
4.1 out of 5

arXiv

(Shapira et al.,
2023)

Evaluating the extent of N-
ToM capabilities in LLMs

N-ToM evaluation LLMs have ToM abilities but lack robust per-
formance.

arXiv https://github.com
salavi/Clever_Hans_or
_N-ToM

(Zhou et al., 2023) Evaluating LLMs’ ability
to link mental states with
social actions.

Thinking for Doing
(T4D), Zero-shot prompt-
ing framework, Foresee
and Reflect (FaR)

FaR boosts GPT-4’s performance from 50% to
71% on T4D

arXiv

(Sorin et al., 2023) Reviewing LLMs’ empa-
thy in healthcare.

A literature search on
MEDLINE

ChatGPT-3.5 outperforms humans in empathy-
related tasks, achieving up to 85%

MedRxiv

(Schaaff et al.,
2023)

Exploring ChatGPT’s abil-
ity to understand and ex-
press empathy

A series of tests and ques-
tionnaires

ChatGPT accurately identified emotions in
91.7% of cases and produced parallel emo-
tional responses in 70.7% of conversations

arXiv

(Saito et al., 2023) Enhancing LLMs’ empa-
thetic dialogue speech syn-
thesis

Use ChatGPT to extract
context words and train an
empathetic speech synthe-
sis model.

ChatGPT-EDSS achieves 3.52 for naturalness
and 3.24 for speaking style similarity

INTERSPEECH
2023

Holterman and van
Deemter (2023)

understand whether
ChatGPT-3 and ChatGPT-
4 can exhibit ToM.

Using six well-known
problems that focus on
human reasoning biases
and decision-making

ChatGPT-4 provides 30% more correct an-
swers than ChatGPT-3 even if it’s based on
incorrect assumptions or reasoning.

arXiv

(Jin et al., 2022) Predicting human moral
judgments for AI collabo-
ration and safety.

Moral Chain-of-Thought
(MoralCoT) prompting
strategy

MoralCoT outperforms existing LLMs by
6.2% F1.

NeurIPS https://huggingface.co
datasets/feradauto
MoralExceptQA

Del Arco et al.
(2022)

Enhancing GPT-3’ ability
to detect empathy in text.

Transfer learning and fine-
tuning

Achieve an F1 score of 0.73 on the empathy
detection task.

WASSA 2022

Table 3: A list of representative papers among each level with motivation, approach, performance, venue, and
code/datalink.
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