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Abstract

In human communication, both verbal and non-verbal cues
play a crucial role in conveying emotions, intentions, and
meaning beyond words alone. These non-linguistic in-
formation, such as facial expressions, eye contact, voice
tone, and pitch, are fundamental elements of effective in-
teractions, enriching conversations by adding emotional
and contextual depth. Recognizing the importance of
non-linguistic content in communication, we present AV-
EmoDialog, a dialogue system designed to exploit verbal
and non-verbal information from users’ audio-visual inputs
to generate more responsive and empathetic interactions.
AV-EmoDialog systematically exploits the emotional cues
in audio-visual dialogues; extracting speech content and
emotional tones from speech, analyzing fine-grained facial
expressions from visuals, and integrating these cues to gen-
erate emotionally aware responses in an end-to-end man-
ner. Through extensive experiments, we validate that the
proposed AV-EmoDialog outperforms existing multimodal
LLMs in generating not only emotionally appropriate but
also contextually appropriate responses.

1. Introduction

Large language models (LLMs) [3, 5, 11, 45] excel in gen-
erating coherent and contextually appropriate text. Trained
on extensive dialogue text, they facilitate human-machine
interaction by generating relevant responses to user queries.
However, the non-linguistic aspect of dialogue, crucial for
effective and human-like communication has not been suf-
ficiently explored.

Human communication is inherently multi-modal, incor-
porating rich verbal and non-verbal cues. The non-linguistic
cues, defined as any transfer of messages that do not involve
the use of words, include facial expressions, eye move-
ments, and paralinguistic features such as tone and pitch
of voice [7, 46]. These cues convey emotions and inten-
tions beyond words, significantly changing the meaning of

a word. For example, the word "fine" when said with a
cheerful tone and a smile, can genuinely mean everything is
good, but when uttered with a flat tone and a stern face, it
may imply dissatisfaction. This is the primary reason why
many prefer face-to-face interactions over pure text-based
ones to reduce potential misunderstandings. Therefore, the
user’s emotional state should be precisely and sufficiently
considered to generate a contextually appropriate response.

Recent research [4, 18, 21] has attempted to address
the emotional aspect of dialogue systems. Typically, these
methods follow a cascade approach. They rely on text input,
requiring a cascade of ASR module to obtain a transcription
of spoken words [4, 21]. Furthermore, they employ a pre-
trained emotion classifier on either audio or visual [1] to cat-
egorize into one of seven labels (i.e. happy, sad, surprised,
fearful, disgusted, angry, and neutral). However, relying on
a single modality to extract emotional cues limits the rich-
ness of the emotional context, and categorizing emotion into
seven labels simplifies the complex and subtle emotional
states that naturally evolve during interactions. Such clas-
sification limits the system’s ability to accurately learn the
rich emotional nuances from the multimodal input. More-
oever, they are not optimized end-to-end across both audio
and visual modalities, resulting in suboptimal emotional un-
derstanding and reduced efficiency in response generation.

In this paper, we introduce AV-EmoDialog, which di-
rectly processes audio-visual user input and generates an
empathetic response based on the analyzed linguistic and
non-linguistic information in end-to-end. We propose a sys-
tematic scheme to exploit fine-grained emotional cues in the
audio-visual input by utilizing detailed descriptions relevant
to the emotional context. The training proceeds in three
stages. First, a speech encoder is trained to extract both
speech content and nuanced emotion from the user’s speech
input through a high-performing chat-LLM. Second, a face
encoder is trained to extract the fine-grained emotion from
the user’s facial video through the LLM. For fine-grained
emotion extraction, we create detailed facial descriptions
from the speaker face video. Last, it puts the speech and
face encoders together with the LLM to directly aggregate
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the audio-visual information to generate emotionally res-
onant responses. Additionally, it generates the emotional
state along with the response, enabling the model to con-
sistently track and reflect the emotional tone throughout the
conversation.

Our contributions are as follows:
• We present AV-EmoDialog, an end-to-end model that

directly processes audio-visual user inputs to generate
emotion-aware responses. This approach enables seam-
less interaction without relying on intermediate text.

• We systematically optimize both the speech and face en-
coders to extract fine-grained verbal and non-verbal com-
municative signals. We find that leveraging detailed user
metadata beyond emotion categories enhances emotion
understanding in the dialogue.

• Extensive experiments demonstrate that AV-EmoDialog
excels at generating emotionally appropriate responses
from audio-visual inputs. We validate the importance of
exploiting both audio and visual modalities not only for
emotional performance but also semantic performance of
dialogue generation.

2. Related Works

2.1. Spoken Dialogue Models

Recent efforts have aimed to leverage the capabilities of
large language models (LLMs) [8, 16, 45, 52] for enhanc-
ing spoken dialogue systems. They aim to autoregressively
model the semantic and acoustic content of raw speech to
process and generate speech. d-GSLM [35] models two-
channel conversations to produce natural turn-taking con-
versations. SpeechGPT [50] initially converts speech to
discrete speech tokens, followed by a three-stage train-
ing pipeline involving paired speech data, speech instruc-
tion data, and chain-of-modality instruction data. Audio-
GPT [24] guides LLMs to generate commands for interact-
ing with external tools before processing these commands
within the models. Qwen-Audio-Chat [17] is trained on ex-
tensive audio understanding tasks and instruction fine-tuned
on dialogue framework.

Some spoken models [2, 30, 49] have incorporated emo-
tional cues from speech to enhance the model’s ability to
tailor responses to diverse emotional contexts. By predict-
ing emotion labels alongside each response, it helps the
LLM better understand the user’s emotional state and en-
ables it to generate responses that are more emotionally
attuned and contextually appropriate. While these studies
have discerned emotional cues within speech, they overlook
non-verbal cues present in the visual modality. As human
interaction is inherently multimodal, with visual cues such
as facial expressions and eye contact playing a crucial role
in conveying emotions and intentions, our work aims to in-
tegrate the audio and visual information of the user to better

capture the communicative signals.

2.2. Multimodal Large Language Models

There has been a surge of Multimodal Large Language
Models (MM-LLMs) [26, 28, 31, 32, 34, 41, 44, 47, 48]
that are capable of processing multimodal input. BLIP-2
[28] introduces a Q-Former module to bridge the modal-
ity gap between the visual and text. Llava [31, 32] aligns
the visual and text modality by utilizing a large-scale mul-
timodal instruction-following dataset on image QA, image
description, and complex reasoning. Video-LlaMA [51]
and Video-ChatGPT [34] process the visual and audio con-
tent in a video to engage in a conversation describing the
visual scenes and actions in a spatio-temporal context. Hug-
gingGPT [41] conducts task planning to connect various AI
models upon receiving a user request and NextGPT [48]
builds an end-to-end system that is capable of understand-
ing and generating audio, visual, and text modality. How-
ever, they primarily concentrate on multimodal grounding
tasks. They excel in integrating multimodal data for content
reasoning but do not leverage this information to enhance
interaction with the human user.

Recently, a few multimodal large language models [4,
18, 21] tailored for emotion-aware dialogue system at-
tempted to incorporate emotional context. FaceChat [4] em-
ploys a pre-trained facial emotion classifier [42] to predict
textual emotion labels from the user’s facial expression and
incorporate this label into the LLM’s template prompt. It
also needs an ASR module to transcribe speech into text,
and utilizes the zero-shot capabilities of a pre-trained text
LLM for response generation. SMES [18] utilizes a pre-
trained Video-Llama [51] to extract emotion labels of each
time step via prompting. These emotional labels are then
combined with text inputs and fed into an LLM for re-
sponse generation. EmpathyEar [21] utilizes an ImageBind
[22] to extract multimodal embeddings, which are also com-
bined with text embeddings to be fed into an LLM. No-
tably, these approaches follow a cascade approach, rely-
ing on pre-trained components such as emotion classifiers
and ASR modules, which are not optimized end-to-end on
audio-visual dialogue. Moreoever, they depend on emo-
tion classifiers that assign emotions to one of only seven
broad categories, restricting emotional understanding and
leading to a simplified interpretation of temporally varying
and complex user emotions.

In contrast, our work presents an audio-visual spoken
dialogue system that directly processes both linguistic and
non-linguistic content from audio-visual input, without re-
lying on intermediate text. Our system is trained end-to-
end on audio-visual dialogue data, ensuring that the com-
municative signals from the input modalities are jointly
learned. We demonstrate our proposed method’s strong
ability to generate responses that are both contextually and



emotionally aligned with the user’s current state, leading to
more natural, empathetic interactions.

3. Proposed Method
Our approach to empowering large language models
(LLMs) with the ability to interpret and respond to both
verbal and non-verbal cues involves three stages: Sec 3.1
extracting speech content verbal emotional cues from the
audio input, Sec 3.2 extracting non-verbal emotional cues
from the user video input, and Sec 3.3 integrating the ver-
bal and non-verbal cues to build an audio-visual user en-
gaged dialogue system. Below, we detail each stage of our
methodology.

3.1. Extracting Verbal Cues with Speech Encoder
From the raw audio input, we extract both the linguistic
content (i.e. what the speaker says) and verbal emotional
cues. This stage equips an audio encoder with the abil-
ity to understand such communicative signals directly from
speech such that the LLM can directly understand. We em-
ploy a strong audio encoder, Whisper model [40] which
has shown powerful capabilities in speech-text processing
tasks such as speech recognition (ASR), speech translation,
voice activity detection. The audio encoder is connected
to the high-performing chat-LLM, Llama-3-Instruct1, as il-
lustrated in Figure 1(a). We directly feed audio features fa
from Whisper model to the LLM and align the feature space
between the audio and text using an ASR training objec-
tive as in [17, 43, 48, 50] on extensive audio-text datasets;
Gigaspeech [15], CommonVoice [6], and LibriSpeech [36].
By training on ASR objective, the model can directly under-
stand the speech content and align the speech feature that
can be interpreted by the LLM.

Additionally, we incorporate speech emotion recogni-
tion (SER) objective to extract emotional tone from speech.
By inputting speech features into the LLM instead of tran-
scribed text, the LLM can infer deeper verbal aspects of
speech such as the tone and pitch. We use speech data with
emotion labels; RAVDESS [33], CREMA-D [13], MultiDi-
alog [37]. The LLM remains frozen while we fine-tune the
audio encoder. This dual training objective empowers the
audio encoder to extract both linguistic content and emo-
tional context that can be directly understood by the LLM.
The hard prompt, namely the speech understanding prompt,
given during this stage is shown in Figure 2(a).

3.2. Extracting Non-Verbal Cues with Face Encoder
The face video contains rich non-verbal cues essential for
nuanced human communication. To capture these subtle
non-verbal cues, we deploy a face encoder with the ability

1https://huggingface.co/meta-llama/Meta-Llama-
3-8B-Instruct

to recognize the fine-grained facial emotion that can be di-
rectly interpreted by the LLM. As shown in Figure 1(b), the
face encoder consists of two components; the frame encoder
and the temporal encoder. The frame encoder, CLIP-ViT
[39], known for strong visual-text alignment, extracts facial
features at the frame level. Then, the temporal encoder ag-
gregates the frame-level features to learn facial dynamics as
emotion varies over time. Similar to [14, 25], we employ
learnable queries that cross-attend to the frame-level fea-
tures to output a fixed-length video feature fv . This allows
for the efficient processing of videos of varying lengths,
which not only reduces computational costs but also facili-
tates handling longer dialogue sequences. The output visual
features are directly fed into the LLM, and trained to recog-
nize emotion labels on RAVDESS [33], CREMA-D [13],
and MultiDialog [37] datasets.

To optimize the training of the face encoder, we incorpo-
rate detailed descriptions of the facial expressions. Specifi-
cally, emotion-labeled face videos in the training datasets
are further annotated with comprehensive descriptions of
facial dynamics using GPT-4, as illustrated in Figure 2.
These descriptions include granular details such as move-
ments of the cheeks, lips, and eyes, as well as the pro-
gression of emotional expressions over time. By incor-
porating comprehensive facial descriptions along with the
emotion labels as the training objectives, the face encoder
learns to recognize the nuanced and dynamic aspects of
human expressions that go beyond simplified emotion cat-
egories. Emotions during communication are inherently
time-varying, often not consistently maintaining the same
emotion. The time-considered detailed descriptions help
the model recognize the evolving emotional states that go
beyond the static and singular emotion categorization. It
also guides to focus on specific facial attributes for accu-
rate emotion detection, akin to how humans process emo-
tion from the face. The face encoder is fine-tuned while
the LLM remains frozen. The hard prompt, namely the
face video understanding prompt, given to LLM during this
stage is shown in Figure 2 (b).

3.3. Audio-Visual Dialogue Modeling

We build an emotion-aware audio-visual dialogue frame-
work, namely AV-EmoDialog, by integrating the speech en-
coder, face encoder, and a LLM as shown in Figure 1 (c).
Since the speech encoder and the face encoder are equipped
with strong capabilities to process the linguistic and non-
linguistic cues from audio-visual user input from the pre-
vious stages, the LLM is simply adapted to incorporate the
multimodal communicative signals to generate contextually
appropriate responses. In our setting, each dialogue consists
of R rounds of turns between the AI and the user, with the
AI producing textual responses to audio-visual provided by
the user. We use audio-visual dialogue language modeling

https://huggingface.co/meta-llama/Meta-Llama-3-8B-Instruct
https://huggingface.co/meta-llama/Meta-Llama-3-8B-Instruct


AV-EmoDialog

Speech 
Encoder

Iterative 
Sampling 

Transcription: “Silly really but then 
again the entire thing is looking a bit 
silly these days. We have huge problems 
like environmental destruction…”
Emotion: “Disgusted”
Metadata: “Male, Twenties, …”

AV-EmoDialog

Temporal 
Encoder

AV-EmoDialog

Response: “I completely understand. I also 
try to instill good values in our kids but then 
struggle with those same issues ourselves.”
Emotion: “Sad”

Speech Encoder Face Encoder

Speech Embedding: Video Embedding:

Description: “The person initially displays 
a neutral expression, which gradually 
transitions into a look of surprise. This is 
evident through the widening of the eyes, 
the slight parting of the lips..”
Emotion: “Surprised”

Speech 
Understanding 

Prompt

Face Video 
Understanding 

Prompt

Speech Speech

Audio-Visual 
Dialogue 
Prompt

Talking Video

Talking Video

LoRA

Learnable Query

Sampling

Frame 
Encoder

(a) (b) (c)

User Input

“It irritates me that I teach my 
children to play nice and 
learn how to work with others, 
but I cannot get along with..”

K, V

Figure 1. Overview of the proposed method where (a) the speech encoder is trained to extract verbal cues that can be understood by the
LLM, (b) the face encoder is trained to extract nonverbal cues through the LLM, and (c) the LLM fine-tuned to integrate the verbal and
nonverbal cues from the respective encoders to generate contextually and emotionally appropriate response.

with the following objective:

Ldialog =

R∑
r=1

− log p(eair , T ai
r | fuser

a,r , fuser
v,r ,H), (1)

where eair . T ai
r are the emotional state and textual response

of the AI at round r, which the LLM has to predict given the
audio feature fuser

a,r and visual feature fuser
v,r of the user in-

put at round r, and the dialogue history H. We keep the au-
dio and visual encoders frozen and LoRA [23] fine-tune the
LLM on the target dialogue data, preserving the linguistic
prowess while tailoring on the target audio-visual dialogue
task. Through this focused adaptation, AV-EmoDialog not
only responds accurately in text but also aligns its responses
with the emotional and contextual nuances captured from
the user’s audio-visual cues. The hard prompt, audio-visual
dialogue prompt is shown in Figure 2 (c).

4. Experiments
4.1. Evaluation Metrics
We evaluate the dialogue generation in terms of semantic
quality and emotional quality. For the semantic quality, we
employ standard metrics used for text-based dialogue gen-
eration: BLEU-1, BLEU-4 [38], ROUGE [29], METEOR
[9], and PPL [10]. PPL is calculated using Dialog-GPT [54]
and it is calculated across the test set. For the emotional
quality, we measure EmoBERT score [53] which calculates
semantic similarity between the generated response and ref-
erence response using a BERT model finetuned on GoE-

motion dataset [19]. We additionally measure the diversity
score with DISTINCT-1 [27] which quantifies how many
unique unigrams (individual words) appear in the generated
text relative to the total number of unigrams. For a more
comprehensive evaluation, we additionally conduct GPT-4
evaluation and human evaluation. GPT-4 evaluation rates
response given the dialogue history from 0 to 5 in terms of
fluency and emotional intelligence. Likewise, human eval-
uation directly ranks the models in terms of contextual ap-
propriateness and emotional intelligence. The detailed in-
structions for the evaluations are in the Appendix.

4.2. Implementation Details
For the speech encoder, we adopt a pre-trained Whisper
model [40] of Qwen-Audio [17] and fine-tune with ASR
and speech emotion recognition objectives on a total of
6,485 hours of paired audio-text data, including Gigaspeech
[15], CommonVoice [6], LibriSpeech [36], RAVDESS [33],
CREMA-D [13], and MultiDialog [37]. Note that we uti-
lize the extra metadata available such as emotion, gender,
age, and ethnicity to enrich the non-linguistic aspect of the
speech feature.

For the face encoder, we utilize a pre-trained CLIP-ViT
as the frame encoder, followed by a transformer encoder
with 6 layers and 8 attention heads as the temporal encoder.
The videos are preprocessed into face crops of size 96×96
using a face detector [20] and a facial landmark detector
[12]. Each video is sampled every 10th frame to extract the
frame-level features, which are further encoded into a fixed-
length visual representation using the learnable queries of



(a) Speech Understanding Prompt

You are a language model trained to perform speech recognition tasks 
and predict relevant metadata. 
Your goal is to take speech embeddings as input and predict the 
corresponding transcriptions along with any metadata such as 
{metadata_description} when available. 
User: speech embedding: <speech feature> AI: <metadata> 
<transcription>

(b) Face Video Understanding Prompt

You are a language model trained to perform visual emotion recognition 
tasks and predict relevant metadata. 
Your goal is to take video embeddings as input and predict the 
corresponding metadata such as {metadata_description}. 
The description should be nuanced emotion expressed through facial 
expressions in the video embeddings. 
Choose one between neutral, calm, happy, sad, angry, fearful, surprise, 
and disgust.
User: video embedding: <visual feature> AI: <metadata>

(c) Audio-Visual Dialogue Prompt 

A chat between a curious user and an artificial intelligence assistant. 
The user asks question with speech embedding and video embedding. 
You will receive a list of speech embeddings and a list of video 
embeddings. 
Your goal is to give appropriate emotion for the response and give 
detailed and emotion-aware response to the user. 
Each turn has emotion label in the format of 'emotion: response’.
User: speech embedding: <speech feature> visual embedding: <visual 
feature> Assistant: <emotion> <response> User: speech embedding: 
<speech feature> visual embedding: <visual feature> Assistant: 
<emotion> <response>…

Figure 2. Hard prompts given at each stage of training. (a) speech
understanding prompt enables the speech encoder to extract the
verbal cues (both linguistic and non-linguistic information) from
the audio input. (b) face video understanding prompt allows the
face encoder to extract the nonverbal cues in the face video in-
put. (c) audio-visual dialogue prompt guides the AV-EmoDialog to
generate contextually and emotionally appropriate responses given
the speech embedding and the visual embedding of the audio-
visual user input. The metadata description is adjusted based on
what extra information is available in the dataset such as emotion,
emotion intensity, emotion description, age, and ethnicity.

size 128. For obtaining the facial emotion description, we
created a collage of images from the video frames as the
GPT-4 is more adept at analyzing an image than a video.

For the LLM, we use LlaMA3-Instruct1 which has a
strong ability to understand and generate responses based
on user instructions. In the first two stages, it is frozen, and
in the last stage, we LoRA fine-tune [23] on the audio-visual
dialogue data, MultiDialog [37]. Multidialog is a recently
introduced large-scale multimodal dialogue corpus that in-
cludes audio, visual, and text modalities. All three stages
are trained on 4 A6000 GPUs with AdamW optimizer and a
cosine learning rate decay with a warm-up period. The lora
rank is set to 16 and we enable bias and norm tuning. The
max token length is 4096 with a batch size of 32. Please

(a)
Description: The person transitions from a neutral expression to a joyful one, 
characterized by a broad smile, raised cheeks, and crinkling around the eyes. The 
sequence of frames captures the progression of happiness, with the person also 
winking and showing a playful, exuberant demeanor.

(b)

Description: The person in the video displays a consistent expression of fear, 
characterized by wide-open eyes and slightly parted lips, suggesting a state of shock 
or alarm. The subtle variations in the frames show a slight movement of the mouth 
and eyebrows, indicating a sustained and intense emotional response.

Description: The person maintains a neutral expression throughout, with minimal 
movement in the facial muscles. There is a slight parting of the lips and subtle 
changes in the eyes, but overall, the expression remains consistently neutral without 
any significant emotional cues.

.

(c)

Figure 3. Examples of emotion-relevant descriptions from face
videos generated by GPT-4. The annotated descriptions provide
detailed facial expressions and their dynamic changes over time,
guiding the model to learn subtle and non-static emotion during
the conversation

refer to the Appendix for the detailed statistics of the data.

4.3. Baseline Methods
We compare with the state-of-the-art multimodal language
models that use various combinations of the modality.
Llava-next (video) [31] takes a video and text as input to
generate a response in text. SpeechGPT [50] takes speech
input to generate a response in both text and speech. Since
these baseline models are not tailored for dialogue genera-
tion tasks but instead on video understanding, captioning,
speech recognition, and generation, we finetuned them on
the testing dataset, MultiDialog [37]. We also construct a
cascaded baseline by sequentially stacking state-of-the-art
pre-trained models; audio speech recognition [17], speech
emotion recognition [17], and Llama3 1, where the audio
model first transcribes the speech and recognizes the emo-
tion which then goes into the LLM to generate emotion-
aware response. We also finetune the cascaded baseline on
the testing data for a fair comparison.

5. Results
5.1. Automatic Evaluation of Dialogue Generation
We quantitatively compare the dialogue generation results
in Table 1. Our experiments were conducted on the test rare
split of the MultiDialog dataset. For each conversation, we
randomly selected four turns from the assistant’s side. Com-
pared with state-of-the-art multimodal large language mod-
els, our method significantly improves the EmoBERT score,
which assesses the emotion alignment of the generated re-
sponses with the ground truth emotion. In addition, the se-



Method Input-Output
Modality

Semantic Emotion Diversity

BLEU-1 BLEU-4 ROUGE METEOR PPL EmoBERT Dist-1
LLaVA-NeXT-vid [31] vid/txt-txt 0.137 0.0135 0.150 0.112 317.410 0.21 0.873

SpeechGPT [50] aud-txt/aud 0.184 0.0145 0.192 0.163 285.654 0.14 0.876
Qwen-Audio [17]+ llama3-Instruct aud-txt 0.196 0.0304 0.226 0.154 241.873 0.22 0.816
• Proposed Method

AV-EmoDialog* aud/vid-txt 0.212 0.0272 0.215 0.169 380.891 0.20 0.862
AV-EmoDialog aud/vid-txt 0.193 0.0307 0.198 0.164 319.703 0.30 0.900

Table 1. Comparison of dialogue generation quality. This table presents a comparison of our model against state-of-the-art multimodal
large language models, all fine-tuned on the testing dataset specifically for multimodal dialogue generation tasks. The evaluation focuses
on semantic accuracy and emotional congruence of the generated response. * denotes AV-EmoDialog trained without emotion information

Method Fleuncy Emotional
Context Empathy

LLaVA-NeXT-vid [31] 4.32 1.46 1.26
SpeechGPT [50] 3.83 1.56 1.41

Cascade 4.40 2.29 1.99
AV-EmoDialog 4.64 2.45 2.06

Table 2. GPT-4 evaluation of the response in terms of fluency,
emotional context, and empathy. The GPT-4 was instructed to
evaluate against each criterion from 0 to 5 considering the dia-
logue history.

mantic scores were also boosted, as evidenced by the high-
est scores in BLEU-1, BLEU-4, and METEOR. The high
semantic performance confirms that our method generates
a contextually coherent response. This result is particularly
notable given that other comparison methods rely on text in-
put, a format with which large language models are trained
extensively. Compared with the cascaded baseline, which
stacks a high-performing ASR, Emotion Recognition (ER)
model, and LLM, our method does not require separate con-
version of input speech into text and emotion labels. Never-
theless, our model achieves superior emotion alignment and
comparable semantic performance, highlighting the effi-
ciency of our end-to-end approach. Finally, AV-EmoDialog
also demonstrates the highest diversity scores. These quan-
titative results suggest that our approach to systematically
exploiting communicative cues from audio-visual inputs not
only enhances emotional alignment but also improves the
overall semantic quality and diversity of the generated re-
sponses. This result implies that having a better emotional
context enables the model to produce responses that are
more attuned to the user’s state and dialogue context.

5.2. GPT Evaluation
We incorporated GPT-42 evaluation to further assess the
generated response in Table 2. Since EmoBERT only
assesses alignment with ground truth emotional labels, a
more thorough evaluation was necessary to understand the

2https://chatgpt.com/?model=gpt-4

Method Preference (%)
LLaVA-NeXT-vid [31] 34.39

SpeechGPT [50] 10.19
Cascade 13.38

AV-EmoDialog 42.04

Table 3. Human evaluation of the response in terms of relevance,
coherence, contextual appropriateness, emotional coherence, and
engagement. Participants were instructed to read the responses of
each model’s generation and rank them 1st to 4th.

model’s ability to address emotions. Henceforth, we eval-
uated two aspects of emotional intelligence using GPT-4:
empathy which is how well the response identifies and re-
flects the emotion of the user, and emotional context which
is whether the emotional tone of the response is suitable for
the given context. The high ratings in emotional intelligence
particularly suggest that our system excels at interpreting
and responding to the emotional states conveyed by users.

Also, although our system directly interprets audio-
visual as the input, it has even superior fluency compared to
other methods that rely on textual inputs. This suggests that
using audio-visual modality to directly process both linguis-
tic and non-linguistic content not only enhances emotional
understanding but also linguistic capability.

5.3. Human Evaluation

We conducted a human evaluation through Prolific3 to com-
pare the quality of responses generated by various dialogue
models in Table 3. 10 gathered English-speaking partic-
ipants were instructed to rank generated responses from
four different models according to predefined criteria: rel-
evance, coherence, contextual appropriateness, emotional
coherence, and engagement. Table 3 shows the percentage
with which each model was ranked first. The results indi-
cate that AV-EmoDialog was most frequently selected as the
top-performing model, which coincides with our automatic
and GPT evaluations.

3https://www.prolific.com/

https://chatgpt.com/?model=gpt-4
https://www.prolific.com/


Proposed: “I like watching American football, but 
I like watching rugby too. Are you excited for the 
Super Bowl?“
LlavaNext: “Good evening! I’m a big fan of
football, both American and European. I enjoy...” 
SpeechGPT: “I’m sorry. I’m not familiar with this 
topic. I’m afraid I can’t help you with this.”
Text-only: “I love American football. I’m a fan of 
the Green Bay Packers.” 

“Good evening partner. What's your take 
on football? I like watching American 
football but not Rugby”

Happy

(a) 

“I'm good. Just wishing it would stop snowing, 
spring would get here, and I could go golfing 
sometime. How are you?”

Proposed: “Ughhh... Even when it's cold, I like to 
watch a good movie or out with friends. It makes it 
more bearable.”
SpeechGPT: "Yeah, I can't believe that the only 
way you can get it out is to sleep!"
Text-only: “I'm in the middle of the country, so I 
can relate.”

“I am the same! I just snowblowed and 
salted. I am in Chicago and feel the 
same! So done with this.”

Sad

“Hi, how are you?”

(c) 

“They have been helping out for 30 years!

Proposed: “We really do have to do better for 
those with disabilities. There’s no reason why 
they can’t have equal opportunity.”
Llava-Next: “It's truly remarkable to see how far 
the Special Olympics has come in these past 50 
years. It's a testament to the progress we’ve..”
SpeechGPT: “I aghree, it is crazy. I also read that
the average income of a blind person is $24,000.
Text-only: “Yeah, I wonder if it has to do with the 
fact that 1/3 of the people in the US have some 
sort of disability” 

“Yeah its a great thing, it demonstrates 
that the world choses to include 
everyone, Bank of America is one of the 
sponsors of the event.

“It’s sad how 70% of Americans with 
disabilities seek employment but only 
a third of them find one, there should 
be more inclusion.

Sad

(b) 

Proposed: “That is just crazy money. That is more 
than the budget of the Star Wars trilogy. "
SpeechGPT: “I guess it is the only thing that has 
been seen 3 times in the movies” 
Text-only: “It’s a fun film to watch. It’s a shame 
the last one was so bad.” 

“Wow that is a lot of explosions. I guess 
people really like explosions because the 
movies ended up grossing over a billion!”

Surprised

(d) 

Figure 4. Generation results from our AV-EmoDialog, which pro-
cesses audio-visual input from users and outputs textual responses.
For clarity, the transcriptions of the audio-visual inputs are pro-
vided alongside. Below, we compare with those generated by com-
parison methods.

5.4. Analysis on Audio-Visual Emotion-Aware Re-
sponse

We analyzed the emotional context of response enhanced
by AV-EmoDialog in Figure 4. In (a), the user speaks in a
cheerful tone with a happy smile, asking the AI about its
preference for football. The proposed method effectively
recognizes the user’s happy emotion through audio-visual
cues, which would not have been possible with text input
alone. AV-EmoDialog responds accurately to the happy
emotional tone of the user by saying "Are you excited for
the Super Bowl?". On the other hand, the baseline methods
fail to reflect the user’s emotional tone, resulting in less res-
onant responses such as "I’m sorry. I’m not familiar with
this topic" or "Good evening! I’m a big fan of football.".
In (c), the user talks with a sad and depressed face about
how he feels stuck in the snow. Although it may sound
like the user is frustrated from the text alone, the proposed
method most accurately empathizes with the user’s sadness,
responding with "Ughh...", and suggests one way to get out
of the bad feeling. In contrast, baseline methods misin-
terpret the emotional context, responding with surprise or
changing the topic. Likewise in (d), the user expresses sur-
prise about the explosion through face, tone, and the content
itself. While the baseline methods moves on to a different
aspect of the topic, the proposed method mirrors the user’s
surprise and engages further in the same emotional tone,
by responding "That is just crazy money... That is more
than the budget of the Star Wars trilogy.". In each example,
the proposed method effectively recognizes the user’s emo-
tion from the speech tone and facial expressions, providing
the most emotionally appropriate responses that would have
been difficult with pure text-only input. Please refer to ap-
pendix for more generation results. Note that we provide
responses in speech using an off-the-shelf TTS model4 for
demonstration.

5.5. Effectiveness of Exploiting Emotion in Audio-
Visual Dialogue

We tested AV-EmoDialog with emotion excluded from the
last stage of training on the audio-visual dialogue task. The
results are shown in the second to last row in Table 1. There
was a huge drop in emotion performance - from 0.3 to 0.2,
which suggests that having the emotion label in the dialogue
allows the model to keep track of the understanding of the
emotional context.

We evaluated the training schemes used for the speech
and face encoders in Table 3. We observed that incor-
porating the detailed descriptions of the facial expressions
greatly increased the emotion recognition performance of
the face encoder by 70%. Also, the emotion recognition
performance of the speech encoder is higher than from the

4https://github.com/2noise/ChatTTS

https://github.com/2noise/ChatTTS


Module Training
Objectives

EMR Semantic Emotion

Mean BLEU-1 BLEU-4 ROUGE METEOR EmoBERT

Speech Encoder
ASR – 0.185 0.0185 0.185 0.161 0.13

ASR + EMR 0.56 0.212 0.0293 0.216 0.179 0.21

Face Encoder
EMR 0.15 0.219 0.0355 0.222 0.166 0.24

EMR + EMD 0.26 0.193 0.0307 0.198 0.164 0.30

Table 4. Ablation study of speech encoder and face encoder based on training objectives. ‘trans’ indicates transcription, ‘emo’ indicates
emotion labels, and ‘des’ denotes description of the facial expression. This table illustrates how incorporating emotion with distinct training
objectives affects the performance of each encoder and enhances overall dialogue generation quality. Results with superior performance
within the ablations for each respective encoder are highlighted in bold.

Input
Modality

Semantic Emotion

BLEU-4 ROUGE METEOR PPL EmoBERT
T 0.0355 0.222 0.166 255.60 0.15
A 0.0184 0.222 0.156 369.56 0.23

A+V 0.0307 0.198 0.164 319.70 0.27

Table 5. Dialogue generation performance with different modality
input, including text, audio, and audio-visual.

face. This indicates that vocal expressions, often being
more expressive and straightforward, can capture emotional
nuances more effectively than visual expressions. But since
they distinctively have their effects, we leverage both cues
to boost the performance in the dialogue generation task.

In the dialogue generation task, speech encoder trained
with emotion recognition objective has better performance
(rows 1 and 2). This demonstrates that having the emotion
label gives better context to generate a response that is more
emotionally and semantically aligned. Furthermore, the
face encoder, trained with detailed facial descriptions, also
showed enhanced emotion recognition capabilities, which
impacted its dialogue generation performance (rows 3 and
4). While there was a notable increase in the EmoBERT
score, a slight decrease in semantic scores was observed.
This reduction may be due to the complexities introduced
by the detailed emotion descriptions, which could compli-
cate the dialogue modeling. Nevertheless, its effect on emo-
tion performance is evident, and semantic performance re-
mains competitive, surpassing that of the baselines.

5.6. Comparison of Audio, Visual, and Text as Input
for Emotion-aware Dialogue

In Table 5, we conducted experiments with various modal-
ity inputs to validate the efficacy of each modality in di-
alogue generation. The text-only input has the highest se-
mantic quality overall, which can largely be attributed to the
fact that the underlying llm has been extensively trained on
textual data. Yet, utilizing both audio-visual modalities was
able to achieve on-par semantic performance while achiev-
ing superior emotional intelligence.

Another finding is that using both audio-visual modal-

ities results in enhanced semantic and emotional perfor-
mance compared to using audio modality alone. This im-
provement underscores the value of visual cues such as fa-
cial expressions and eye contact, which provide comple-
mentary information to audio cues such as pitch and tone
of voice. Our approach reflects natural human communica-
tion, where verbal cues are typically supported and enriched
by non-verbal expressions, creating a more holistic and ef-
fective interaction.

6. Conclusion and Limitation

The machine’s ability to recognize the user’s emotional
state has great implications for human-machine communi-
cations; a virtual assistant that recognizes frustration can
offer more targeted help, a customer service bot equipped
with empathy can better handle complaints, and therapeutic
service can comprehensively diagnose patients. Our pro-
posed AV-EmoDialog contributes to the field of emotion-
aware dialogue systems by exploiting linguistic and non-
linguistic information directly from audio-visual inputs.
AV-EmoDialog relies on audio-visual input without ad-
ditional text input to optimize the system end-to-end for
emotion-aware audio-visual dialogue. By leveraging fine-
grained facial descriptions, AV-EmoDialog not only aligns
more closely with human communication patterns but also
sets a new standard for the design of empathetic and effec-
tive dialogue systems. Our extensive experiments confirm
that AV-EmoDialog surpasses existing baseline models in
both emotional and semantic dimensions.

To further explore the potential of our proposed model,
which is designed to handle emotional interplays in dia-
logues, it would be beneficial to have a more diverse audio-
visual dataset from real-world scenarios, where emotional
interactions are more prevalent. Also, the future research
direction would be to generate the speech in end-to-end. By
generating speech that reflects the emotional tone of the re-
sponse, it would be possible to create more immersive con-
versations for users. For ethical considerations, as the sys-
tem directly utilizes audio-visual user data, it is crucial to
ensure the privacy and security of sensitive information.
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AV-EmoDialog: Chat with Audio-Visual Users
Leveraging Emotional Cues

Supplementary Material

7. Evaluation Metrics

BLEU [38] evaluates the fluency and adequacy of generated
responses based on n-gram overlap. A higher BLEU score
indicates a more natural and engaging dialogue model. We
measure BLEU-1 and BLEU-4 score where BLEU-1 mea-
sures the overlap at unigram and BLEU-4 considers up to
4-grams, focusing more on the contextual and syntactical
relationships between words.

PPL [10] measures how well a language model predicts the
generated response. A lower perplexity indicates that the
model is more confident and accurate in predicting the next
word, suggesting higher quality in generating coherent and
contextually relevant responses.

METEOR [9] assesses the quality of generated response
by computing the alignment-based precision and recall be-
tween the generated output and the ground truth, consider-
ing synonyms and paraphrases.

ROUGE [29] measures the overlap of n-grams between the
generated output and a set of reference outputs based on
recall (i.e. how much of the reference is captured by the
output).

EmoBERTscore [53] assess the semantic similarity be-
tween the generated response emotion and the reference re-
sponse emotion. We utilize the BERT model specifically
fine-tuned on GoEmotions [19] dataset by Google, which
includes 58k Reddit comments labeled for 27 emotion cat-
egories including neutral. This model is adept at detecting
a broad range of emotions. The features extracted from the
BERT model are used to calculate the similarity distance
between the ground truth and the generated response.

8. GPT evaluation

We ran GPT evaluation on the following criteria; coherence,
fluency, and emotional intelligence. Fluency evaluates the
grammatical correctness, smoothness, and natural flow of
the response. The response should read as if it were spo-
ken or written by a fluent language user. Emotional con-
text evaluates how appropriate the emotion conveyed in re-
sponse is within the context of the dialogue history. Empa-
thy evaluates how well the response demonstrates an aware-
ness of the user’s feelings. We instruct GPT to provide a
score in the range of 0 to 5 with regard to the three criteria.
The prompt given to the GPT is shown in Figure 6.

9. Human evaluation

We conducted a human evaluation through Prolific5 to com-
pare the quality of responses generated by various dialogue
models. Ten English-speaking participants were recruited
and tasked with ranking the responses generated by four
different models based on predefined criteria: relevance, co-
herence, contextual appropriateness, emotional coherence,
and engagement. Detailed instructions provided to the par-
ticipants are shown in Figure 7.

10. Datasets

Common Voice [6] is a large-scale multilingual speech-text
corpus collected from volunteers around the world. It con-
tains 2,615 hours of English speech from 92,325 voices with
diverse genders, ages, and accents.
GigaSpeech [15] an English speech-text corpus from vari-
ous sources such as podcasts, audiobooks, and YouTube, ac-
companied by accurate transcriptions. We use a large subset
which is 2,500 hours. It is the common benchmark used for
speech processing tasks.
LibriSpeech [36] is approximately 1,000 hours of English
speech derived from audiobooks in the LibriVox project.
MultiDialog [37] is a large-scale audio-visual dialogue
dataset, consisting of approximately 370 hours of 9,000 di-
alogues between 6 pairs of speakers. It is based on the Top-
ical Chat dataset which is a knowledge grounded human-
human conversation covering 9 broad topics. There are
emotion annotations for each utterance. It is the only avail-
able large-scale audio-visual dialogue dataset to date.
RAVDESS [33] is an emotional audio-visual data consist-
ing of 1,4440 files from 24 actors (12 female and 12 male)
speaking in a natural North American accent and in six dif-
ferent emotions (happy, sad, angry, fearful, surprise, dis-
gust, and calm) with two different intensity levels (normal
and strong)
CREMA-D [13] is an emotional audio-visual data consist-
ing of 7,442 audio-visual clips from 91 actors (48 male and
43 female) between the ages of 20 to 74 from various races
(African American, Asian, Caucasian, Hispanic, and un-
specified). They speak in six different emotions (anger, dis-
gust, fear, happy, neutral, and sad) in four different emotion
levels (low, medium, high, and unspecified).

5https://www.prolific.com/

https://www.prolific.com/


Figure 5. Facial descriptions generated for training using GPT.

11. Extracting Facial Descriptions

We use GPT to annotate the face video with rich facial de-
scriptions relevant to emotions. The prompt given to the
GPT is: These are the frames in a video. In the video, a per-
son expresses emotion through facial expressions. Describe
the subtle and fine-grained emotion precisely as you see in
the video in two sentences. We only annotate a subset of
RAVDESS, CREMA-D, and Multidialog for training. We
will open-source the annotations. The samples are shown in
Figure 5. The generated descriptions provide detailed infor-
mation of facial dynamics associated with emotions, captur-
ing the progression and intensity of the emotion—nuances
that cannot be conveyed by a single-word emotion category.

12. More Generated Results

We have included more generation results in Figure 8,
which presents a comparison of the generation results
from our proposed method against those from LLaVA-
Next [31], SpeechGPT [50], and the Cascade model. Our
AV-EmoDialog directly audio-visual as the input and gen-
erated more emotion-aware response, guided by the audio-
visual input.

In Figure 8(a), AV-EmoDialog responds with a seman-
tically coherent answer, maintaining the context of FDA
burning tons of books. In contrast, LLaVA-Next’s response
deviates to an unrelated topic involving Ted Koppel’s con-
troversy. While SpeechGPT and Cascade stay on topic,
their responses lack emotional awareness. From the text
user input of "Yeah, I think it’s unfair how the FD burns 6
tons of books", it’s unclear what the user’s emotion is. But
since AV-EmoDialog can better recognize emotion through
audio-visual input, it considers the emotion and replies,
"That is awful.".

In Figure 8(b), AV-EmoDialog demonstrates its ability
to empathize with the user’s sadness by responding, "It’s
sad to see things like this." This response reflects a direct
acknowledgment of the user’s emotional state. LLaVA-
Next also appears to empathize with the user but takes a
more pragmatic approach, suggesting detailed ways to ad-
dress the issue, which could be explored further in a broader
context. SpeechGPT fails to align with the emotional con-
text, responding, "I think they should be happy though." The
Cascade model remains contextually relevant but pays less
attention to incorporating the user’s emotional tone into its
response.

In Figure 8(c), AV-EmoDialog effectively maintains the
context about Nintendo and builds on the previous turn by
introducing another surprising fact. LLaVA-Next initially
empathizes with the user’s emotion but diverges from the
topic, discussing several unrelated aspects of Nintendo. The
Cascade model fails to consider the user’s prior input say-
ing, "I wonder if you can use them on other consoles, like
the Nintendo switch.". SpeechGPT stays on topic, continu-
ing the discussion about the fact, but it does not capture or
reflect the user’s surprised emotion.

In Figure 8(d), the proposed method responds appropri-
ately regarding how only a third of Americans with disabil-
ities find employment by saying "We really do have to do
better for those with disabilities ". Besides the cascade
method, both LLaVA-Next and SpeehGPT diverge from
the topic, failing to address the issue of high unemploy-
ment rates among disabilities or to continue the conversa-
tion meaningfully.

In Figure 8(e), the discussion focuses on Disney, with
the user expressing surprise about Disney’s Big Hero 6 be-
ing rendered using a powerful supercomputer. SpeecghGPT
completely misses the topic, LLaVA-Next talks about Dis-
ney characters, and Cascade reflects the surprised emotion
by fails to continue on with the conversation. In contrast,
our proposed model not only mirrors the user’s surprised
emotion with an opening like "Wow" but also advances the
discussion by asking a related question about the capabili-
ties of such supercomputers.

From these samples, it is evident that AV-EmoDialog is
more emotion-aware and generates responses that are more



coherent compared to the other models. This underlines
the efficacy of AV-EmoDialog in handling complex dialog
scenarios where emotional context influences the response
quality. We have attached a demo video of generated sam-
ples from AV-EmoDialog. For better demonstration, we
have produced speech from the generated response using
a TTS module.



Objective:
The objective of this task is to evaluate the response of a chatbot based on the following criteria: 
Emotional Context, Empathy, and Fluency. Each criterion should be rated on a scale from 0 to 5, 
where 0 is the lowest and 5 is the highest.

Instructions for Evaluators:
1. Read the Dialogue History Carefully: This is the conversation that occurred before the 
chatbot's response. Understanding the context is crucial for a fair evaluation.

2. Evaluate the Chatbot’s Response:
• Emotional Context: Assess how appropriate the emotion conveyed in response is within the 

context of the dialogue history. Consider if the emotion expressed is suitable for the 
situation.

• Empathy: Evaluate how well the response demonstrate an awareness of the user's feelings.
• Fluency: Evaluate the grammatical correctness, smoothness, and natural flow of the 

response. The response should read as if it were spoken or written by a fluent language user.

3. Provide a Score for Each Criterion:
• Emotional Context: [0-5]
• Empathy: [0-5]
• Fluency: [0-5]

4. Please provide only score. Don’t return justifications of the scores.

Example:
Dialogue History:

User: "I've been feeling really down lately. Nothing seems to cheer me up."
Chatbot: "I'm sorry to hear that. Is there anything in particular that's been bothering you more 
recently?"

Chatbot's Response to Evaluate:

Emotional Context: 5
Empathy: 5
Fluency: 5

Figure 6. GPT Evaluation prompt to evaluate the response in terms of emotional context, empathy, and fluency, .



Dialogue Model Response Quality Evaluation
Purpose of the Survey:
This survey is designed to evaluate and compare the quality of responses generated by various 
dialogue models. As a participant, your feedback will play a crucial role in assessing how effectively 
these models engage in dialogue and provide relevant, coherent, and contextually appropriate 
responses.

Survey Overview:
Participants will be presented with several dialogue histories, each followed by responses from 
different dialogue models. Your task will be to read through the dialogue history and evaluate the 
responses based on their quality.

Instructions for Participants:
Read each dialogue history and the corresponding responses carefully.
For each set of responses, rank them from best to worst based on the criteria listed above.
There are no right or wrong answers. We are interested in your honest opinion based on the criteria.
Please take your time to consider each response; your detailed feedback is invaluable.

Evaluation Criteria:
Please prioritize the following aspects when assessing each response:
• Relevance: How well does the response relate to the dialogue history? Does it accurately address 

the previous statements?
• Coherence: Does the response logically follow from the dialogue history? Is it consistent with the 

conversation’s flow?
• Contextual Appropriateness: Is the response suitable for the context of the conversation? 

Consider factors such as tone and formality.
• Emotional Coherence: How harmoniously does the response align with the emotional flow of the 

dialogue? Does the response appropriately reflect the emotional context of the conversation?
• Engagement: How engaging is the response? Does it contribute to continuing the conversation in 

a meaningful way?

Survey Duration:
The survey should take approximately 15-20 minutes to complete, depending on your reading speed 
and the time you take to evaluate each response.

Confidentiality:
Your responses will be completely anonymous and used solely for the purpose of this research. No 
personal information will be collected.

Figure 7. Human evaluation guideline for participants.



“The copple the news guy has even sexually 
harassed her.”

“No, there was just a controversy 
about it. he's just old fashioned. he's 
seventy eight year old man.”

“There's a lot of controversy going on 
with anti-sexual harassment activists 
and TED couples.”

Proposed: “Why would they burn literature? That 
is awful. There should be more literature not less.”
LLaVA-Next: "I'm sorry to hear about the 
controversy surrounding Ted Koppel. It's 
important to address these issues in a way that 
respects everyone's perspectives and follows the 
current guidelines. As for literature, I do enjoy 
reading as well. It's a great way to explore 
different ideas and perspectives. I'm sorry to 
hear about the FDA burning books, that's 
concerning. It's essential to preserve knowledge 
and promote understanding."
SpeechGPT: “I know. I have heard about that 
before. I wonder what it is.”
Cascade: “Yes, I agree. I am sure there were 
some classics in there.”

“Yeah, I think its unfair how the FDA 
burnes 6 tons of books.

“People old fashioned was sexual harassment. I 
guess there is an old way to do it and a new way. 
You probably should do it the newer.”

“I agree. you should do it the new way. 
so you like to read? do you like 
literature?

“Yes, I do. You?”

Figure 8 (a).

“I think it's a shame, I hate to see things like this.”

“How do you feel about the shooting in 
Annapolis?”

Proposed: “Its sad to see things like this. You know 
that eight hours after the shooting started, 4 
officers were wounded.”
LLaVA-Next: "It's a tragic situation, and it's 
difficult to understand the motives behind such 
acts. It's important to address the underlying 
issues that may contribute to such incidents and 
work towards creating a safer and more 
peaceful environment for everyone."
SpeechGPT: “I understand that too. I think they 
should be happy though. It's not like they're 
going to get better by being unhappy.”
Cascade: “I don't either, I guess he just wanted 
to get his name in the paper.”

“I agree, I don't understand why people 
always kill other people when they're 
unhappy.

Figure 8 (b).

“No I didn't know that. I do know that the N64 
was awesome though! I Loved f-zero that game 
was so fast it's a racing game.”

“That was a good game. They started 
out as a playing card company. I didn't 
know they owned the Mariners.”

“Hello. Did you know Nintendo is over 
100 years old?”

Proposed: “That is good to know. I have an Xbox 
One but I never knew that until now. can you 
believe that they had to stop making the Nintendo 
in Japan back in 2003, and it's not like the system 
flapped out of popularity right? It was still being 
made.”
LLaVA-Next: "Wow, that's really interesting! I 
had no idea Nintendo was that old or that they 
started with playing cards. It's amazing to see 
how far they've come and the different 
innovations they've introduced over the years, 
like the controllers for quadriplegics. I'm glad to 
hear you're a fan of F-Zero too! And, I can 
imagine how convenient it must be to order food 
at Mariners games with the 3DS app. It's great to 
have technology that makes things more 
accessible for everyone, including those with 
disabilities. Thanks for sharing all this with me!"
SpeechGPT: “I wonder if they will be able to do 
the same thing with the Playstation 5?”
Cascade: “Yeah, I think that is awesome too, I 
wonder if you can use them on other consoles, 
like the Nintendo switch?”

“I think it's awesome that Xbox has 
controllers that are quad play, they can 
use them on other consoles too.

“No, I didn't know that either. I also didn't know 
that they made a handheld system just for the 
game Pokemon back in two thousand and one. I 
wonder what system that was.”

“I never heard of that either. I wonder if 
it was only for the Japanese market. At 
the Mariners games, you can install an 
app for the 3DS to order food.”

“That's really good, it makes me hungry, and 
yeah, like you said, Nintendo is over one hundred 
years old, but they started making playing cards 
originally, they did not start with making video 
games.”

Figure 8 (c).



“I can't believe it's been 50 years. That's really 
awesome.”

“It is, the 50th anniversary was hosted 
in Chicago, I think it's great to promote 
sports, disabled people have the right 
too.”

“The Special Olympics were born in 
1968.”

Proposed: “We really do have to do better for 
those with disabilities. There's no reason why they 
can’t have equal opportunity.”
LLaVA-Next: "It's truly remarkable to see how 
far the Special Olympics has come in these past 
50 years. It's a testament to the progress we've 
made in promoting inclusivity and breaking 
down barriers. I'm glad to see companies like 
Bank of America, who have been a supporter for 
30 years, continue to champion this cause. It's 
heartening to see the world coming together to 
celebrate the abilities of all individuals, and I 
hope this inspires more inclusive practices in all 
aspects of life."
SpeechGPT: “I agree, it is crazy. I also read that 
the average income of a blind person is $24,000. 
That is about the same as a teacher.”
Cascade: “I agree.  I hope things change for the 
better in the near future.”

“It's sad how 70% of Americans with 
disabilities seek employment but only a 
third of them find one, there should be 
more inclusion.”

“Yeah, I'm glad we are trying to end 
discrimination. Not just in sports but other 
aspects as well.”

“Yeah, its a great thing, it 
demonstrates that the world choses to 
include everyone, Bank of America is 
one of the sponsors of the event.”

“They have been helping out for 30 years!”

Figure 8 (d).

“I like Disney! How about you!”

“I do as well. Did you know Minnie 
Mouse's name is short for Minerva 
Mouse?”

“Hello, do you like Walt Disney?”

Proposed: “Wow, I wonder how fast that could go 
compared to our computers of today?”
LLaVA-Next: "That's wonderful to hear! I'm a big 
fan of Disney too. It's amazing how they've 
created such a vast universe of characters and 
stories that continue to captivate audiences of 
all ages. I had no idea about Minnie Mouse's 
name, that's really interesting. And I can imagine 
how thrilling it must be to find hidden Mickey 
Mouse images. It's incredible how much they've 
contributed to the entertainment industry, and 
it's no surprise they make so much money. I'm 
glad you share my enthusiasm for Disney! Sleep 
well, and if you need anything, feel free to reach 
out."
SpeechGPT: “I know, I just went to the one in 
Houston. It's really nice, they have a whole 
bunch of activities. I'm glad they're doing so 
well.”
Cascade: “That is crazy.”

“Wow that's a lot of money! Disney's big 
hero 6 was rendered using a 55,000 core 
supercomputer.”

“I never knew that!  The Disney channel only runs 
commericals that are for it's own shows and 
Disney products!”

“That's very cool. There is a subculture 
dedicated to finding hidden Mickey 
Mouse images throughout Disney 
things.”

“Interesting!  Disney makes about $1,110 per 
second! Wish I could do that!”

Figure 8 (e).
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