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Abstract—In this paper, we argue that the next generation
of robots can be commanded using only Language Models’
prompts. Every prompt interrogates separately a specific Robotic
Modality via its Modality Language Model (MLM). A central
Task Modality mediates the whole communication to execute the
robotic mission via a Large Language Model (LLM). This paper
gives this new robotic design pattern the name of: Prompting
Robotic Modalities (PRM). Moreover, this paper applies this
PRM design pattern in building a new robotic framework named
ROSGPT Vision. ROSGPT Vision allows the execution of a
robotic task using only two prompts: a Visual and an LLM
prompt. The Visual Prompt extracts, in natural language, the vi-
sual semantic features related to the task under consideration (Vi-
sual Robotic Modality). Meanwhile, the LLM Prompt regulates
the robotic reaction to the visual description (Task Modality).
The framework automates all the mechanisms behind these two
prompts. The framework enables the robot to address complex
real-world scenarios by processing visual data, making informed
decisions, and carrying out actions automatically. The framework
comprises one generic vision module and two independent ROS
nodes. As a test application, we used ROSGPT Vision to develop
CarMate, which monitors the driver’s distraction on the roads
and makes real-time vocal notifications to the driver. We showed
how ROSGPT Vision significantly reduced the development cost
compared to traditional methods. We demonstrated how to im-
prove the quality of the application by optimizing the prompting
strategies, without delving into technical details. ROSGPT Vision
is shared with the community 1 to advance robotic research in this
direction and to build more robotic frameworks that implement
the PRM design pattern and enables controlling robots using
only prompts.

Index Terms—Robotic Design Patterns, Robotic Modalities,
Prompting Robotic Modalities, Large Language Models, LLMs,
Vision Language Models, VLMs, Robotic Operating System,
ROS, ROS2, Robotic Prompt Engineering, Visual prompt, LLM
prompt

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent advances in Large Language Models (LLMs),
Robotics, and Computer Vision have developed new research
trends to bridge the gap between visual and sensor data
interpretation, language modeling, and robotic actions. This
research is inspired by ROSGPT [1], which built the first
framework to convert human language into explicit robotic
commands using the ChatGPT LLM, helping to interact with
robotics in natural language. However, ROSGPT [1], did not
consider multimode interaction patterns and thus limited to
the textual modality. The current study enlarged the scope by

1link: https://github.com/bilel-bj/ROSGPT Vision

suggesting a new robotic design pattern and a new robotic
framework. We proposed the Prompting Robotic Modalities
(PRM) design pattern to conceive a common ground for
future developments in this field. Also, we proposed the
ROSGPT Vision framework based on PRM to make seamless
robotic interaction with visual data by the intermediate of
Language Models. In the following subsections, a closer look
has been made at the state of the art of Language Models,
robotics, and visual data interpretation. This helps to deduce
the current gaps in the literature targeted by this work.

A. Large Language Models (LLMs) and their impact on
Robotics

In recent years, the development of large language models
(LLMs) has revolutionized the field of natural language pro-
cessing (NLP) with impressive capabilities, such as generating
human-like text, understanding context, answering questions,
and even translating languages [2, 3]. LLMs has brought about
significant advancements with a wide range of applications
spanning multiple domains [4]. Notable examples include
OpenAI’s GPT-3 [2] and ChatGPT [5], which have demon-
strated remarkable language processing and understanding ca-
pabilities. These developments have created new opportunities
for enhancing human-robot interaction and communication, as
well as other aspects of robotics.

The research community has shown a growing interest in
harnessing the potential of LLMs to improve various aspects
of robotics. For instance, LLMs have been used to facilitate
natural language understanding in robots, enabling them to
process and respond to human commands more effectively [6].
Additionally, LLMs have been employed in human-robot col-
laboration, where robots can generate context-aware responses
to human instructions, promoting seamless cooperation [7].

LLMs have been proven to be highly useful in several
applications due to their remarkable ability to learn new
communication patterns with either zero-shot or few-shot
learning. In zero-shot learning, the LLM can generate accurate
responses for tasks it has never been trained on, while in few-
shot learning, it can effectively adapt to new tasks with only a
few training examples. This adaptability is a key advantage of
LLMs, allowing them to learn quickly and improve in various
contexts.

The exceptional adaptability of LLMs stems from prompt
engineering techniques, which equip them to tackle intricate
natural language processing and comprehension tasks. By
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supplying LLMs with precise prompts or instructions, they can
produce highly accurate and pertinent responses to input text.
This versatility has rendered LLMs invaluable across diverse
applications, encompassing language translation, text summa-
rization, chatbots, and human-robot interaction. Moreover, the
potential of LLMs in the area of explainable AI (XAI) for
robotics has been explored, with LLMs generating human-
readable explanations for robotic decision-making processes,
enhancing trust and understanding between humans and ma-
chines [8]. LLMs have also been employed to improve robotic
learning from demonstrations, where they generate natural
language descriptions of expert demonstrations to teach robots
new tasks through imitation learning [9].

As the capabilities of LLMs continue to advance, it is
anticipated that their integration with robotic systems will
lead to increasingly sophisticated and capable machines that
can interact seamlessly with humans and their environment.
The exploration of LLMs in robotics is still in its early
stages, and it is expected that future research will uncover
new applications and techniques for leveraging the power of
LLMs in the field of robotics.

Large language models (LLMs) possess remarkable capa-
bilities to comprehend human language inputs and generate
contextually relevant responses across diverse applications.
Their inherent versatility allows them to be fine-tuned for
specialized tasks, such as language translation or text sum-
marization. Renowned examples of LLMs include OpenAI’s
GPT-3 [2] and GPT-4 [10, 11], Google’s BERT [12], and T5
[13]. These models exhibit exceptional abilities that set them
apart from smaller pre-trained language models (PLMs).

Despite the remarkable performance demonstrated by LLMs
in tackling intricate tasks, their underlying capabilities remain
an active area of research. The scientific community continues
to explore and investigate the full extent of LLMs’ intrinsic
properties to gain a deeper understanding of their potential [4].

A key challenge in robotics is developing systems that
can effectively communicate and collaborate with humans.
To address this challenge, researchers have begun to integrate
LLMs into robotic systems to facilitate natural language under-
standing and generation. For instance, [6] demonstrated the use
of LLMs to enable a robot to understand and execute natural
language commands for tasks such as object manipulation
and navigation. Similarly, [7] proposed a method to combine
LLMs with robotics to improve human-robot collaboration by
allowing robots to generate context-aware responses to human
instructions.

Furthermore, LLMs have been used to improve robotic
learning from demonstrations. In [9], the authors employed
LLMs to generate natural language descriptions of expert
demonstrations, which were then used to teach robots new
tasks through imitation learning. This approach enables robots
to acquire new skills more efficiently by leveraging the vast
knowledge encoded in LLMs.

In summary, the impact of LLMs on robotics is multi-
faceted, with potential applications in human-robot communi-
cation, explainable AI, and robotic learning from demonstra-
tions. As LLMs continue to advance, it is expected that their
integration with robotic systems will lead to increasingly so-

phisticated and capable machines that can seamlessly interact
with humans and their environment.

B. Image Understanding for Robotic Manipulation

Image understanding plays a crucial role in advancing the
field of robotic manipulation, as it allows robots to perceive
and interact with their surrounding environment more effec-
tively [14, 15]. The integration of computer vision and machine
learning techniques has greatly improved the performance of
robotic systems, enabling them to autonomously recognize,
grasp, and manipulate objects in various scenarios [16, 17].

Deep learning, in particular, has been instrumental in driv-
ing progress in this domain [18, 19]. Convolutional Neural
Networks (CNNs) and other advanced neural network archi-
tectures have demonstrated remarkable success in learning to
detect and localize objects, predict grasps, and plan manip-
ulations from raw image data [20, 21]. These advances have
facilitated more natural and efficient human-robot interaction,
as well as enabled robots to handle complex tasks in diverse
environments [22, 23].

Despite the significant progress made in recent years, nu-
merous challenges still exist in the field of image understand-
ing for robotic manipulation. These include the need for robust
object recognition under varying conditions, generalization
across different object categories and environments, and real-
time processing for fast and adaptive robotic control [24, 25].
Addressing these challenges will pave the way for more
sophisticated robotic systems capable of performing a wide
range of tasks autonomously and in cooperation with humans.

C. Recent Advances in Vision-Language Models

Vision-language models (VLMs) are a type of artificial
intelligence (AI) that can comprehend and generate both visual
and textual information [26, 27]. Trained on enormous datasets
of images and text, they have been utilized for a range of
tasks such as image captioning, visual question answering,
and visual reasoning [28–31].

With their potential to transform the way we interact with
computers, there has been an upsurge of interest in VLMs
in recent years [32]. VLMs can create more intuitive and
engaging user interfaces and automate tasks that are currently
performed by humans, such as image captioning and visual
question answering.

Some of the notable advances in VLMs include:
• Larger and more complex models: VLMs have grown

increasingly large and complex, due to the availability
of larger and more diverse datasets and the development
of more powerful LLMs [2]. For instance, the GPT-
3 language model has 175 billion parameters, while
the ViLBERT vision-language model boasts 340 million
parameters [26].

• Multimodal learning: The capability of VLMs to learn
from both visual and textual data has been realized using
multimodal neural networks that can merge information
from both modalities [29].

• Transfer learning: Knowledge gained from Efficient
Vision encoders is used to enhance the performance of
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the VLM models, which can be considered as a form
of multimodal transfer learning [29]. For instance, the
MiniGPT-4 model [33] used the efficient Q-former [34]
architecture as an image feature extractor in their bi-
modal network.

These advances have contributed to significant improve-
ments in the performance of VLMs on various tasks. For ex-
ample, the MiniGPT-4 [33] and LLava [35] have demonstrated
satisfying capabilities in reasoning about image data in natural
human language.

The future of VLMs appears very promising. As they
continue to grow in size and complexity, VLMs will be capable
of performing increasingly complex tasks. This progress is
expected to facilitate the development of innovative applica-
tions such as virtual assistants that understand and respond in
natural language and robots that can perceive and understand
their environment [29].

VLMs, however, do face a few challenges:
• Data scarcity:One major challenge for VLMs is the lack

of data. For effective learning from both visual and textual
data, VLMs require large and diverse datasets, which are
often costly and time-consuming to collect [36].

• Bias: Since VLMs are trained on data created by humans,
they can reflect human bias in their outputs, leading to
inaccurate or unfair results [37].

• Interpretability: Due to their complex training datasets
and multifactorial decision-making processes, VLMs as
well as many other deep learning models are often hard
to interpret [38]. This can make it difficult to understand
why a VLM makes a specific prediction or decision.

Despite these challenges, VLMs are a promising new tech-
nology with the potential to revolutionize our interaction with
computers. As improvements continue, VLMs are expected to
perform an increasingly complex array of tasks, leading to the
development of new and innovative applications.

D. Novelty of IRM and ROSGPT Vision

As shown above, the robotic community needs to profit
from the development of LLMs and VLMs to design new
methods that facilitate the execution of robotic tasks. This
paper introduces a new Robotic Design Pattern: the PRM
(Prompting Robotic Modalities). It presents a novel approach
to robotic design, emphasizing the distinct querying of individ-
ual sensory and interaction channels. This innovative pattern
suggests that future robots should be equipped to address
each modality, such as vision or audition, through specific
”prompts.” These prompts, tailored commands or inquiries,
allow for precise data gathering from each sensory input,
ensuring that every modality operates as an independent data
source. Every Modality should be associated with its own
Modality Language Model (MLM). The MLM helps to inquire
the data in a promptable manner. Form example, Vision-
Language Model (VLM) are the MLM specific the Visual
Modality. It used to be used to prompt visual data using
textual input. However, to synthesize this data for cohesive
robot action, the central ”Task Modality” acts as a mediator.
It collates information from each prompt, guiding the robot’s

overarching decisions and actions. The robots actively probe
each modality rather than passively receiving data. the Task
Modality is connected to aLarge Language Model that should
have advanced eliciting capability. In essence, the PRM design
opt for a modular approach, offering robots greater flexibility
and precision. By treating each sensory channel as a separate
module and having a central system for decision-making,
robots can adapt better to their environment, paving the way
for more responsive and adaptable robotic systems in the
future.

To prove the validity of this new design pattern, we apply
it for the task that needs only Vision Modality such as tasks
that need to take informative decision about visual content
detected by the Robotic camera. We applied the PRM Design
pattern to develop the ROSGPT Vision framework. The input
image given to the robot is converted into natural textual
language with enhanced reasoning and eliciting features by
the intermediate of the interrogating visual prompt. By doing
so, we aim to bridge the gap between visual perception and
natural language understanding in the context of human-robot
interaction. This approach enables robots not only to process
and analyze visual information but also to understand and
act upon human language-based commands and instructions.
Furthermore, the incorporation of enhanced reasoning and
eliciting features in the generated textual language allows
robots to interpret complex instructions better, ask relevant
questions for clarification, and provide more informative feed-
back to humans. Ultimately, this method has the potential to
facilitate more intuitive, efficient, and effective communication
between humans and robots, leading to improved collabo-
ration and performance in various tasks and environments.
In the rapidly evolving field of robotics, the integration of
language models with computer vision capabilities has become
a significant area of interest. This paper explain the PRM
design pattern and introduces a new robotics framework that
helps the robots interact with images in natural language: the
ROSGPT Vision. This framework provides an intersection of
language understanding and image perception to extend the
capabilities of robots, enabling them not only to perceive their
environment visually but also to interpret and interact with
it in a meaningful way. ROSGPT Vision is an introductory
step forward in the quest for sophisticated, autonomous, and
intelligent robotic systems. The utility of the PRM pattern
and the ROSGPT Vision framework is vast, with potential
applications ranging from domestic helper robots to advanced
manufacturing systems, autonomous vehicles, and more.

The name ROSGPT Vision is given to reflect the inherent
integration of LLMs (Mostly based on GPT architecture) with
Robot Operating System ROS, and Vision Language Models
(VLMs). In the context of this study, we use the abbreviation
ROS to refer to ROS 1 and ROS 2. With ROSGPT Vision, the
robot can translate image data into natural human language
commands using task-designed visual prompts. The textual
output will be converted into LLMs to acquire more reasoning
capabilities to deduce the best action to take following the
context of the robot task. Both this work and ROSGPT [1]
target to improve the state of the art in the robotic field
by making seamless interpretation of sensor data in natural
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human language. ROSGPT [1] makes a broker that converts
human commands given in natural language to explicit robotic
commands, while ROSGPT Vision makes a broker to convert
image data into natural human language to benefit from the
power of LLMs and to convert it into more customizable robot
commands.

The most near research works to our study are [39] and [40].
In [39], the authors used ChatGPT to enable natural language-
based control of many robotic platforms such as drones,
robot arms, and home assistant robots. They made design
principles to help language models solve robotic tasks. They
introduced an AirSim simulation environment integrated with
ChatGPT. They also developed PromptCraft, a collaborative
open-source platform that collects some prompting strategies
for different robotics tasks. In [40], the author introduced
robotGPT, by presenting ChatGPT’s principles and discussing
how to enhance robotic intelligence through the medium of
ChatGPT.

Distinct from the approaches presented above, ROS-
GPT Vision introduces various innovative elements that sig-
nificantly advance the field of robot interaction with visual
data. Firstly, ROSGPT Vision divides the robot interaction
with visual data into many modules explained in the next
section. Second, ROSGPT Vision makes a distinction between
the extraction of image semantics and the robot ontology
associated with one given task. Third, it completely separates
the prompting logic from the whole architecture, so that the
end user will focus mostly on developing the most accurate
prompts for his task in the YAML files associated with it.
Finally, the shared ROS package is designed following a clear
and extensible architecture that could be used and understood
by normal users. PRM and ROSGPT Vision tries to bridge
the gap between Robotics, Natural Language Processing, and
Computer Vision by orienting the next Robotic developers
towards focusing on designing the best prompts for their tasks
and to explicitly improving the clarity of the robot ontology
behind these prompts. This work represents a stepping stone
for the ROS, NLP, and Computer Vision communities to
collaboratively advance this interdisciplinary research field.

II. PROMPTING ROBOTIC MODALITIES (PRM) DESIGN
PATTERN

The concept of ”Prompting Robotic Modalities (PRM)”
introduces a novel approach to the domain of robotic design,
emphasizing modularity and targeted querying of individual
sensory and interaction channels. The global idea is show in
Figure 1. At the heart of this design pattern is the idea that
robots, should be constructed with the capability to prompt
each of their sensory or interaction modalities—be it vision,
audition, or tactile sensing—separately and distinctly. This
is done by incorporating every robotic modality inside a
specific Modality Language Model (MLM). The MLM will
be trained to interrogating the Modality data in textual manner
giving more insights on it. As an example, the Visual Robotic
Modality is incorporated in ROSGPT Vision (see next section)
inside a VLM (Vision Language Model). The VLM helps
to enquire the images captured by the robotic camera using
textual inputs.

Fig. 1: The robotic design pattern ”Prompting Robotic Modal-
ities (PRM)”

The ”prompt” in this context can be understood as a specific
command or inquiry aimed at a particular modality. For
instance, when the robot needs to gather visual data about
its surroundings, a distinct prompt might be issued to its
vision modality, asking it to identify objects within a certain
range. Similarly, if the robot needs to ascertain ambient noise
levels, a separate prompt might be directed at its auditory
modality. The beauty of this approach lies in its precision;
by addressing each modality with individualized prompts, the
system ensures that every sensory input or output is treated as a
unique and independent source of data, devoid of unnecessary
cross-modality interference.

However, while the idea of querying each modality sep-
arately offers a high degree of precision, it also presents a
challenge: how does one ensure that the data from these var-
ious modalities is synthesized effectively to guide the robot’s
overarching actions and decisions? This is where the concept
of the ”Task Modality” comes into play. Acting as the central
system of the robot, the Task Modality serves as a mediator or
coordinator. Its primary role is to communicate with each of
the robot’s modalities, collate the information obtained from
the distinct prompts, and then make informed decisions on the
best course of action to ensure the successful execution of the
robot’s mission. Different from normal Robotic Modalities,
The Task Modality is connected to a generic LLM not to an
MLM.

Instead of the robot passively receiving data from its various
sensors, the PRM approach necessitates an active querying or
probing of each modality. Such an active approach to data
gathering might very well lead to the creation of robotic
systems that are not only more responsive but also more
adept at handling real-time challenges and changes in their
environment.

In summary, the PRM design pattern is a testament to the
potential benefits of a modular approach in robotic design. By
treating each sensory or interaction channel as an independent
promptable module, robots can achieve a higher degree of flex-
ibility and precision in their operations. Moreover, the central
Task Modality ensures that while each modality operates inde-
pendently, there remains a cohesive system in place to guide
the robot’s overall behavior. Such a design could pave the
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way for the development of robots that can easily adapt to new
tasks, integrate new modalities, and respond more efficiently to
the demands of their environment. This paper applies the PRM
design pattern to conceive the ROSGPT Vision framework,
detailed in the next section.

III. CONCEPTUAL ARCHITECTURE OF ROSGPT VISION

The ROSGPT Vision architecture is described in Figure 2.
Visual data is captured by the camera, transferred to the Image
Semantics module to generate an accurate description guided
by the Visual prompt given by the user. The Camera node
always updates the Image Description topic with the given
description of the image. This description is transferred to
the GPT Consultation node, which interacts with the LLM
to generate accurate decisions and instructions that should
be made by the robot. The interaction with the LLM is also
guided by an LLM prompt given by the user to optimize the
robotic job. The prompting logic is separated from the whole
architecture in order to let the end user focus on optimizing
this critical part of the Robotic design. The framework is
based on the PRM design pattern, where the GPT Consultation
Node refers the Task Modality controlled via the LLM prompt.
The Camera Node is the embodiment of the Visual Robotic
Modality where the Visual Language Model (VLM) associated
to this specific modality is included in the Image Semantics
Module. We can see that the Camera Node helps to inspect the
images captured from the robotic camera via a specific prompt
(the Visual Prompt). In the next subsection, more details are
given about every component of the framework.

A. Image Semantics: Extracting meaning from Images

The Image Semantic module is the primary building block
in ROSGPT Vision. It serves as a bridge between visual
data and human language. This module’s primary function
is to extract and interpret meaning from images in a way
that mirrors natural human language understanding. It uses
different deep learning models to analyze the contents of an
image in various ways. It acts by identifying objects, patterns,
and relationships within the image, and then translates these
visual elements into semantic descriptions in natural language.
Moreover, it can use direct image captioning models, visual
chatting models to achieve this goal. The output of any method
contained in this module is to generate a descriptive narration
for an image in a human-natural manner. This output will be
guided for a specific robotic task by customized prompts.

It assembles many predefined methods for this topic, such
as LLAVA model [35], MiniGPT-4 [33], and SAM (Segment
Anything) [41]:

1) LLaVA Model
The LLaVA (Large Language-and-Vision Assistant) model

represents a novel end-to-end trained large multimodal model
that combines a vision encoder and Vicuna for general-purpose
visual and language understanding [35]. LLaVA connects a
pre-trained CLIP ViT-L/14 visual encoder and a large language
model, Vicuna, using a simple projection matrix. It employs
a two-stage instruction-tuning procedure:

1) Pre-training for Feature Alignment: In this stage, only
the projection matrix is updated, based on a subset of
CC3M.

2) Fine-tuning End-to-End: In this stage, both the projec-
tion matrix and the large language model are updated.
Two different use scenarios are considered:

• Visual Chat: LLaVA is fine-tuned on generated mul-
timodal instruction-following data for daily user-
oriented applications.

• Science QA: LLaVA is fine-tuned on a multimodal
reasoning dataset for the science domain.

LLaVA has demonstrated impressive multimodal chat abilities
and achieved a new state-of-the-art accuracy of 92.53% when
fine-tuned on Science QA, thus setting a benchmark in the
domain of visual and language understanding [35].

2) MiniGPT-4 Model
The MiniGPT-4 [33] model, similarly to LLAVA, is an

advancement in the field of vision-language understanding that
leverages an advanced large language model (LLM), Vicuna,
and demonstrates multi-modal abilities similar to the more
complex GPT-4. MiniGPT-4 consists of a vision encoder with
a pre-trained ViT and Q-Former, a single linear projection
layer, and an advanced Vicuna large language model. The
model only requires training the linear layer to align the
visual features with the Vicuna [33]. MiniGPT-4 exhibits a
wide range of capabilities such as detailed image description
generation, website creation from hand-written drafts, writing
stories and poems inspired by given images, providing solu-
tions to problems shown in images, and teaching users how to
cook based on food photos. It is also highly computationally
efficient, training a projection layer utilizing approximately 5
million aligned image-text pairs [33].

3) The Segment Anything Model (SAM) model
The Segment Anything Model (SAM) [41] is a founda-

tional model for image segmentation that is designed to be
promptable, meaning it can be guided to perform specific
tasks via prompts. The task of SAM is to return a valid
segmentation mask given any segmentation prompt. A prompt
can include spatial or text information identifying an object,
and the output should be a reasonable mask for at least one
of the objects specified by the prompt. SAM consists of three
main components: an image encoder that computes an image
embedding, a prompt encoder that embeds prompts, and a
lightweight mask decoder that predicts segmentation masks
based on the image and prompt embeddings. To train SAM,
a diverse, large-scale source of data is needed. The authors
built a ”data engine” to collect a dataset of over 1 billion
masks. This engine has three stages: assisted-manual, semi-
automatic, and fully automatic. In the first stage, SAM assists
annotators in annotating masks. In the second stage, SAM
can automatically generate masks for a subset of objects, and
annotators focus on annotating the remaining objects. In the
final stage, SAM is prompted with a regular grid of foreground
points, yielding an average of around 100 high-quality masks
per image. The final dataset, SA-1B, includes more than 1
billion masks from 11 million licensed and privacy-preserving
images.



6

ROS (Robotic Operating System)

Robot Hardware

Camera sensor

ROSGPT_Vision

Image Semantics

 
Captions 
(Normal, 
Dense…)

Visual 
Question 
Answering: 
(BLIP, Coca,...)

Visual 
Dialog: 
(LLaVa, 
LLaMa-
Adapter, 
Mini-GPT4…)

X-Anything 
(SAM, SEEM…)

Image 
Description 

Topic
LLM 
APIs

Camera 
Node

GPT 
Consultation 

Node

GPT 
Consultation 

Topic

Visual PromptLLM Prompt

Fig. 2: ROSGPT Vision Architecture for Natural Language Understanding of Visual data

B. The Camera Node and Image Description Topic
As represented in Figure 2, ROSGPT Vision contains two

ROS nodes: Camera Node and GPT Consultation Node.
They interact using two ROS topics: Image Description and
GPT Consultation. The Camera Node utilizes the Image
Semantics module to extract detailed descriptions from an
input image. This node is designed to handle real-time image
streaming, processing each image frame as it comes in. It gets
the description from the Image Semantics module, and then
publishes it to a ROS topic named Image Description. The
GPT Consultation Node is subscribed to this topic, allowing
it to receive and utilize these image descriptions in real-time.

The Camera Node class converts the input image into
descriptive representations, following a predetermined prompt
according to Algorithm 1. It can use both video paths and we-
bcam streams. Subsequently, the Camera Node class proceeds
to transmit the resulting descriptions to the GPT Consultation
class via the Image Description topic. Figure 3 shows the cam-
era node and GPT Consultation classes diagrams following
the the Unified Modeling Language (UML) framework.

C. The GPT Consultation Node and Topic
The two nodes (Camera and GPT Consultation) are com-

pletely separated. The task logic must be completely separated
from the image description logic, following the PRM design
pattern. The Camera node focuses on accurately describing the
image without being concerned about the actions that should
be taken based on it. The second node, the GPT Consul-
tation node, is an Ontology-Based Action Planner Node. It
subscribes to the Image Description topic published by the
Camera node and uses this information to suggest appropriate
actions for the robot. The node should explicitly emphasize

Algorithm 1 Camera node
Inputs:

1) DM : The description model [image2text] [string]
2) WC: The webcam used [True or False]
3) V P : The video path, add path if WC is False [string]
4) f : The frame interval [integer]
procedure

f counter ← 0
if WC = True then

while WC = True do
if f counter mod f = 0 then

frame← camera.get image()
text← DM(frame)
send2publisher(text, ’Image description’)
f counter ← f counter + 1

end if
end while

else
while video.is opened() do

if f counter mod f = 0 then
frame← video.get image()
text← DM(frame)
send2publisher(text, ’Image description’)
f counter ← f counter + 1

end if
end while

end if
consultation← subscribe(’GPT consultation’)

end procedure
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Fig. 3: UML diagram

a specially designed robot ontology behind the given task. A
robot ontology is a formal representation of knowledge within
the robotics domain. This ontology includes definitions of
concepts, properties, and relationships pertaining to the robot
and its environment, providing a structured and semantically
rich framework for reasoning and decision-making.

The GPT Consultation Node uses the robot ontology to
map the image descriptions to potential actions according
to Algorithm 2. The final feedback relevant to the task is
published into the topic GPT Consultation. This name is
chosen over the name GPT Action because it is more generic.
Consultation refers to the real feedback from GPT, which can
be just a general notification, a decision-aid estimation, or an
action to be taken by other nodes.

Algorithm 2 GPT Consultation node
Inputs:

1) Key: The OpenAI key [string]
2) Temp: The ChatGPT temperature [float]
procedure

text← subscribe(’Image description’)
response← askGPT(Key, Temp, text)
send2publisher(response, ’GPT consultation’)

end procedure

The main component of the node is its interaction with the
LLM, because it represents the Task Modality in the PRM
design pattern. The framework contains several parameters
collected in one YAML file. YAML file consists of the Task
name and parameters of Camera node and GPT node and

image description models. The main two parameters to change
in the YAML file are the prompts: the LLM and the Visual
Prompts. Other parameters can be let unchanged.

D. Visual and LLM prompts
ROSGPT Vision is configured using a single YAML (Yet

Another Markup Language) file which describes the robot
task and saved under the folder cfg of the ROSGPT Vision
folder. YAML files are commonly used in ROS for their
human-readable data serialization format, allowing for easy
configuration and parameter setting. Notably, this file in-
cludes the configurations for both visual and language model
(LLM) prompts. Visual prompts guide the image processing
and semantic extraction capabilities of the node, while LLM
prompts are used to instruct the language model to generate
appropriate textual descriptions or actions based on the image
semantics. This consolidated configuration approach allows
for efficient setup and modification of the ROSGPT Vision
node, facilitating its integration and use in various robotic
applications.

Fig. 4: YAML file format in ROSGPT Vision

The structure of the YAML file is provided in the the Figure
4. The YAML contains 6 main sections of configurations
parameters:

• Task_name: This field specifies the name of the task
that the ROS system is configured to perform.

• ROSGPT_Vision_Camera_Node: This
section contains the configuration for the
ROSGPT Vision Camera Node.
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– Image_Description_Method: This field spec-
ifies the method used by the node to generate de-
scriptions from images. It can be one of the currently
developed methods: MiniGPT4, LLaVA, or SAM.
The configurations needed for everyone of them is
put separately at the end of this file.

– Vision_prompt: This field specifies the prompt
used to guide the image description process.

– Output_video: This field specifies the path or the
name of where to save the output video file.

• GPT_Consultation_Node: This section contains the
configuration for the GPT Consultation Node.

– llm_prompt: This field specifies the prompt used
to guide the language model.

– GPT_temperature: This field specifies the tem-
perature parameter for the GPT model, which con-
trols the randomness of the model’s output.

• MiniGPT4_parameters: This section contains the
configuration for the MiniGPT4 model. It should be
clearly set if the model is used in this task, otherwise
it could be empty.

– configuration: This field specifies the path for
the configuration file of MiniGPT4.

– temperature_miniGPT4: This field specifies
the temperature parameter for the MiniGPT4 model.

• llava_parameters: This section contains the config-
uration for the llavA model (if used).

– temperature_llavA: This field specifies the
temperature parameter for the llavA model.

• SAM_parameters: This section contains the configu-
ration for the SAM model.

– weights_SAM: This field specifies the weights
used by the SAM model.

E. ROSGPT Vision Implementation on ROS2

ROSGPT Vision code is shared with the community, under
the link: https://github.com/bilel-bj/ROSGPT Vision. Our aim
is to fosters further advancements in the realm of visual data
comprehension and interaction, leveraging the capabilities of
ROS in conjunction with the potential of Language and Vision
Language Models (LLMs and VLMs).

IV. PROOF-OF-CONCEPT: THE CARMATE APPLICATION

We present a software application named CarMate based on
the ROSGPT Vision framework, and the PRM design pattern.
CarMate is an advanced driver monitoring and assistance
application designed to ensure safe and efficient driving expe-
riences. CarMate is developed by just configuring the YAML
file of the ROSGPT Vision framework, and mainly by just
setting the two prompts. Through a camera mounted inside
the car, CarMate continuously monitors the driver’s actions,
expressions, and attention levels. The system is capable of
detecting unsafe behaviors such as distracted driving, drowsi-
ness, or aggressive driving patterns. When such behaviors are
identified, CarMate issues timely alerts heard by the driver,
prompting corrective action.

In addition to real-time monitoring and alerts, CarMate
helps generate personalized driving reports. These reports
summarize the driver’s behavior over a particular period, high-
lighting areas of strength and those requiring improvement.
By providing clear, actionable insights, CarMate aids drivers
in developing safer driving habits.

A. The Architecture of CarMate
The CarMate application’s architecture follows the ROS-

GPT Vision framework, as depicted in Figure 5. Initially, the
app captures driver images at five-second intervals. Subse-
quently, the image semantics model (LLAVA) processes the
images by employing a conditional vision description prompt,
as indicated in Figure 4. The prompt used is [”Describe the
driver’s current level of focus on driving based on the visual
cues. Answer with one short sentence.”]. Following this, the
Camera node publishes the vision description to the image
description topic. The GPT consultation node subscribes to the
image description topic and forwards the vision description,
along with an LLM prompt, to ChatGPT 3.5. The prompt em-
ployed is [”Consider the following ontology: You must write
your reply with one short sentence. Behave as a CarMate that
surveys the driver and gives him advice and instruction to drive
safely. You will be given human language prompts describing
an image. Your task is to provide appropriate instructions to
the driver based on the description.”]. Subsequently, ChatGPT
3.5 determines whether to caution the driver if they are at risk
or encourage them to maintain focus on the road. The lower
section of Figure 5 presents two examples: the first involves a
driver speaking on a cell phone while driving, and the second
depicts a driver maintaining focus on driving.

B. Unified prompting through the YAML file
Presented below is the YAML configuration file used for

CarMate:
• Task_name: driver phone usage
• ROSGPT_Vision_Camera_Node:

– Image_Description_Method: llava # com-
ment: you can choose between [llava, MiniGPT4,
SAM]

– Vision_prompt:”Describe the driver’s current
level of focus on driving based on the visual cues,
Answer with one short sentence.”

– Choose_input:”video” # comment: you can
choose between [webcam, video]

– Input_video:”Absolute path” # comment: if you
chose video

– Output_video:”Absolute path of output video
demo”

• GPT_Consultation_Node:
– llm_prompt:”Consider the following ontology:

You must write your Reply with one short sentence.
Behave as a carmate that surveys the driver and gives
him advice and instruction to drive safely. You will
be given human language prompts describing an im-
age. Your task is to provide appropriate instructions
to the driver based on the description.”

https://github.com/bilel-bj/ROSGPT_Vision
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The driver is not 

focusing on the road 

while driving 

The driver is focused 

on the road while 

driving 

Please, remind the 

driver to keep their 

eyes on the road

Please, keep your 

eyes on the road

Case 1

Case 2

LLM Prompt
Prompt Configuration
for CarMate (YAML)

CarMate Application

Vision Prompt

ROSGPT_Vision Base
Image     

Acquisition

LLAVA

Image Semantics

Image Description 
Topic

GPT Consultation 
Node

GPT Consultation
Topic

Camera Node

PublishPublish

Fig. 5: CarMate Application diagram.

– GPT_temperature: 0.2
• MiniGPT4_parameters:

– configuration:”minigpt4 eval.yaml” # com-
ment: absolute path for configuration of MiniGPT4
model

– temperature_miniGPT4: 0.2
• llava_parameters:

– temperature_llavA: 0.2
– llama_version:”13B” # comment: you can

choose between [7B, 13B]
• SAM_parameters:

– weights_SAM:”sam vit h 4b8939.pth” # com-
ment: absolute path for configuration of MiniGPT4
mode

C. Prompting strategies

Prompting strategies for the CarMate application can be
designed to accurately describe the driver’s behavior and
provide appropriate consultations. Here are some strategies for
both visual and language model (LLM) prompts:

• Visual Prompts:
– Focused Description Prompts: These prompts can

be designed to specifically describe the driver’s fo-
cus on driving. For example, ”Describe the driver’s
current level of focus on driving based on the visual
cues.”

– Behavioral Description Prompts: These prompts
can be used to describe the driver’s overall behavior.
For example, ”Describe the driver’s overall behavior,
including any distractions or signs of fatigue.”

– Ontological Prompts: These prompts can be de-
signed to extract specific ontological entities from
the visual data. For example, ”Identify and describe
the ontological entities related to driving focus in the
current scene.”

• LLM Prompts:
– Consultative Prompts: These prompts can be used

to generate appropriate consultations based on the
visual descriptions. For example, ”Based on the vi-
sual description, provide a consultation to the driver
about their current level of focus on driving.”

– Action-Oriented Prompts: These prompts can be
used to suggest actions that the driver should take
based on the visual descriptions. For example, ”Sug-
gest actions the driver should take to improve their
focus on driving based on the visual description.”

– Ontological Prompts: These prompts can be used to
generate consultations based on specific ontological
entities. For example, ”Provide a consultation to the
driver based on the identified ontological entities
related to driving focus.”

In this particular case, given the focus of the CarMate
application on driver behavior monitoring and consultation,
an optimal approach would involve a combination of focused
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TABLE I: The Best Prompts in ten cases

Visual Prompts LLM Prompts
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Acti
on

-O
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nte
d

Onto
log

ica
l

Case 1 ✓ ✓
Case 2 ✓ ✓
Case 3 ✓ ✓
Case 4 ✓ ✓
Case 5 ✓ ✓
Case 6 ✓ ✓
Case 7 ✓ ✓
Case 8 ✓ ✓
Case 9 ✓ ✓
Case 10 ✓ ✓

description prompts for visual cues and consultative prompts
for the language model (LLM). However, determining the most
effective prompting strategy would ultimately depend on the
specific requirements of the application and the capabilities of
the models employed.

To evaluate the best prompts for visual cues and LLM,
we devised ten distinct scenarios that involved distracting the
driver’s attention while driving. Table I presents the optimal
prompts for each scenario, and additional visual represen-
tations can be found in the appendix. Upon reviewing the
appendix and Table I, it becomes evident that Behavioral
Description of Visual Prompts outperforms other prompt types
due to its adaptability and ability to provide a clear description
for each scenario. Conversely, Focused Description prompts,
while exhibiting high efficacy in some cases, generally fall
short in delivering a precise description due to their limited
adaptability. Ontological prompts, on the other hand, offer
excellent efficiency but provide a comprehensive image de-
scription without focusing on the driver’s behavior during
driving, thereby impacting decision-making from the GPT
Consultation perspective.

Regarding LLM prompts, the Consultative prompt type ex-
hibits superiority over other prompt types due to its exclusive
focus on describing the driver’s condition during driving, with-
out offering any directives. This aligns with the expected re-
sponsibilities of the CarMate application. Conversely, Action-
Oriented Prompts enable direct decision-making without de-
scribing the driver’s behavior, while Ontological Prompts
primarily offer assistance and advice to the driver in most
cases without providing any description of their behavior.

Therefore, based on our analysis, a combination of focused
description prompts for visual cues and consultative prompts
for LLM is recommended for the CarMate application, taking
into account the specific scenarios and requirements of the
system.

D. Description of the Datasets used in CarMate
In this paper, we utilized two publicly available datasets,

namely MDAD [42] and 3MDAD [43], to address the chal-
lenges of driver action recognition and driver distraction

monitoring. The MDAD dataset provides synchronized RGB
and depth data from side and frontal views, allowing re-
searchers to develop algorithms across multiple modalities and
views under different lighting and weather conditions. The
3MDAD dataset includes synchronized data modalities from
daytime and nighttime recordings, offering a comprehensive
dataset for evaluating driver distraction monitoring methods.
Both datasets enable an independent analysis of recognition
results based on individual modalities as well as combinations
of modalities. These datasets provide valuable resources for
advancing research in the field of driver behavior analysis and
improving road safety.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have introduced a new Robotic design
pattern: the Prompting Robotic Modalities (PRM). It opts for
designing robotic application as Robotic Modalities connected
to Task Modality. Every Modality is commanded via a spe-
cific prompt. Every Robotic Modality incorporates a specific
Modality Language Model (MLM) while the Task Modality
is connected to a Large Language Model (LLM). The PRM
design pattern is used to conceive a new robotic framework:
the ROSGPT Vision, a novel robotics framework that connects
language models to computer vision capabilities, enabling
enhanced human-robot interaction and understanding. By in-
tegrating LLMs with ROS and VLMs, ROSGPT Vision tries
to make the robots interact with visual data through natural
language. The Visual Robotic Modality of ROSGPT Vision
lies in the Image Semantics module, which effectively extracts
meaning from images and generates descriptive narrations in
human-like language. It integrates advanced VLM models such
as LLAVA, MiniGPT-4, and SAM.

This paper tested the ROSGPT Vision framework in the
development of the CarMate application, a driver monitoring
and assistance system designed to ensure safe and efficient
driving experiences. By continuously monitoring driver ac-
tions, expressions, and attention levels, CarMate can identify
unsafe behaviors and issue timely alerts to prompt corrective
actions. Additionally, CarMate generates personalized driving
reports, providing valuable insights to drivers for developing
safer driving habits. The whole development of the CarMate
is reduced remarkably due to the PRM and ROSGPT Vision,
it needs mainly the setting of only two prompts in the YAML
file.

To optimize the performance of CarMate, we have explored
various prompting strategies for both visual and language
model prompts. Through thorough evaluation and analysis,
we have identified the most effective prompt types, enabling
CarMate to deliver precise and contextually appropriate con-
sultations to drivers.

In conclusion, PRM and ROSGPT Vision represents a new
contribution to the realm of robotics. By releasing the open-
source implementation of ROSGPT Vision, we invite the
robotics community to collaborate and enhance this inter-
disciplinary research field further. The successful integration
of LLMs with Image data analysis within the ROS system
increases the potential for innovative applications, such as
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virtual assistants and intelligent robots that can seamlessly
interact with humans and their environment.
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APPENDIX

A. Prompting strategies

1) Case 1: Drinking Coffee during driving
a) Visual Prompts

Focused Description

Behavioral Description

Ontological

b) LLM Prompts

Consultative

Action-Oriented

Ontological
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2) Case 2: Focus on the road during driving

a) Visual Prompts

Focused Description

Behavioral Description

Ontological

b) LLM Prompts

Consultative

Action-Oriented

Ontological
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3) Case 3: holding a cup during driving

a) Visual Prompts

Focused Description

Behavioral Description

Ontological

b) LLM Prompts

Consultative

Action-Oriented

Ontological
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4) Case 4: looking down during driving

a) Visual Prompts

Focused Description

Behavioral Description

Ontological

b) LLM Prompts

Consultative

Action-Oriented

Ontological
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5) Case 5: looking to passenger during driving

a) Visual Prompts

Focused Description

Behavioral Description

Ontological

b) LLM Prompts

Consultative

Action-Oriented

Ontological
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6) Case 6: using radio during driving

a) Visual Prompts

Focused Description

Behavioral Description

Ontological

b) LLM Prompts

Consultative

Action-Oriented

Ontological
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7) Case 7: using mobile during driving

a) Visual Prompts

Focused Description

Behavioral Description

Ontological

b) LLM Prompts

Consultative

Action-Oriented

Ontological
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8) Case 8: sleeping during driving

a) Visual Prompts

Focused Description

Behavioral Description

Ontological

b) LLM Prompts

Consultative

Action-Oriented

Ontological
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9) Case 9: smoking during driving

a) Visual Prompts

Focused Description

Behavioral Description

Ontological

b) LLM Prompts

Consultative

Action-Oriented

Ontological
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10) Case 10: speaking in mobile during driving

a) Visual Prompts

Focused Description

Behavioral Description

Ontological

b) LLM Prompts
Consultative

Action-Oriented

Ontological
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