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Abstract

We introduce Multimodal Matching based on Valence and
Arousal (MMVA), a tri-modal encoder framework de-
signed to capture emotional content across images, music,
and musical captions. To support this framework, we ex-
pand the Image-Music-Emotion-Matching-Net (IMEMNet)
dataset, creating IMEMNet-C which includes 24,756 images
and 25,944 music clips with corresponding musical captions.
We employ multimodal matching scores based on the contin-
uous valence (emotional positivity) and arousal (emotional
intensity) values. This continuous matching score allows for
random sampling of image-music pairs during training by
computing similarity scores from the valence-arousal val-
ues across different modalities. Consequently, the proposed
approach achieves state-of-the-art performance in valence-
arousal prediction tasks. Furthermore, the framework demon-
strates its efficacy in various zeroshot tasks, highlighting the
potential of valence and arousal predictions in downstream
applications.

Introduction
Integrating multiple modalities in machine learning, particu-
larly image, audio, and text, presents a compelling yet com-
plex challenge. This complexity stems from the inherent di-
versity and intricate relationships of these three modalities.
AudioCLIP (Guzhov et al. 2022) has established founda-
tional work in this domain, capturing cross-modal relation-
ships between non-musical audio, texts, and images. How-
ever, prior research did not specifically address music’s in-
terplay with associated visual and textual components.

Building upon this groundwork, we address a novel prob-
lem by focusing on the multimodal relationships between
images, music, and text. To the best of our knowledge, this
work is the first in multimodal learning to specifically ex-
amine the interplay among these three modalities, partic-
ularly in the context of musical captions. By shifting the
focus to this underexplored combination of modalities, we
aim to open new research avenues that explore how these
three modalities can interact to generate meaningful insights
and applications. To further this exploration, we expand
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the existing Image-Music-Emotion-Matching-Net (IMEM-
Net) (Zhao et al. 2020) by incorporating musical captions
aligned with their audio counterparts. This expansion not
only enriches the dataset but also challenges the conven-
tional approach in multimodal research, which typically re-
lies on one-to-one matching pairs between different modali-
ties. For example, in AudioCLIP, an image of a cat is pre-
cisely matched with the audio of a cat meowing and the
text “cat.” In contrast, the IMEMNet dataset deviates from
this conventional paradigm. Instead of direct correlations be-
tween modalities, it features image-music matching based
on continuous matching scores derived from valence (emo-
tional positivity) and arousal (emotional intensity).

Leveraging IMEMNet, this research navigates a more nu-
anced landscape where the degree of multimodal correlation
is variable and quantifiable only through a matching score.
While previous work (Zhao et al. 2020) using the IMEM-
Net dataset employed predefined multimodal pairs, the cur-
rent study implements random sampling of multimodal pairs
during training. This approach yields superior performance
on the valence-arousal (VA) prediction task compared to ex-
isting works, while also demonstrating the applicability of
valence and arousal to various zero-shot tasks previously un-
explored. Extensive experiments validate the effectiveness

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

01
09

4v
1 

 [
cs

.S
D

] 
 2

 J
an

 2
02

5



of the proposed method. This research thus not only intro-
duces a novel set of modalities into the multimodal learning
paradigm but also broadens the scope for potential applica-
tions of these combined modalities.

Related Work
Multimodal learning with tower encoders. In multi-
modal learning, a tower encoder refers to a separate neu-
ral network architecture that processes data of a particular
modality, as exemplified by the CLIP image and text en-
coder of CLIP (Radford et al. 2021). Tower-based multi-
modal learning offers several advantages. First, each tower
can be optimized for its specific data type, leveraging archi-
tectures best suited to the unique characteristics of the par-
ticular data modality. Second, it allows for the independent
scaling and improvement of each tower without necessitat-
ing a redesign of the entire model. Updates or changes can
be made to one modality without impacting the others.

Previous research has demonstrated that the audio modal-
ity can be successfully integrated with other modalities in
multimodal learning using tower encoders. Conventional
audio-text multimodal research (Wu et al. 2023; Elizalde
et al. 2023; Mei et al. 2022) requires precise one-to-one
audio-text matching in the speech data. Likewise, training a
three-tower framework (Guzhov et al. 2022) capable of pro-
cessing audio, image, and text relies on precise multimodal
matching, as shown in Figure 1.

Multimodal learning with music. Image-music multi-
modal learning remains largely unexplored, in contrast to
music-text multimodal learning. For music-text tasks, Mu-
Lan (Huang et al. 2022) trains a text encoder and a music
encoder in a two-tower framework for music tagging and
music-text retrieval. For music-image tasks, CDCML (Zhao
et al. 2020) constructed IMEMNet, a dataset of image-music
pairs with VA matching scores, and proposed a multimodal
training framework for emotion-based image-music match-
ing. Employing a one-to-one image-music matching dataset,
(Nakatsuka, Hamasaki, and Goto 2023) jointly trains image
and music tower encoders to retrieve music from album cov-
ers and vice versa.

Dataset
The biggest challenge to multimodal learning involving im-
age, music, and musical caption is data scarcity. To address
this, IMEMNET-C extends the original IMEMNet dataset
(Zhao et al. 2020) by incorporating musical captions corre-
sponding to the music data in IMEMNet.

IMEMNet
IMEMNet integrates a music dataset with a diverse range
of image datasets, each annotated with distinct emotional
valence-arousal (VA) labels, to establish a comprehensive
dataset for multimodal studies.

Image datasets. IMEMNet incorporates three distinct
real-world image datasets: IAPS (Lang 2005), NAPS
(Marchewka et al. 2013), and EMOTIC (Kosti et al. 2017).

The International Affective Picture System (IAPS) com-
prises 1,182 images, each annotated using a 9-point Valence-
Arousal-Dominance (VAD) scale. The Nencki Affective
Picture System (NAPS) includes 1,356 images evaluated on
a 9-point bipolar semantic sliding scale, focusing on VA
dimensions and approach-avoidance measures. The EMO-
Tions In Context (EMOTIC) features 23,082 images of peo-
ple, with annotations on a continuous 10-point VAD scale.

Music dataset. IMEMNet utilizes the DEAM (Database
for Emotion Analysis using Music) dataset, which consists
of 1,802 music tracks, each annotated with valence and
arousal values ranging from -1 to +1. These annotations
are provided on a per-second basis and for the entire track.
To ensure annotation stability, the annotation for each track
starts at the 15th second. The tracks, predominantly 45 sec-
onds in length and recorded at a frequency of 44100Hz, vary
in duration, with some extending over 600 seconds. By di-
viding these tracks into two-second segments, the dataset
comprises a total of 23,944 clips. Unlike Zhao et al. (2020),
we extend the maximum clip length to 10 seconds by con-
catenating up to five consecutive clips with each two-second
clip, allowing our framework to handle longer music data.

Combining the datasets. To address the different scales
used for labeling the image and music data, VA values are
normalized to a [0,1] range. In total, IMEMNet comprises
25,620 images and 23,944 music clips, resulting in 144,435
image-music pairs, which are divided into 80% for training,
5% for validation, and 15% for testing.

Obtaining matching scores. To align images and music
clips, image-music matching scores are calculated based on
the Euclidean distance between their two-dimensional VA
vectors. The similarity between an image Ii and a music clip
Mj is quantified by the following:

S(Ii,Mj) = exp(−d(yIi , yMj )

σb
a

), (1)

where a and b represent the total number of images and
music clips respectively, such that i ∈ {1, ..., a} and j ∈
{1, ..., b}. Here, d(yIi , yMj ) denotes the Euclidean distance
between the VA labels of image Ii and music clip Mj , and
σb
a is the average Euclidean distance across all image and

music clip pairs. This similarity measure serves as the emo-
tional matching label for each corresponding image and mu-
sic clip pair.

It’s important to highlight that the potential number of all
matching pairs in this setup is a × b. Given the scale of the
image and music clip datasets, this could result in hundreds
of millions of possible pairs. To manage this vast number
and prevent an overwhelming expansion of the dataset, Zhao
et al. (2020) chose 50 images for each music clip: 30 are ran-
domly picked from the image dataset, and the remaining 20
are split equally between those with the highest and low-
est matching scores. To further refine the dataset, 10% of
these pairs are randomly sampled to form the final IMEM-
Net dataset. Zhao et al. (2020) also ensured no overlap be-
tween the training, validation, and test sets.



IMEMNet-C
The IMEMNet dataset only contains image and music pairs,
lacking musical captions for the music data. To address this
gap, we introduce a new dataset, IMEMNet-C, which con-
tains musical captions corresponding to the music data. Mu-
sic captions are generated by the music-to-text large lan-
guage model, LP-MusicCaps (Doh et al. 2023a).

Evaluations of the generated captions revealed the preva-
lence of redundant phrases, such as “The low quality record-
ing.” To ensure high-quality captions for the music-image
pairs, redundant phrases were removed in two steps. First,
a rule-based refinement was applied to part of the audio
captions. About half of the captions with redundant phrases
contained the exact phrase “low quality recording features.”
This redundant phrase was rephrased as “recording fea-
tures.” Then, Llama-3.1-8B (Dubey et al. 2024) refined mu-
sical captions by removing and rephrasing the redundant
expressions. We use the prompt ”Refine or remove an au-
dio quality-related phrase to eliminate any mention of audio
quality” with 4-shot examples.

The Proposed Method: MMVA
Asymetric multimodal matching. Multimodal training
with IMEMNet-C presents a novel scenario in the field of
multimodal learning. In this setup, multimodal matching ex-
hibits asymmetry: some modality pairs (music-text) are one-
to-one matched, while others (image-text, image-music) are
not. For instance, each music clip has its corresponding mu-
sical caption, just as in conventional multimodal training
scenarios. Accordingly, music clips and their correspond-
ing captions share the same VA values. However, the mul-
timodal pairs involving images, such as image-music and
image-caption, lack exact correspondence. In these cases,
the degree of matching is represented by continuous emo-
tional matching scores ranging from 0 to 1, providing a nu-
anced approach to multimodal alignment.

Random multimodal matching. Figure 1 illustrates the
difference between conventional multimodal matching and
random multimodal matching. Conventional multimodal
matching relies on one-to-one matching between multi-
modal data, whereas our approach does not. The continuous
nature of valence and arousal allows any multimodal pair to
have a similarity matching score using Equation 1. As long
as valence and arousal values are available, this dramatically
reduces the burden of obtaining multimodal data.

Random Matching Based on Valence and Arousal
To handle the asymmetric multimodal training scenario, we
propose MMVA, a framework that leverages random mul-
timodal matching to facilitate learning across images, mu-
sic, and musical captions. During training, the framework
uses Valence-Arousal (VA) predictions to preserve the emo-
tional integrity of each modality while optimizing similarity
scores to align modalities cohesively in the absence of pre-
cise matches. Figure 2 illustrates the overview of MMVA.

Conventional multimodal learning approaches, such as
AudioCLIP, rely on contrastive loss to align one-to-one
paired data modalities and optimize semantic similarity
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Figure 2: Overview of MMVA.

by comparing high-dimensional embeddings. In contrast,
MMVA aligns three modalities through emotional coher-
ence in asymmetric scenarios where exact pairings are un-
available. Instead of comparing high-dimensional embed-
dings, MMVA optimizes low-dimensional VA (Valence-
Arousal) vectors against ground truth VA values. To achieve
this, we employ two types of loss functions based on Mean
Squared Error (MSE): single-modality VA prediction loss
(LVA) and multimodal similarity prediction loss (Lsim).

VA prediction loss. For each embedding vector zk corre-
sponding to modality k, we obtain a two-dimensional VA
vector ek = [valence, arousal]⊤ such that ek = pk(z

k),
where pk is the VA predictor for the modality k. Then, for
a batch of VA predictions Ek and a corresponding batch of
ground-truth VA vectors Y k

VA for modality k, we compute
single-modality VA prediction loss:

Lk
VA =

1

N

N∑
n=1

||Ek
n − Y k

n||22. (2)

Lk
VA quantifies the accuracy of the VA predictions for each

modality, providing a measure of how well the model’s pre-
dictions align with the actual emotional valence and arousal
levels represented in the data. By minimizing this loss dur-
ing training, the model learns to generate more emotionally
accurate and representative embedding z for each modality.

Similarity matching loss. Each triplet, comprising an im-
age, a music clip, and a musical caption, is assigned a single
emotional matching score. Since music clips and their cor-
responding captions share identical VA values, an emotional
matching score of a triplet directly corresponds to the simi-
larity score between the image and the music clip.

For each triple of embedding vectors, we generate a uni-
fied multimodal embedding vector by concatenating the in-
dividual embeddings: m = concat(zImg, zMus, zCap). A
similarity predictor psim then maps this multimodal embed-
ding vector m to an emotional matching score within the
range [0,1]. Then, given a batch of predicted scores S and a



Simiarity Image Emotion Music Emotion Text Emotion
MSE MAE V MSE V MAE A MSE A MAE V MSE V MAE A MSE A MAE V MSE V MAE A MSE A MAE

SP-Net 0.135 0.301 0.048 0.165 0.054 0.186 0.026 0.120 0.020 0.114

L3-Net 0.095 0.232 0.058 0.183 0.085 0.232 0.034 0.143 0.028 0.136

ACP-Net 0.086 0.222 0.062 0.195 0.091 0.241 0.027 0.130 0.022 0.131

CDCML 0.067 0.210 0.044 0.157 0.050 0.175 0.024 0.118 0.015 0.099

MMVA 0.033 0.147 0.0231 0.110 0.049 0.181 0.0003 0.008 0.0002 0.007 0.019 0.094 0.015 0.082

Table 1: Performance of VA prediction. The best results are emphasized in bold, while the second-best ones are marked with
an underline.

corresponding batch of ground-truth scores Ysim, similarity
matching loss is as follows:

Lsim =
1

N

N∑
n=1

(Sn − Y sim
n )2. (3)

Lsim evaluates the emotional congruence within a triplet, as-
sessing how well the emotional content of the image aligns
with the combined emotional essence of the music and its
caption.

Training objective. During training, we optimize the fol-
lowing objective, assigning an equal weight of 1 to each loss:

LMMVA = LImg
VA + LMus

VA + LCap
VA + Lsim (4)

By minimizing LMMVA, the models illustrated in Figure 2
learn to quantify the complex emotional relationships be-
tween images, music, and captions.

Experiments
Training Details
The AdamW (Loshchilov and Hutter 2017) optimizer is uti-
lized with a learning rate of 0.0003, a weight decay of 0.01,
β1 of 0.9, and β2 of 0.999. The training is conducted for
1000 epochs, using a batch size of 128 and a cosine anneal-
ing schedule (Loshchilov and Hutter 2016).

Architectures
As depicted in Figure 2, MMVA utilizes 7 separate mod-
ules. These include a modality-specific encoder fk and VA
predictor pk for k ∈ {Image, Music, Caption}, along
with a similarity predictor encoder psim.

Modality-specific encoder. For the image encoder fimg ,
MMVA employs the CLIP image encoder (Radford et al.
2021), which is based on ViT-B/32 (Dosovitskiy et al. 2021).
zImg corresponds to the 512-dimensional class token vec-
tor. For both music and captions, MMVA uses BERT-based
models (Devlin et al. 2019): MERT-95M (Li et al. 2023) for
fmus and RoBERTa-base (Liu et al. 2019) for fcap. For each
of these BERT-based models, the proposed method extracts
class tokens vectors hl ∈ R768 from the last 13 transformer
blocks (Vaswani et al. 2017) and gathers the vectors to form
modality features h ∈ R13×768. Subsequently, a 1D convo-
lution is applied to derive a 768-dimensional modality vec-
tor, which is then linearly projected to obtain the modality-
specific embedding zk ∈ R512.

Emotion predictors. Mapping zk to two-dimensional
VA prediction vectors, VA predictors pkVA share the
same architecture across k: linear512-relu-layernorm-
dropout0.5-linear512-relu-layernorm512-dropout0.5-
linear2-sigmoid. The similarity predictor psim is identical
to pkVA except the first and last layers because pkVA takes
1536-dimensional multimodal embedding vectors m as
inputs and outputs a one-dimensional value.

VA Prediction
MMVA integrates emotion prediction into its training pro-
cess by utilizing the VA predictors, pkVA, and similarity pre-
dictor, pSIM. These modules are designed to capture emo-
tional content by learning to predict valence-arousal values.
VA prediction performance illustrates how well modality-
specific emotional information is preserved during multi-
modal training. On the other hand, similarity prediction
performance reflects the degree of multimodal information
present in the embeddings. Together, these metrics provide
a comprehensive assessment of the overall efficacy of the
multimodal training process.

Setups. We compare MMVA against the baseline results
obtained by Zhao et al. (2020): SP-Net, L3-Net (Arand-
jelović and Zisserman 2017), ACP-Net (Verma, Dhekane,
and Guha 2019), and CDCML (Zhao et al. 2020). All the
baselines are tailored for emotion-based image-music cor-
respondence, employing the same emotion predictor archi-
tectures as used in our work. Evaluation employs Mean
Squared Error (MSE) and Mean Absolute Error (MAE) as
metrics to quantify the similarity between the predicted and
ground-truth emotion values.

Results. Table 1 presents the emotion prediction perfor-
mance across all modalities. Because the baselines were
trained on image-music modalities only, they do not provide
VA performance metrics for captions. For image and music
modalities, MMVA outperforms the best baseline CDCML
across all metrics except MAE of image arousal.

Text-to-Music Retrieval
Leveraging the VA-based similarity score (Equation 1),
MMVA can achieve cross-modal retrieval for various modal-
ity pairs. Figure 3 illustrates the text-to-music retrieval based
on valence and arousal. Given a query text, the music clip
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1000 Music-Captions
R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP10

Class-bin (Choi, Fazekas, and Sandler 2016) 4.0 13.8 20.1 8.3

Triplet-Glove (Choi et al. 2019) 2.8 11.2 18.6 6.6

Triplet-BERT (Won et al. 2021) 6.7 23.6 36.6 14.1

Contrastive-BERT (Doh et al. 2023b) 10.2 29.8 42.8 18.7

MMVA (IMEMNet-C) 6.7 18.6 24.4 11.66

Table 2: Text-Music Retrieval

with the highest similarity score is retrieved. Table 2 demon-
strates that MMVA achieves competitive retrieval perfor-
mance. It is important to note that the baseline methods re-
trieve music clips from the Million Song Dataset (Bertin-
Mahieux et al. 2011), which provides only pre-extracted au-
dio features. In contrast, the MMVA music encoder operates
directly on raw audio, making direct comparisons challeng-
ing due to differences in input representation and data.

Image-to-Text Retrieval for Music Generation.
Leveraging the VA-based retrieval process, MMVA can gen-
erate text prompts for text-to-music generative models.

Music generation. Figure 4 illustrates the image-to-text
generation processes. First, a VA vector for the target im-
age is obtained. Then, text prompts are exhaustively gen-
erated by inserting candidates into each text template illus-
trated in Figure 5. As a result, VA values for the generated
text prompts are obtained, allowing for the calculation of the
VA distance between the target image and the text prompts.
By selecting the text prompt with the smallest distance, the
best text prompt for the image is identified and fed into the
text-to-music generative model, e.g. MusicGen (Copet et al.
2024). Generated captions are illustrated in Figure 6.

Video Summarization
Arousal represents the intensity of an emotion, with higher
arousal levels indicating more intense emotional responses.
Based on the premise that highlights in a video gener-
ally correspond to moments of high arousal, we can utilize
arousal values to summarize videos. In the absence of a ded-
icated video summarization benchmark for music, we em-
ploy the image VA predictor, pimg , to identify significant
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This is a {genre} music piece

Genre

rock, pop funk, ambient, classic metal, electronic, hip hop, country, jazz

Template

Candidates

The melody is being played by the {instrument_1} while {instrument_2}
is playing in the background.

Instruments

no instrument, electric guitar, male vocalist, female vocalist, violin,
piano,saxophone,bass guitar, drum, acoustic guitar, trumpet, synthesiser

Tempo

Template

Candidates

Template

Candidates

The rhythm is {tempo}

fast, slow, moderate, mid-tempo

Template

Candidates

The atmosphere is {mood}

easy going, euphoric, melancholic, majestic, mysterious, dramatic,
whimsical, haunting, exuberant, soothing, aggressive, dreamy, energetic

Mood

Figure 5: Musical prompt templates.

frames within a video and benchmark its performance for
image-based video summarization.

Setups. To evaluate the effectiveness of arousal-based
video summarization, we use the TVSum(Song et al. 2015)
dataset, with frame-level importance scores assigned every
two seconds. These scores range from 1 (not important) to
5 (very important). MMVA’s zeroshot approach is compared
against well-established unsupervised video summarization
methods: DR-DSN(Zhou and Qiao 2017), CSNet (Jung et al.
2018), AC-SUM-GAN (Apostolidis et al. 2021), and CA-
SUM (Apostolidis et al. 2022). For generating video sum-
maries, MMVA follows the same procedure as these base-
lines, solving a knapsack problem to select frames based on
the frame-level importance scores, with each frame repre-
senting a short clip in a video. The duration of the summa-
rized videos remained within 15% of the original.

Evaluation. F-score is used to evaluate the similarity be-
tween predicted summary Q̂ and human-defined summary
Q, given by:

FS =
2(P ×R)

P +R
,P =

||Q̂ ∩Q||
||Q̂||

, R =
||Q̂ ∩Q||
||Q||

(5)



Simiarity Image Emotion Music Emotion Text Emotion
MSE MAE V MSE V MAE A MSE A MAE V MSE V MAE A MSE A MAE V MSE V MAE A MSE A MAE

No Random Matching 0.085 0.247 0.051 0.174 0.065 0.208 0.049 0.168 0.014 0.092 0.053 0.179 0.021 0.118

No Similarity Predictor - - 0.0232 0.114 0.053 0.185 0.0004 0.010 0.0003 0.010 0.020 0.102 0.017 0.091

MMVA 0.033 0.147 0.0231 0.110 0.049 0.181 0.0003 0.008 0.0002 0.007 0.019 0.094 0.015 0.082

Table 3: Ablation Performance of VA prediction.

This is a ambient music piece. The melody is being
played by the female vocalist while no instrument
is playing in the background. The rhythm is slow.
The atmosphere is easy going.

This is a pop funk music piece. The melody is
being played by the male vocalist while synthesiser
is playing in the background. The rhythm is fast.
The atmosphere is energetic.

This is a country music piece. The melody is being
played by the acoustic guitar while synthesiser is
playing in the background. The rhythm is fast. The
atmosphere is energetic.

Generated Music CaptionTarget Image

Figure 6: Captions generated from images by MMVA.

F-score

Random summary 54.4

DR-DSN 57.6

CSNet 58.8

AC-SUM-GAN 60.6

CA-SUM 61.4

MMVA 58.2

Table 4: Video summarization performance.

such that P represents precision, and R represents recall.
Here, ||·|| denotes duration and ∩ signifies temporal overlap.
Unlike the baseline models trained on 90% of the dataset
and tested on the remaining 10%, MMVA is evaluated on
the entire dataset. Generating video summaries with MMVA
is zeroshot, eliminating the need for a train/test split.

Results. Table 4 presents the video summarization per-
formance. MMVA outperforms random summary and DR-
DSN, showcasing promising performance, especially given
that MMVA operates in a zero-shot setting.

Video summarization based on music. Although the ex-
periments for Table 4 were conducted using arousal val-
ues extracted from images, it is also feasible to summarize
videos using arousal values derived from music. By seg-
menting a video into fixed-length clips, we can extract the

arousal value for each clip and apply a knapsack problem
formulation to select frames that exhibit high arousal, sum-
marizing the video based on musical emotional intensity.

Ablation Experiment
Setup. Two ablation setups are used for comparison. No
Random Matching is trained using the pre-defined multi-
modal pairs originally used in IMEMNet rather than the ran-
dom multimodal matching. No Similarity Predictor relies
solely on modality-specific VA predictors, discarding the
similarity predictor shown in Figure 2. Other factors, such
as training hyperparameters, remain constant.

Text-Music Retrival Video Sum.
R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP10 F-score

No Random Matching 0.4 1.4 2.9 1.00 56.6

No Similarity Predictor 5.8 15.6 19.9 10.00 55.9

MMVA 6.7 18.6 24.4 11.66 58.2

Table 5: Ablation results of zeroshot performance.

Results. Table 3 and Table 5 show that training with-
out similarity predictor and random multimodal matching
results in inferior performance compared to the baseline,
demonstrating the effectiveness of the proposed method.

Conclusion
We have introduced MMVA, a novel framework for un-
derexamined interactions among images, music, and mu-
sical captions using our IMEMNet-C dataset. MMVA ad-
dresses an unconventional multimodal training scenario:
music-text pairs are one-to-one matched, while image-music
and image-text pairs are aligned using continuous valence-
arousal (VA) matching scores. By leveraging random mul-
timodal matching based on VA scores, MMVA achieves
state-of-the-art performance in VA prediction and demon-
strates promising zero-shot capabilities in various zeroshot
tasks. This makes MMVA particularly valuable for scenarios
where obtaining one-to-one multimodal data is challenging,
especially in music, where emotional content and subjective
evaluation add complexity.

Limitations While MMVA aligns modalities through
emotional similarity, it may not fully capture other aspects of
multimodal relationships, such as semantic alignment. Ad-
ditionally, the inherent subjectivity of emotional perception
could limit the model’s generalizability across diverse cul-
tural and demographic contexts.
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