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Figure 1. An overview of eMotions composed of 27,996 videos of six emotion categories across Douyin, Kuaishou, and Tiktok. The colors
of the frame borders specify the emotion categories to which they belong: excitation, fear, neutral, relaxation, sadness, tension.

Abstract
Nowadays, short videos (SVs) are essential to informa-

tion acquisition and sharing in our life. The prevailing use
of SVs to spread emotions leads to the necessity of emotion
recognition in SVs. Considering the lack of SVs emotion
data, we introduce a large-scale dataset named eMotions,
comprising 27,996 videos. Meanwhile, we alleviate the im-
pact of subjectivities on labeling quality by emphasizing
better personnel allocations and multi-stage annotations.
In addition, we provide the category-balanced and test-
oriented variants through targeted data sampling. Some
commonly used videos (e.g., facial expressions and pos-
tures) have been well studied. However, it is still challeng-
ing to understand the emotions in SVs. Since the enhanced
content diversity brings more distinct semantic gaps and
difficulties in learning emotion-related features, and there
exists information gaps caused by the emotion incomplete-
ness under the prevalently audio-visual co-expressions. To
tackle these problems, we present an end-to-end baseline
method AV-CPNet that employs the video transformer to
better learn semantically relevant representations. We fur-
ther design the two-stage cross-modal fusion module to
complementarily model the correlations of audio-visual fea-
tures. The EP-CE Loss, incorporating three emotion polar-
ities, is then applied to guide model optimization. Extensive
experimental results on nine datasets verify the effectiveness
of AV-CPNet. Datasets and code will be open on GitHub.

*Corresponding author.

1. Introduction
Video emotion recognition (VER) is one of the founda-

tional aspects of machine intelligence [67]. It aims to under-
stand the contents of elements and identify which emotion
the elements evoke to the viewers. The emotions of viewers
can be influenced by various elements, such as videos, au-
dio, text, and images from streaming media [34]. In particu-
lar, short videos (SVs), one of the new types of social-media
tools, have made rapid progress recently. SVs are concise
and clear, combining visual, audio, and other elements to
intensify emotional expressions and arouse emotional reso-
nance among viewers, which are crucial to spreading emo-
tions. Therefore, emotion recognition in SVs has significant
application values in research fields such as opinion propa-
gation [14], multi-modal LLMs [64], and HCI [47].

Although VER in facial expressions [56, 62] and pos-
tures [31] have been well studied, the research in SVs re-
mains light because of the lack of dataset. To tackle this
problem and facilitate further studies, we propose a dataset
specifically constructed for emotion recognition in SVs, de-
noted eMotions (Fig. 1), which is the first large-scale dataset
in this field. eMotions consists of 27,996 videos with cor-
responding audio from Douyin, Kuaishou, and Tiktok three
SVs platforms, covering various contents across diverse di-
mensions and totaling 710,881 seconds of duration. Specifi-
cally, considering the emotion categories in psychology and
the content distribution characteristics of eMotions, we la-
bel each sample using the six emotion categories proposed
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Figure 2. (a) When audio-visual modalities co-express, the emo-
tion which the sample intends to evoke could be reflected. (b)
Top: The video remains unchanged, and only audio varies over
time. Bottom: The sample comprises shifting video and less var-
ied audio (e.g., text-to-speech (TTS) voiceovers), in which the au-
dio falls short in expressing emotion.

by Plutchik in [42] (i.e., excitation, fear, neutral, relaxation,
sadness, tension). Moreover, to alleviate the impact of sub-
jectivities on labeling quality, we elaborately adjust the per-
sonnel allocations through the two-stage Cross-Check and
consistencies evaluations, as well as propose a multi-stage
annotation workflow. In addition, catering to the class dis-
tribution of eMotions and the testing demands, we provide
the category-balanced and test-oriented variant datasets.

Compared with traditional VER, emotion recognition in
SVs presents unique challenges as follows: As displayed in
Fig. 1, the content diversity in SVs is broad, which leads
to more distinct semantic gaps and difficulties in learn-
ing emotion-related features than commonly used videos.
Meanwhile, the emotional information in SVs is prevalently
co-expressed through audio-visual modalities and there ex-
ists emotion incompleteness which could cause informa-
tion gaps, as illustrated in Fig. 2. Considering these ob-
servations, we analyze three keypoints in the following:
(1) Learning more semantically relevant representations
and emotion-related features effectively. (2) Deploying the
audio-visual joint learning paradigm in an end-to-end man-
ner. (3) Designing efficient fusion module to complemen-
tarily facilitate the inter-modalities correlations modeling.

Based on the above keypoints, we present an end-to-end
model denoted AV-CPNet (Audio-Viusal Cooperatively en-
hanced Perception Network) as the baseline on eMotions.
Unlike previous CNNs-based VER methods [66, 68], we
employ Video Swin-Transformer [36] as the visual back-
bone, which makes our model naturally capture the global
relations between regions in each frame and efficiently

model the long-distance dependencies as well as long-term
sequences, leading to more semantically relevant represen-
tations. The two-stage cross-modal fusion module (TS-
CF Module) is designed to mitigate the information gaps,
which complementarily captures the correlated information
of inter-modalities to output more comprehensive represen-
tations. Besides, we propose the EP-CE Loss (Emotion
Polarity enhanced Cross-Entropy Loss), which incorpo-
rates three emotion polarities (i.e., positive, neutral, nega-
tive) to guide model learning more emotion-related features.
We conduct extensive experiments comparing the proposed
method and existing baseline approaches on six public and
three eMotions-related datasets. The results demonstrate
the effectiveness of AV-CPNet, suggesting that it could be a
potential solution to emotion recognition in SVs.

Our main contributions can be summarized as follows:
(1) To our knowledge, eMotions is the first dataset for emo-
tion recognition in SVs. The more reliable annotated emo-
tions can promote future studies in this field. The eMotions
and its two variants will be made available to the research
community. (2) We propose an effective baseline AV-CPNet
to recognize the emotions in SVs. We design the corre-
sponding components to complementarily model the audio-
visual correlations and leverage the emotion-polarity infor-
mation to better guide model optimization. (3) Extensive
experimental results on nine datasets verify the superiority
of our proposed model and provide detailed insights into
different approaches and modalities for future works.

2. Related Works
2.1. Video Emotion Recognition Datasets

AFEW [12] contains 1,809 videos of 330 subjects la-
beled with seven labels. Aff-Wild2 [29] includes 558 videos
with frame-level annotations for valence-arousal estima-
tions. MMI [52] comprises more than 2,900 videos labeled
with six emotions, which were captured from lab shooting.
FABO [16] consists of approximately 1,900 videos of pos-
tures recorded by body cameras. However, these datasets
only contain visual modality, which fall short in richness
and extensibility. Meanwhile, audio-visual learning has at-
tracted more attention among researchers. As a result, nu-
merous audio-visual VER datasets have emerged. IEMO-
CAP [5], the earliest audio-visual VER dataset, originated
from lab shooting. EMDB [7] encompasses 52 movie-
extracted videos with valence-arousal annotations. News-
Rover [13] comprises 929 news-sourced samples catego-
rized under three emotions. VideoEmotion8 [26] and Ek-
man6 [58] consist of 1,101 and 1,637 videos drawn from
video sites. CAER [33] and MELD [49] include 13,201 and
1,433 TV shows-derived videos, respectively. Music video
[40] houses 3,323 music recording videos labeled across
six emotions. Compared with these datasets, our eMotions
presents the following features: (1) The first dataset for
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emotion recognition in SVs, and the currently largest audio-
visual VER dataset, exhibiting the escalation of 212.07%
and 402.53% compared to the maximum scale and duration
of the existing VER datasets, respectively. (2) An emphasis
on better personnel allocations and multi-stage annotations
to reduce the influence of subjectivities on labeling quality,
engaging 12 annotators and one expert. (3) The larger ex-
tent of content diversity, sourced from three SVs platforms,
covering a multi-cultural spectrum and spanning an exten-
sive timeline from May 2019 to February 2023. (4) We ad-
ditionally provide two variants of eMotions whose specifics
are detailed in appendix.

2.2. Video Emotion Recognition Approaches
Early studies on VER mainly center on designing hand-

crafted features [24, 26]. With the emergence of various
VER datasets, methods based on deep learning have made
rapid progress. For the uni-modal approaches, [3] inte-
grates visual and STAT features to predict emotions. [17]
introduces a new 3D CNN for VER using hyper-parameter
search. [61] proposes a coarse-to-fine cascaded network
with smooth predictions. Regarding the audio-visual VER
approaches, they can be widely categorized into two types
based on the backbones they employ: those utilizing 3D vi-
sual backbones and audio CNNs, and those leveraging 2D
visual backbones along with audio CNNs. Pertaining to the
first type, 3D visual backbones mainly include [6, 20, 50].
The audio CNNs primarily consist of [15, 22, 30]. [65] pro-
poses a temporal erasing network for keyframe and con-
text perceptions. [66] implements multiple attention mech-
anisms to output improved audio-visual features. [38] de-
signs an intra-modality attention module to shape attentive
features. [18] offers a modality-referenced system using 3D
CNNs. [51] provides a pre-trained audio-visual network to
model the interactions between human facial and auditory
behaviors. [44] introduces a joint model to extract salient
features across audio-visual modalities. For the second
type, 2D visual backbones primarily comprise [22, 23, 35],
with audio CNNs mirroring those employed in the first type.
[41] and [60] introduce on-the-fly gradient modulation and
a novel cosine loss for enhanced performance, respectively.
[9] proposes a framework for incomplete audio-visual data.
[43] presents an LSTM-based model adept at capturing con-
textual information. [46] utilizes the model-level fusion to
integrate the visual features extracted by the teacher-student
networks with audio features. Besides, [57] utilizes knowl-
edge transfer for VER. [59] offers a fusion framework in-
corporating concept and content features. [8] unveils a deep
semantic feature fusion model. In this paper, we introduce
the AV-CPNet, which achieves SOTA performance across
three eMotions-related datasets and outcomes promising re-
sults on six public datasets, indicating its effectiveness and
generalization ability for VER.

3. eMotions Dataset
The overall construction workflow of eMotions is illus-

trated in Fig. 3 (a), involving data collection and cleaning
(Sec. 3.1), personnel assignment and adjustments (Sec. 3.2),
multi-stage manual annotation (Sec. 3.3), as well as the ex-
pert re-review which purges potential dissensus and biases
to further augment labeling quality. Moreover, we conduct
labeling quality evaluations (Sec. 3.4) and present the char-
acteristics of eMotions (Sec. 3.5). Besides, we build two
variant datasets through targeted sampling.

3.1. Data Collection and Cleaning
We deploy the web crawler to collect hot events, which

are diverse and representative, as the raw data. Meanwhile,
we carry out a stage-by-stage crawling strategy interleaved
with the formal annotation to ensure an extensive timeline.
During data cleaning, identical and corrupted videos are
removed, and videos containing racial discrimination, vi-
olence, and pornography are also eliminated to reduce the
ethical biases of our trained models. Furthermore, consid-
ering the specificities of categorical emotions, videos fea-
turing consecutive emotional shifts are also discarded.

3.2. Personnel Assignment and Adjustments
Each annotator is asked first to pass the labeling test,

comprising the sentiment quotient test and the annotation
quality evaluation [34, 63]. When scoring 90 or above in
accuracy, the annotators can join in the emotion labeling.
We then hold training sessions for them, including the de-
tailed workflow and targeted learning on multi-cultures.

Assignment: As formulated in Eq. 1, we consider five
important factors to determine the assignment of group
members and leaders, which can promote collaborations
among annotators and benefit future adjustments. Besides,
each group consists of two male and one female members
to balance the gender distribution.

p = 0.4 · we+ 0.3 ·ms+ 0.1 · (eb+ cb+ lp) (1)

where we, eb, cb, and lp denote the work experiences, edu-
cation backgrounds, cultural backgrounds, and leaderships,
respectively. For MSCEIT [37] scores (ms), higher ranking
indicates better emotion cognition.

Adjustments: We perform personnel adjustments fol-
lowing assignment to alleviate the impact of subjectivities
on the annotations employing the multi-groups with multi-
annotators, which are reflected in the improvements of the
consistencies of intra-group and inter-group (i.e., Sa, Sr)
[32]. Specifically, we select 9,000 samples from the cleaned
data and distribute them evenly among the assigned groups.
GroupA (GA), GroupB (GB), and GroupC (GC) are each
requested to perform annotation following the workflow de-
scribed in Sec. 3.3, and the leaders here only carry out re-
sults collection. We then sample 18 sets from the anno-
tations of each group to conduct two-stage Cross-Check
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Figure 3. (a) The overall illustration of the construction workflow of eMotions. (b) The pipeline of personnel assignment and adjustments.

Table 1. The evaluation results of consistencies of intra-group and
inter-group (Sa and Sr) following Cross-Check.

Stage GroupA GroupB GroupC

Sa Sr Sa Sr Sa Sr

sA 0.52 52.55 0.53 48.78 0.55 54.54
sB 0.55 55.53 0.56 54.41 0.56 55.79

[1, 19], in which we first exchange the annotations of three
groups in pairs and then annotate these samples again, as
illustrated in Fig. 3 (b). These sets, each including 100 sam-
ples, are equally divided into two parts for two-stage Cross-
Check (i.e., sA, sB). Each stage has three sets for neutral,
two sets for excitation, and one set for each of sadness, re-
laxation, tension, as well as fear. Subsequently, we evaluate
the consistencies of intra-group and inter-group under the
present allocations based on the results of Cross-Check sA.
The ranges of Sa and Sr formulated as Eq. 2 and Eq. 3 are
from 0 to 1 and 0 to 70, respectively. The larger Sa and Sr

indicate the increasing consistencies.

Sa =
1

n
·
n−1∑
i=0

 1

3 ·m
·

m∑
j=1

cj

 (2)

Sr =
1

c

n−1∑
i=0

wi · (0.7 · Ci + 0.3 · (m− Ci −Mi)) (3)

where n, m, and c denote the number of sets, samples per
set, and emotion categories, respectively. cj refers to the
quantity of currently annotated categories of three annota-
tors for one sample that are consistent with the previous cat-
egory. wi ∈ { 1

3 | 0 ≤ i < 3, 1
2 | 3 ≤ i < 5, 1 | 5 ≤ i ≤ 8}

represents the weight coefficient for each set, depending on
the number of sets in each category. Ci stands for the sam-
ples consistent with previous annotations. Mi denotes the
“more” samples, indicating the final label is indeterminate.

Table 2. The newly proposed mapping table of emotion-category-
to-adjective, comprising 62 adjectives.
Category Adjectives

Excitation
Happy, Fun, Sexy, Joyful, Pleasant, Exciting,

Adorable, Cheerful, Surprising, Interesting, Active,
Hopeful, Enjoyable, Lively, Loving, Spirited, Touching

Fear Horrific, Fearful, Scary, Dreadful

Neutral Little (Sad, Fearful, Exciting, Relaxing, Happy, Tensed),
Insensitive, Indifferent, Narrative, Unsentimental, Mind-numbing

Relaxation Calm, Tranquil, Leisure, Peaceful,
Soothing, Relaxing, Stress-releasing

Sadness
Depressing, Chilling, Sentimental, Shameful,

Distressed, Anguished, Melancholic, Heart-breaking,
Sorrowful, Regrettable, Heart-wrenching, Agonizing, Sympathetic

Tension Angry, Hateful, Panicking, Raging, Tensed,
Fast-paced, Accelerated, Anxious, Disturbing, Flustered

As shown in Tab. 1, Sa of the three groups achieve 0.52,
0.53, and 0.55, respectively. Sr stand at 52.55, 48.78, and
54.54, with GB scoring relatively low. Considering these
observations, we perform targeted adjustments, then re-
evaluate the consistencies after Cross-Check sB. Following
adjustments, Sa of GA and GB each rise by 0.03, and that of
GC improves by 0.01. Sr of three groups increase by 2.98,
5.63, and 1.25, where GB exhibits the highest improvement.
These results verify the effectiveness of our adjustments, in-
dicating that we have finalized the personnel allocations that
can be deployed for formal annotation. Note that the over-
all results of two-stage Cross-Check and the pseudocode of
adjustments strategy are detailed in appendix.

3.3. Multi-Stage Manual Annotation
The multi-stage manual annotation workflow combines

member votes and leader evaluations, benefiting to reduce
the impact of subjectivities. We further propose a mapping
table of emotion category-to-adjective to promote annota-
tions, as displayed in Tab. 2. Besides, we have developed a

4



0

2000

4000

6000

8000

10000

12000

Co
un

t

Temporal length (seconds)
0              

(c)(b)

15 30 45   60  75 90 105 120  135 150 165

(a)
Figure 4. (a) & (b) Word clouds of topics and content types in eMotions. Larger text size indicates a higher frequency of occurrence. (c)
Duration distribution of short videos in our dataset.

3.38

3.85

3.45

3.35

3.95

3.79

3.96

3.2 
3.3 
3.4 
3.5 
3.6 
3.7 
3.8 
3.9 
4.0 
4.1 

CAER Ek6 IEMOCAP MELD Mv Ve8 eMotions

M
O

S 
sc

or
e

Datasets

 

Figure 5. The MOS scores of six existing VER datasets and our
eMotions. Specifically, Ek6, Mv, and Ve8 refer to Ekman6 [58],
Music video [40], and VideoEmotion8 [26], respectively.
labeling interface to boost the stimulation and engagement
of annotators. Specifically, the leader distributes data, fol-
lowed by three members undertaking annotations via the
proposed mapping table. Meanwhile, members are asked
to attach confidence scores to their annotations, and the av-
erage score finally stands at 0.7. Next, the leader collects
these annotations, leveraging a majority voting scheme to
determine labels. If annotations from three members are
all different (i.e., samples labeled “more”), the leader will
intervene in labeling. If a decisive majority of four votes
emerges, the final labels can be directly determined. If con-
sensus is still challenging to reach, leaders will exchange
samples to facilitate decision-making. In five votes, a clear
majority allows to determine the final labels. If consensus
continues to be inaccessible, the expert will finalize the la-
bels in re-review. After completing the annotations, we cal-
culate the overall Fleiss’kappa score and achieve k > 0.45.

3.4. Labeling Quality Evaluations
In this section, we conduct labeling quality evaluations

for proposed eMotions and six public VER datasets. Specif-
ically, we first perform the random sampling of seven
datasets, totaling 979 samples, based on the sample correc-
tion formula proposed in [48]. We then employ four emo-
tional annotation experts to independently evaluate the la-
beling quality of these datasets. The MOS scores [45] are
utilized as our evaluation metrics, in which the ratings from
1 to 5 represent the five levels of quality (i.e., bad, poor, fair,
good, excellent). Next, for each dataset, we average the as-
sessments of four experts and regard the output as the final

Table 3. The statistics of eMotions, detailing the number of videos
and processed frames for each category, along with the quantitative
durations. The magnitude is 104 for “Total (s)” and “Frames”.
Category Videos Total (s) Shortest (s) Longest (s) Average (s) Frames

Excitation 11739 29.35 3.72 163.77 25.00 945.29
Fear 954 2.59 2.81 117.49 27.08 78.56

Neutral 8795 24.97 2.46 150.93 28.39 815.11
Relaxation 2214 5.24 5.06 117.05 23.69 163.80

Sadness 2090 4.04 3.25 120.77 19.30 131.53
Tension 2204 4.90 3.79 119.32 22.25 152.15

Overall 27996 71.09 2.46 163.77 25.39 2286.44

Table 4. The quantity and proportions of raw and labeled data
across the three SVs platforms of Douyin, Kuaishou, and Tiktok.

Data
Type

Douyin Kuaishou Tiktok
Sum

No. Ratio No. Ratio No. Ratio

Raw 15977 47.58% 10000 29.78% 7600 22.64% 33577
Labeled 12395 44.27% 8264 29.52% 7337 26.21% 27996

rating. Although the videos in Music video [40] originat-
ing from music recordings are easier to evoke emotions than
those from other sources (e.g., video sites, SVs), our eMo-
tions exhibits the highest rating, indicating the more reliable
labeling quality than existing VER datasets, as illustrated in
Fig. 5. The above observations demonstrate the effective-
ness of reducing the impact of subjectivities and performing
the expert re-review to augment labeling quality.

3.5. Dataset Characteristics
We show the statistics of eMotions in Tab. 3, including

the number of videos and processed frames for each cate-
gory, as well as the statistical durations. We can see that ex-
citation has the largest number of videos, while the negative
emotions (i.e., fear, sadness, tension) have the smaller num-
ber of videos. In Tab. 4, we present the quantity and pro-
portions of raw and labeled data across three SVs platforms.
We figure out that videos from Douyin and Kuaishou, two
Chinese SVs platforms, account for the largest proportion.

We display the word clouds of topics and content types in
Fig. 4 (a) and Fig. 4 (b). It can be seen that the topics mainly
focus on daily events in life, such as dance and photography,
as well as the real-time events, such as COVID-19, floods,
and 2022 FIFA World Cup. Content types are closely con-
nected to human beings (e.g., daily life, livelihood, news).
Moreover, some topics and content types of SVs are consis-
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Figure 6. The overall architecture of AV-CPNet. Specifically, Conv1D and FC respectively denote 1× 1 convolution and Fully Connected
Layer. Note that the components framed with dashed lines are our proposed TS-CF Module.

tent (e.g., game, health). Fig. 4 (c) presents the distribution
of SVs duration. We find that the durations mainly concen-
trate from 0 to 30 seconds, taking up 72.81% of the overall
dataset. This indicates that SVs are concise which can meet
the needs of users for quick information dissemination.

4. Methodology
4.1. Visual and Audio Representations

To tackle the inherent challenges of SVs, we end-to-end
extract audio-visual representations. Unlike [65, 66], we
employ the Video Swin-Transformer (Video Swin-T) [36]
as the visual backbone since it can effectively capture more
semantically relevant features. Specifically, let {(vi, ai)}b
be a batch of b samples, in which vi, ai denote the video
and audio in i-th sample. For vi, we first divide it into s seg-
ments of equal duration and randomly select a snippet of k
consecutive frames from each segment. We then sample T
frames from each snippet and take s snippets as the input.
For each segment-level input vji ∈ RT×H×W×3, we first
project it into the patch features vji ∈ RT

2 ×H
4 ×W

4 ×96, where
H and W indicate the height and width of vi. For the l-th
stage in Video Swin-T, the input features can be represented
as F l

v = T
2 × H

2l+1 × W
2l+1 ×2l−1C, l ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. Specifi-

cally, for the first stage, a linear embedding layer is applied
to project the patch features to the dimension C. The patch
merging layers are utilized in the remaining stages to pro-
gressively reduce the spatial size of feature maps. In each
Video Swin-T block, F l

v is transformed into query, key, and
value embeddings, respectively. Moreover, the blocks de-
ploy the 3D SW-MSA module which does not change the
shape of feature maps, to capture global relations and model
spatial-temporal correlations. After processing, the final
representations of vi comprise a series of segment features
Fv(vi) = f1

v (vi), ..., f
s
v (vi), and f j

v (vi) ∈ RT
2 × H

32×
W
32×8C .

For audio ai, we obtain a successive descriptor a through
MFCC. We then center-crop a to a fixed length of q and pad
itself when necessary to get a′. Next, we divide a′ into t
segments, and utilize the ResNet34 [22] to output the final
representations Fa(ai) = f1

a (ai), ..., f
t
a(ai), and fp

a (ai) ∈

RH′×W ′×C′
, in which H ′, W ′, and C ′ denote the height,

width, and final dimension, respectively.
Subsequently, we deploy pooling layers along the spa-

tial and temporal dimensions, followed by a fully connected
layer to reshape Fv as F 1

v ∈ RC1 . We then apply spa-
tial pooling and a fully connected layer to reshape Fa as
F 1
a ∈ Rt×C1 , and deploy a temporal attention module (i.e.,

1 × 1 convolution, fully connected layer, ReLU layer) to
enhance the temporal representations, followed by tempo-
ral pooling to reshape it as F 2

a ∈ RC1 .

4.2. Two-Stage Cross-Modal Fusion
We design a two-stage cross-modal fusion module (TS-

CF Module), which consists of Cross-Attention Fusion
Layer (CAF Layer) and SumFusion Layer (SF Layer), to
complementarily bridge the information gaps caused by the
emotion incompleteness in SVs. In Sec. 4.1, we reshape
the features and adjust them to the same dimension, which
can efficiently provide representations with higher informa-
tion density, avoiding the impact of redundant information
on correlations modeling of audio-visual features. To adapt
the following procedures, we then transform F 1

v and F 2
a to

F ′
v ∈ Rl×C1 and F ′

a ∈ Rl×C1 by unsqueezing.
Next, the multi-head self-attention (MHSA) layers are

adopted and the queries (Q) of F ′
v and F ′

a are F ′
v and F ′

a,
while both the keys (K) and values (V) of F ′

v and F ′
a are

F ′
a and F ′

v , respectively. This allows F ′
v and F ′

a to search
each other for the correlations with the other modality. The
four self-attention heads in MHSA layer can form four sep-
arate feature spaces to learn representations at various lev-
els and different degrees of correlations. Subsequently, the
non-local aggregations of features are performed through
concatenating to output more comprehensive audio-visual
representations (i.e., F ′

v1 and F ′
a1

). These operations for-
mulated as Eq. 4 and Eq. 5 in the CAF Layer enable our AV-
CPNet to complementarily model the inter-modalities cor-
relations, thus effectively mitigating the information gaps.
Note that 1/

√
dk in Eq. 4 is the scaling factor.

Att(Q,K, V ) = softmax
(
QKT /

√
dk

)
V (4)

MHSA(Q,K, V ) = concat (Att1 , . . . ,Att4 )W
O (5)
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Table 5. Performance comparisons of AV-CPNet and various kinds of advanced baseline methods on six public and three eMotions-related
datasets in terms of Acc (%) and WA-F1. Specifically, Mod., e B, and e T denote Modality, eMotions balanced, and eMotions test,
respectively. † indicates that AV-CPNet is initialized using the weight learned from eMotions. Note that “-” means the experimental results
are not available due to inaccessible code.

Method Mod. CAER Ek6 IEMOCAP MELD Mv Ve8 e B e T eMotions
Acc WA-F1 Acc WA-F1 Acc WA-F1 Acc WA-F1 Acc WA-F1 Acc WA-F1 Acc WA-F1 Acc WA-F1 Acc WA-F1

ResNet34 [22] Audio 36.28 28.87 33.95 32.17 38.89 36.45 46.56 32.45 72.73 73.07 31.63 29.11 50.71 49.66 55.10 51.95 59.14 58.41
PANNS [30] Audio 35.48 24.20 27.47 21.77 40.30 34.85 47.37 34.24 63.38 61.46 27.91 23.06 51.02 50.36 50.50 45.09 58.34 55.99
Res2Net [15] Audio 35.98 29.86 31.17 29.64 37.67 34.66 45.63 29.03 65.91 65.76 29.77 27.12 49.15 47.56 50.80 46.76 55.43 52.15

CAMPPlus [55] Audio 26.34 26.53 29.01 29.03 40.65 39.07 27.22 30.23 70.71 71.79 22.33 23.59 53.27 53.17 52.10 52.38 56.48 57.06
Video Swin-Transformer [36] Visual 56.81 55.77 47.59 49.44 58.16 58.13 45.99 29.48 74.68 80.64 46.31 45.77 61.48 63.53 63.20 62.79 64.64 66.02

I3D [6] Visual 48.24 46.00 40.51 42.10 56.75 52.60 45.93 28.99 64.05 79.75 40.89 41.34 56.02 62.79 60.10 59.90 63.14 65.00
Ji et al. [25] Visual 52.10 - 41.30 - - - - - - - 39.30 - - - - - - -

TimeSformer [4] Visual 56.39 53.25 36.33 34.34 26.75 14.71 45.93 29.14 78.23 81.07 46.30 45.65 63.28 63.93 62.70 61.59 63.66 64.48
C3D [50] Visual 53.01 54.51 44.05 42.84 60.53 59.63 45.99 28.85 62.78 77.43 42.36 42.02 56.15 60.77 59.10 60.00 62.18 63.86

Chen et al. [8] E+O+S - - 51.80 - - - - - - - 50.60 - - - - - - -
Xu et al. [59] E+O+S - - 51.20 - - - - - - - 51.40 - - - - - - -

ITE [57] T+V - - 50.90 - - - - - - - 43.80 - - - - - - -
Pandeya et al. [40] A+V - - - - - - - - 70.94 70.00 - - - - - - - -

I3D [6] +1D Music CNN [39] A+V - - - - - - - - 69.78 69.00 - - - - - - - -
VAANet [66] A+V 41.26 35.86 50.31 49.65 53.77 51.55 45.22 34.79 78.99 77.99 46.73 43.92 60.01 59.89 60.10 59.46 63.71 63.30

Jiang et al. [26] A+V - - - - - - - - - - 46.10 - - - - - - -
3D-ResNet50 [20] + ResNet34 [22] A+V 41.64 35.14 48.44 47.57 49.04 48.07 34.87 33.64 73.42 72.98 44.39 43.21 62.53 62.31 60.20 59.04 63.98 63.44

ConvNext [35] +CSPNet [54]
+Bi-LSTM A+V 38.83 33.32 50.00 49.33 44.91 42.67 33.38 33.80 75.70 74.25 45.33 45.23 62.91 62.87 63.20 62.33 64.21 63.58

CIM [2] T+V+A - - - - 56.93 56.14 - - 49.13 48.56 - - - - - - - -
COGMEN [27] T+V+A - - - - - - - - 52.23 52.32 - - - - - - - -

CMN [21] T+V+A - - - - 56.32 56.19 - - - - - - - - - - - -
AV-CPNet A+V 46.76 44.02 53.12 52.57 57.37 56.63 47.48 34.85 81.52 81.38 47.66 45.81 63.81 63.98 65.80 65.01 67.08 66.45

AV-CPNet† A+V 48.88
(+2.12)

47.88
(+3.86)

53.44
(+0.32)

53.71
(+1.14)

58.60
(+1.23)

57.81
(+1.18)

48.03
(+0.55)

39.54
(+4.69)

83.04
(+1.52)

82.78
(+1.40)

51.40
(+3.74)

51.18
(+5.37) - - - - - -

Afterwards, we transform F ′
v1 and F ′

a1
to the original

shapes using poolings and deploy the linear layers to adap-
tively adjust the weighted audio-visual features, enhancing
the focus on key information. Following [36, 53], we also
apply the residual connection to benefit the free information
flow between layers and promote the gradient propagation.

F ′
v2 = δ

(
σ
(
F ′
v1

))
+ F 1

v (6)

F ′
a2

= δ
(
σ
(
F ′
a1

))
+ F 2

a (7)
where σ(·) and δ(·) denote the average pooling and linear
transformation, respectively.

In the SF Layer, we employ two fully connected layers
for dimension adjustments, and then integrate the audio-
visual features by sumfusion to output the final represen-
tations of the overall model, as formulated in Eq. 8.

Ff = δ1
(
F ′
v2

)
+ δ1

(
F ′
a2

)
(8)

4.3. Emotion Polarity Enhanced CE Loss
Directly optimizing the traditional CE Loss could result

in misclassification due to the more significant semantic
gaps and difficulties in learning emotion-related features.
Inspired by [10, 66], we develop the EP-CE Loss, which
further considers the neutral polarity commonly presented
in CES based VER datasets [33, 40, 58]. Specifically,
when the emotion polarity of prediction is different from the
ground-truth, the γep(yi) will function to weight the model
optimization. The EP-CE Loss is defined as follows:

Lep = − 1

N

N∑
i=1

(
1 + γep(yi) · s(yi, ŷi)

)C−1∑
c=0

α[c=yi] log pi,c

(9)
where C is the number of categories. α[c=yi] is a binary
indicator, and pi,c is the predicted probability that sample
i belongs to category c. γep(yi) refers to the coefficients

for polarities that control the penalty extents. yi and ŷi de-
note the ground-truth and the prediction. s (yi, ŷi) repre-
sents whether to add the penalties. When ep(yi) ̸= ep(ŷi),
s (yi, ŷi) = 1, otherwise s (yi, ŷi) = 0, where ep(·) maps
the emotion category to its corresponding polarity.

Furthermore, to capture more global features and reduce
over-fitting, we adopt the multi-task learning strategy for
AV-CPNet on eMotions, which is defined as follows:

Lsum = Lf
ep + Lv

ep + La
ep (10)

where Lsum, Lf
ep, Lv

ep, and La
ep refer to the losses for over-

all, fusion, visual, and audio outputs, respectively.

5. Experiments
5.1. Performance Comparisons

Tab. 5 compares our AV-CPNet with 21 baseline meth-
ods on nine datasets, in which the modalities of com-
pared approaches include audio, visual, event-object-scene
(E+O+S), text-visual (T+V), audio-visual (A+V), and text-
visual-audio (T+V+A). We can draw the following obser-
vations: (1) Visual features dominate VER compared to the
audio counterparts, and the stronger visual backbone gener-
ally leads to more performance gains. (2) AV-CPNet is well-
designed and practical, which can adeptly recognize the
emotions in SVs. Our model achieves SOTA performance
across three eMotions-related datasets, exhibiting the high-
est improvement of 5.70% Acc and 5.55 WA-F1. (3) AV-
CPNet has superior robustness and generalization ability
for various applications-oriented VER, performing favor-
ably against the baseline approaches on six public datasets
(More analysis is detailed in appendix).

As illustrated in Tab. 5, we further investigate the im-
pact of the more reliable annotations of eMotions on model
performance across six existing datasets by initializing AV-
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Table 6. Performance comparisons of different weights for AV-
CPNet initialization in terms of Acc (%) and WA-F1 on e T.

e T
Different Sources of Weights for Initialization

ImageNet CAER Ek6 IEMOCAP MELD Mv Ve8

Acc 65.80 64.80 64.90 62.20 64.60 64.90 63.70
WA-F1 65.01 63.79 64.26 61.45 63.36 64.04 62.53

Table 7. The ablation study results of AV-CPNet on three datasets.

Method
eMotions Music video Ekman6

Acc WA-F1 Acc WA-F1 Acc WA-F1

Baseline [66] 63.71 63.30 78.99 77.99 50.31 49.65
Audio 59.14 58.41 72.73 73.07 33.95 32.17
Visual 64.64 66.02 74.68 80.64 47.59 49.44

Audio + Visual 65.98 65.05 75.19 74.66 50.31 50.41
+ CAF Layer 66.51 66.14 80.51 80.22 51.25 50.03
+ SF Layer 66.80 66.26 80.52 79.92 52.50 52.02

+ EP-CE Loss 67.08 66.45 81.52 81.38 53.12 52.57

CPNet with the weight learned from eMotions. We fig-
ure out that as compared to when loaded with the original
weights from ImageNet [11], AV-CPNet achieves superior
performance across all the six VER datasets. This indicates
that the more reliable annotated emotions can assist models
in determining more precise feature mappings and under-
standing various elements for emotional expressions.

To verify whether the existing datasets are suitable for
emotion recognition in SVs, we initialize AV-CPNet with
weights learned from six VER datasets and [11], and then
conduct comparisons on e T , as shown in Tab. 6. When
loading the original weights from [11], AV-CPNet performs
best, suggesting that despite the existing datasets contain-
ing more emotion-related information, they are inappropri-
ate for the SVs application scenario. The outcomes verify
the necessity of constructing a dedicated dataset for SVs.

5.2. Ablation Study
We investigate the components of AV-CPNet by ablation

study, as displayed in Tab. 7. (1) We first examine the in-
fluence of audio and visual branches, and the results un-
derscore the significance of visual features in audio-visual
VER. (2) We then analyze the effect of adopting the audio-
visual joint learning paradigm. The outcomes suggest that
the joint manner generally benefits models learning richer
features, advancing to model the inter-modalities correla-
tions. (3) Next, we investigate the impact of the CAF Layer
in promoting complementary learning for audio-visual fea-
tures. Our AV-CPNet exhibits the largest improvement of
5.32% Acc and 5.56 WA-F1, confirming that the capability
of complementary learning is crucial for effectively shaping
correlated representations to mitigate the information gaps.
(4) We further study the effect of the SF Layer, delivering
the highest enhancement of 1.25% Acc and 1.99 WA-F1.
Moreover, as shown in Tab. 8, we conduct the ablation com-
parisons of different fusion strategies, demonstrating that
sumfusion is more appropriate for audio-visual VER. (5)
Finally, we apply EP-CE Loss to guide model optimization.

Table 8. The ablation comparisons of five different fusion strate-
gies in TS-CF Module. Note that “EW” refers to Element-Wise.

Fusion
Strategy

eMotions Music video Ekman6

Acc WA-F1 Acc WA-F1 Acc WA-F1

ConcatFusion 66.51 66.14 80.51 80.22 51.25 50.03
EW-SumFusion 65.78 65.18 78.23 78.07 48.13 47.22
NeuralFusion 66.03 65.69 77.47 77.45 49.69 48.81

GatedFusion [28] 65.65 64.64 76.20 75.59 52.19 51.29
SumFusion 66.80 66.26 80.52 79.92 52.50 52.02

Table 9. The ablation comparisons of five different penalties for
the EP-CE Loss. Note that γneu doesn’t function on Ekman6.

γpos: γneu: γneg
eMotions Music video Ekman6

Acc WA-F1 Acc WA-F1 Acc WA-F1

0 : 0 : 0 66.80 66.26 80.52 79.92 52.50 52.02
0 : 0.3 : 0.5 66.57 65.90 80.62 79.94 51.56 51.04

0.3 : 0.3 : 0.3 66.94 66.39 80.00 79.39 52.81 52.20
0.4 : 0.4 : 0.4 66.10 65.67 80.01 80.01 49.38 48.83
0.5 : 0.5 : 0.5 67.08 66.45 81.52 81.38 53.12 52.57

The results indicate that deploying EP-CE Loss can assist
the models in learning more emotion-related features.

Tab. 9 records the ablation comparisons for the emotion
polarities with different penalties. It can be seen that AV-
CPNet on three datasets consistently performs best when
γep(yi) = 0.5. We thus conclude that under this combina-
tion, AV-CPNet with a more balanced weight distribution
can potently exhibit performance improvements, prevent-
ing training instabilities. Besides, these observations sug-
gest that the performance improvements sensitively depend
on the penalties for different polarities.

6. Conclusion and Prospects
In this paper, we propose the first dataset for emotion

recognition in SVs, denoted eMotions. It comprises 27,996
videos labeled across six emotions, sourcing from three SVs
platforms. Meanwhile, we make efforts to augment the la-
beling quality by alleviating the influence of subjectivities.
Additionally, two variant datasets are provided through tar-
geted data selections. We also develop a baseline model AV-
CPNet to tackle the inherent challenges of emotion recogni-
tion in SVs. Extensive experimental results on nine datasets
verify the superiority of our AV-CPNet. We hope this work
can serve as a foundation and inspire more research.

The granular divisions of audio promote to output more
refined representations, and the utilization of text overlays
in SVs could assist models in understanding emotions, both
indicating the potential development directions of eMo-
tions. Considering the long-tail distribution presented in
eMotions, we have proposed the category-balanced variant.
However, we still need to purposefully design deep mod-
els and learning strategies. Furthermore, the abundant emo-
tional information embedded in eMotions can facilitate the
multi-modal alignments of LLMs with the emotional behav-
iors of human beings, heightening the emotional robustness
of LLMs and relevant multi-agent systems.
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