
Preprint. Under review.

A Desideratum for Conversational Agents: Capabilities,
Challenges, and Future Directions

Emre Can Acikgoz∗, Cheng Qian∗, Hongru Wang∗, Vardhan Dongre, Xiusi Chen,
Heng Ji, Dilek Hakkani-Tür, Gokhan Tur
University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign
{acikgoz2, chengq9, hrwise98, hengji, dilek, gokhan}@illinois.edu

Abstract

Recent advances in Large Language Models (LLMs) have propelled con-
versational AI from traditional dialogue systems into sophisticated agents
capable of autonomous actions, contextual awareness, and multi-turn in-
teractions with users. Yet, fundamental questions about their capabilities,
limitations, and paths forward remain open. This survey paper presents
a desideratum for next-generation Conversational Agents—what has been
achieved, what challenges persist, and what must be done for more scalable sys-
tems that approach human-level intelligence. To that end, we systematically
analyze LLM-driven Conversational Agents by organizing their capabil-
ities into three primary dimensions: (i) Reasoning—logical, systematic
thinking inspired by human intelligence for decision making, (ii) Moni-
tor—encompassing self-awareness and user interaction monitoring, and
(iii) Control—focusing on tool utilization and policy following. Building
upon this, we introduce a novel taxonomy by classifying recent work on
Conversational Agents around our proposed desideratum. We identify criti-
cal research gaps and outline key directions, including realistic evaluations,
long-term multi-turn reasoning skills, self-evolution capabilities, collab-
orative and multi-agent task completion, personalization, and proactivity.
This work aims to provide a structured foundation, highlight existing
limitations, and offer insights into potential future research directions for
Conversational Agents, ultimately advancing progress toward Artificial
General Intelligence (AGI). We maintain a curated repository of papers at:
https://github.com/emrecanacikgoz/awesome-conversational-agents.

1 Introduction
Conversational AI systems have long pursued the goal of human-like interactions (Young,
2002). Similarly, the ambition to develop robust AI agents with a high degree of autonomy
and adaptive intelligence has also remained a central focus in the field (Minsky, 1986).
Within the rapid emergence of LLMs (Achiam et al., 2023; Dubey et al., 2024; Guo et al., 2025),
these advances have led to dialogue systems that excel at multi-turn conversations (Chung
et al., 2023a; Hudeček & Dusek, 2023; Feng et al., 2023a; Wang et al., 2023b), while also
enabling language agents to effectively leverage external tools for complex real-world
tasks (Parisi et al., 2022; Schick et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023a; Qin et al., 2024a).

Despite these advancements, it is important to note that while “common” agents may
also perform complex reasoning (Kumar et al., 2025), tool usage (Qin et al., 2024a; Qu
et al., 2025) and general language capabilities (Sumers et al., 2024; Wang et al., 2024b; Liu
et al., 2025a), they typically do not engage in interactive dialogue or adapt to user intent
and environmental context in real time. Moreover, effective Conversational Agents must
not only manage multifaceted reasoning and tool invocation but also maintain multi-turn
coherent dialogues with complex tool usage (Acikgoz et al., 2025), clarifying ambiguous
user intent (Andukuri et al., 2024; Dongre et al., 2024), adapting to user states (Jacqmin et al.,
2022), and responding empathetically (Rashkin et al., 2019).
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Find me a pair of sport shoes online with cheap price. 

Agent doing web search …

User Interaction: State 
Tracking
Proactively clarify intent

Sure! What’s your shoe size? 
Any sport in mind? Cheapest 
option or some quality balance?

Size 10, for running. Cheapest 
but not trash.

Got it! User prefer practical 
buys, value over brand. I’ll find 
affordable, well-reviewed options.

User Interaction: 
Persona
Recall user preferences

I don’t have real-time listings. 
Let me check online for current 
deals. One moment.

Self-Awareness: Self-
Imposed Capability
Aware of its knowledge 
boundary

Tool Utilization

Found two options under $50! 
Store A has one for $38, good 
durability. Store B’s is $42, extra 
cushioning. Since price matters, 
want me to check Store A’s fees 
or common complaints?

Reasoning: Agentic 
Reasoning
Deduction based on user 
requests

Agent checking again …

Yes, check hidden costs and 
durability.

Good call! I only checked price, 
but I should verify return policy 
and issues. Let me dig deeper.

Store A has free returns, But 
buyers say it runs small. Since 
you wear size 10, maybe go 10.5 
to avoid discomfort. Should I 
find other option, or is this good?

Self-Awareness: Self-
Correction
Reflection through 
feedback

Tool Utilization

User Interaction: 
Emotion
Avoid sizing frustration

That helps! I will get the size 
10.5, thanks!

Great! Let me know if you need 
more help, happy running!

Conversational Agent

Figure 1: Overview of a Conversational Agent illustrating proposed desideratum.

In order to fill this gap, we propose a desideratum—a guiding vision and set of requirements
for next-generation Conversational Agents around three primary dimensions: (i) Reasoning,
encompassing logical, systematic thinking for planning and decision making; (ii) Monitor,
covering both self-awareness and user interaction monitoring; and (iii) Control, focusing
on tool selection, execution, and policy following. In light of the extensive body of work
on reasoning, monitoring, and control, our work first defines a desideratum that organizes
the capabilities of Conversational Agents into these three primary dimensions. While
existing research has laid the groundwork by studying reasoning, monitoring, and control
capabilities under our desideratum, significant challenges remain such as long-term multi-
turn reasoning and policy following, self-evolution, personalization, and proactivity. We
highlight these challenges and then propose a roadmap for future research for developing
more capable, robust, and intelligent Conversational Agents.

Scope and Organization. This work presents the first comprehensive survey of Conver-
sational Agents, examining their evolution, capabilities, and challenges, while pointing a
future research roadmap. We define Conversational Agents and outline the key desiderata
(Section 2). We then review related work, emphasizing novel technical capabilities, their
alignment with the proposed desiderata, and potential challenges (Section 3). Finally, we
discuss the broader implications, setting the stage for future exploration (Section 4).1

2 Background

2.1 What are Conversational Agents?

Definition. Traditional dialogue systems primarily focus on natural language understanding
and generation for human-machine interactions (Chen et al., 2017; Ni et al., 2022; Wang et al.,
2023b), whereas autonomous language agents emphasize decision-making and rely on tool
invocation to access external knowledge sources for complex task-solving (Team, 2023; Qin
et al., 2024b; Wang et al., 2024b). Combining these strengths, a Conversational Agent is an
LLM-based framework that integrates reasoning to enable systematic planning and complex
decision-making, leverages monitoring to maintain self-awareness and continuously track
user interaction, and employs capabilities for control to adeptly utilize tools and adhere to
policies (See Appendix B, Table 1 for further discussions). By continuously integrating these
processes across multi-turn interactions, the agent provides coherent, contextually-aware,
and personalized dialogue experiences.

1For interested readers, we also provide an additional discussion on evaluation methods and
benchmarks for Conversational Agents in Appendix C.
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Example. Unlike chatbots that focus primarily on response generation, Conversational
Agents dynamically interpret user needs, track context during interactions, and adapt their
actions while maintaining natural conversation. For instance, in Figure 1, when assisting a
user in purchasing affordable running shoes, the agent first deduces requirements while
prioritizing value over brand (reasoning). It then executes web searches to identify cost-
effective options and validates store policies or hidden fees to ensure alignment with user
priorities (control). Concurrently, the system tracks contextual cues such as the user’s
preference for durability and adapts its approach upon discovering sizing discrepancies or
feedback about return processes (monitor). By iteratively refining recommendations, the
agent maintains conversational coherence, balances efficiency with user satisfaction, and
self-corrects to address evolving needs, exemplifying seamless integration of reasoning,
monitor, and control in multi-turn interactions.

2.2 Why do we need Conversational Agents?
Conversational Agents, as a unified framework, combine the advantages of language agents
and dialogue systems, while eliminating corresponding limitations, achieving the agentic
workflow in the multi-turn conversational flow. Specifically, as user queries become more
intricate, Language Agents that focus primarily on one-turn tool execution often lack the
ability to track and utilize context over multiple turns with user, or traditional chatbots
often struggle to invoke external tools for complex problem-solving (See Appendix A for
further details). Consequently, they both struggle with tasks such as comparing different
services, booking reservations, or conducting multi-step troubleshooting, all of which
require a sequence of actions rather than isolated responses. In contrast, we propose that
Conversational Agents provide a universal and robust solution with the following three key
features: Reasoning, Monitor, and Control, as illustrated in Figure 2.

3 Desideratum Taxonomy for Conversational Agents
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Reasoning
(§3.1)

General Reasoning
(§3.1.1)

CoT (Wei et al., 2022), SC (Wang et al., 2022b), Least-to-Most (Zhou et al., 2023b),
ZeroCoT (Kojima et al., 2022), PoT (Chen et al., 2023b), PAL (Gao et al., 2023),
Self-Refine (Madaan et al., 2023), GoT (Wang et al., 2023c), Cue-CoT (Wang et al., 2023c)

Agentic Reasoning
(§3.1.2)

ReAct (Yao et al., 2023b), ART (Paranjape et al., 2023), Reflexion (Shinn et al., 2023),
ToT (Yao et al., 2023a), MultiTool-CoT (Inaba et al., 2023), ChatCoT (Chen et al., 2023c),
LATS (Zhou et al., 2023a), ToolChain* (Zhuang et al., 2023), ReSpAct (Dongre et al., 2024)

Monitor
(§3.2)

Self-Awareness
(§3.2.1)

Self-Impose Capability Mielke et al. (2022), SelfAware (Yin et al., 2023),
KUQ (Amayuelas et al., 2024b), Idk (Cheng et al., 2024), Self-DC (Wang et al., 2025),
SMARTAgent (Qian et al., 2025), MeCo (Li et al., 2025b), KnowSelf (Qiao et al., 2025)
Self-Correction Self-Refine (Madaan et al., 2023), LVSBS (Lightman et al., 2024),
Reflexion (Shinn et al., 2023), RAP Hao et al. (2023a), ETO (Song et al., 2024),
IPR (Xiong et al., 2024), AgentRefine (Fu et al., 2025), Agent-R (Yuan et al., 2025)

User & Interaction
Monitoring
(§3.2.2)

User State Tracking EMD (Wang et al., 2021), IC-DST (Hu et al., 2022), Heck et al. (2023),
Hudeček & Dusek (2023), InstructTODS (Chung et al., 2023b), LDST (Feng et al., 2023c),
INTENT-SIM (Zhang & Choi, 2023), FNCTOD (Li et al., 2024b), AwN (Wang et al., 2024c),
Intention-in-Interaction (Qian et al., 2024), STaR-GATE (Andukuri et al., 2024),
King & Flanigan (2024), CoALM (Acikgoz et al., 2025), AskToAct (Zhang et al., 2025c)
Personalization and Persona PERSONA-CHAT (Zhang et al., 2018), PAA (Huang et al., 2023),
LaMP (Salemi et al., 2024), Generative Agents (Park et al., 2023), BeCand (Lim et al., 2023),
CharacterChat (Tu et al., 2023), OPPU (Tan et al., 2024b), Per-Pcs (Tan et al., 2024a)
Emotion and Sentiment EmpatheticDialogues (Rashkin et al., 2019), ESConv (Liu et al., 2021),
D4 (Yao et al., 2022a), Zhao et al. (2023), Cue-CoT (Wang et al., 2023c), RR (Fu et al., 2023)

Control
(§3.3)

Tool Utilization
(§3.3.1)

Tool Selection TALM (Parisi et al., 2022), Toolformer (Schick et al., 2023),
Gorilla (Patil et al., 2023), CREATOR (Qian et al., 2023), LATM (Cai et al., 2024),
Granite (Abdelaziz et al., 2024), xLAM (Zhang et al., 2024b), Hammer (Lin et al., 2025),
Tool Execution ToolkenGPT (Hao et al., 2023c), HuggingGPT (Shen et al., 2023),
ToolAlpaca (Tang et al., 2023), ToolLLM (Qin et al., 2024b), Agent-Tuning (Zeng et al., 2024),
FireAct (Chen et al., 2023a), CodeAct (Wang et al., 2024d), Agent-Flan (Chen et al., 2024d),
FNCTOD (Li et al., 2024b), ToolAce (Liu et al., 2025b), CoALM (Acikgoz et al., 2025)

Policy Learning
& Following
(§3.3.2)

Wen et al. (2017), Liu & Lane (2017), Deep Dyna-Q (Peng et al., 2018),
DDPT (Geishauser et al., 2022), SGPTOD (Zhang et al., 2023), Hudeček & Dusek (2023),
τ-Bench (Yao et al., 2024), FlowBench (Xiao et al., 2024), AutoTOD (Xu et al., 2024)

Figure 2: A taxonomy of our desiderata for Conversational Agents, with representative
approaches listed for each component.

3.1 Reasoning
Reasoning equips Conversational Agents with structured decision-making capabilities,
enabling them to generate coherent and contextually appropriate responses. In this section,
we categorize reasoning into two dimensions: General Reasoning and Agentic Reasoning.
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3.1.1 General Reasoning

General reasoning methods aim to equip Conversational Agents with structured think-
ing capabilities that go beyond surface-level responses. Chain-of-Thought (CoT) (Wei
et al., 2022; Kojima et al., 2022) introduces a step-by-step reasoning paradigm that trans-
parently shows intermediate logic, making agents’ problem-solving more interpretable.
Least-to-Most (Zhou et al., 2023b) proposes decomposing complex problems into smaller
sub-problems and solving them sequentially, while PAL (Madaan et al., 2023) and PoT (Chen
et al., 2023b) employ reasoning chains by combining text and code. Furthermore, Self-
Consistency (Wang et al., 2022b) further refines this process by sampling multiple reasoning
paths and choosing the most consistent outcome. Self-Refine (Madaan et al., 2023) adds an
iterative reflection stage, allowing the agent to revise its initial line of thought and improving
the quality of final answers, whereas Cue-CoT (Wang et al., 2023c) incorporates specialized
prompts (or “cues”) to direct the reasoning chain in more targeted ways.

3.1.2 Agentic Reasoning

Different from general reasoning, agentic reasoning explicitly combines structured thought
processes with concrete actions, enabling Conversational Agents to not only reason in-
ternally but also interact with external environments or tools. ReAct (Yao et al., 2023b)
synergizes reasoning steps with actionable outputs by explicitly prompting the agent to
deliberate before performing external actions, thus improving interpretability and practical
task performance. Extending this idea, Tree of Thoughts (ToT) (Yao et al., 2023a) organizes
reasoning steps into a tree structure, systematically exploring multiple reasoning paths
and evaluating them to select the optimal route. Reflexion (Shinn et al., 2023) enhances
agentic reasoning further by enabling agents to retrospectively reflect on previous unsuc-
cessful attempts and adjust their future strategies accordingly. On the other hand, some
approaches extend CoT prompting with external tools for complex reasoning (Paranjape
et al., 2023; Inaba et al., 2023; Chen et al., 2023c), while others utilize search-based planning
algorithms like MCTS to navigate expansive action spaces effectively (Zhou et al., 2023a;
Zhuang et al., 2023). Unlike these approaches, ReSpAct (Dongre et al., 2024) explicitly
incorporates dynamic user interaction, enabling agents to clarify ambiguities and iteratively
refine actions through user feedback, thus achieving more aligned and clear behaviors. It is
important to note that, agentic reasoning should not be confused with agentic planning (e.g.,
TravelPlanner (Xie et al., 2024a)); reasoning involves immediate deliberation or justification
of individual actions, whereas planning explicitly organizes multiple actions into coherent
long-term sequences with the aim of accomplishing specific structured goals (Hao et al.,
2023b).

Challenges. These methods often rely on extensive manual prompt engineering, which
is time-consuming, costly, and sometimes require specialized domain expertise. To ad-
dress this challenge, some research efforts focus on automatically optimizing prompts to
reduce dependency on hand-crafted solutions (Khattab et al., 2023; Yuksekgonul et al.,
2024). However, the application of such auto-prompting approaches to agentic tasks (e.g.,
tool-learning) remains under-explored. Additionally, recent progress in Large Reasoning
Models (LRMs) reveal the effectiveness of reinforcement learning (RL) to boost the rea-
soning capabilities (Jaech et al., 2024; Muennighoff et al., 2025; Guo et al., 2025; Li et al.,
2025c). However, developing an agentic reward model (i.e., a universal verifier that provides
reliable, domain-agnostic feedback) remains a major challenge (Peng et al., 2025).

3.2 Monitor

Monitoring empowers Conversational Agents with continuous awareness of their internal
states and user interactions, ensuring responsive and adaptive conversations. We categorize
monitoring into two dimensions: Self-Awareness and User & Interaction Monitoring.

3.2.1 Self-Awareness

Self-awareness enables Conversational Agents to recognize and reason about their internal
states, capabilities, and limitations, which allows agents to dynamically adapt their behav-
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iors and interactions. In this section, we discuss: Self-Knowledge Boundary, that defines the
limits of an agent’s internal knowledge; and Self-Correction, which allows agents to refine
their behavior by analyzing past mistakes, incorporating feedback, and improving over
time through iterative learning.

Self-Knowledge Boundary. It is essential for Conversational Agents to understand the
limits of their knowledge and capability (Mielke et al., 2022; Amayuelas et al., 2024a; Li et al.,
2024a). Recognizing what lies within its scope of knowledge (Yin et al., 2023; Amayuelas
et al., 2024b; Cheng et al., 2024) and what requires external interactions enables them to make
decisions more effectively and efficiently (Wang et al., 2025; Qian et al., 2025). Concretely,
Conversational Agents have been shown to benefit greatly from understanding whether
to generate a response directly or invoke specialized tools – such as APIs, databases, or
calculators – to fill knowledge gaps or execute precise tasks. Specifically, Wang et al. (2025)
propose Self-DC to adaptively choose between internal reasoning and external acting as
needed based on self-aware knowledge boundary, resulting in a better trade-off between
effectiveness and efficiency in the context of RAG. SMART (Qian et al., 2025) further encom-
passes a wider range of tool use scenarios, with a particular focus on addressing the issue of
tool overuse for existing language agents. Subsequently, several studies have followed this
direction to enhance metacognition and self-awareness of LLM or agents, with the aim of
fostering transparency and responsible AI behavior (Li et al., 2025b; Qiao et al., 2025).

Self-Correction. Another essential capability is to learn from mistakes and adapt behaviors
in dynamic environments. Recent work has explored various approaches to LLM self-
refinement, including: allowing models to iteratively improve their own reasoning through
feedback (Madaan et al., 2024), explicitly verifying intermediate solution steps (Lightman
et al., 2024), and enabling models to reflect on feedback and store these reflections for
continual improvement (Shinn et al., 2024). RAP (Hao et al., 2023a) conceptualizes reasoning
as planning over a learned latent space using a world model, using Monte Carlo Tree
Search (MCTS) to explore and select reasoning trajectories. Other approaches such as
ETO (Song et al., 2024) incorporate both successful and failed attempts into training, using
reward modeling (e.g., DPO loss) with the corresponding positive and negative trajectories
to facilitate more robust refinement. While ETO focuses on overall trajectory outcomes,
IPR (Xiong et al., 2024) additionally provides intermediate errors to better capture partial
failures and reward the decision-making process itself. AgentRefine (Fu et al., 2025) further
integrates multi-turn training data that includes explicit refinement steps following errors,
guiding the model back onto a correct path. Finally, Agent-R (Yuan et al., 2025) introduces
iterative self-training with MCTS-guided critiques, enabling timely self-correction without
requiring step-level supervision.

Challenges. Different LLMs may have different knowledge boundaries and it varies across
the time if parameter changes. SFT trained models like SMART (Qian et al., 2025) offer a
streamlined solution but may struggle with generalization across diverse tasks and environ-
ments. On the other hand, although self-correction is a highly sought-after capability for
intelligent agents, current methods face several obstacles. They often rely on large, carefully
curated datasets to teach models how to distinguish between correct and incorrect decisions.
Moreover, test-time scaling approaches can be computationally demanding, requiring sig-
nificant inference time (Zhang et al., 2025b; Li et al., 2025c). A promising solution would be
to reduce the need for such large datasets and enable agents to learn effectively from only a
few samples or demonstrations. In the best-case scenario, agents would self-evolve during
training by recognizing potential mistakes and correcting them on the fly.

3.2.2 User & Interaction Monitoring

User and interaction monitoring enables Conversational Agents to continuously understand,
interpret, and track user behaviors, preferences, and states across interactions, ensuring that
agent responses remain relevant, coherent, and contextually appropriate. In this section, we
discuss: User State Tracking, capturing structured user information and goals; Personality
& Persona, facilitating tailored interactions based on user-specific preferences and agent
personalities; and Emotion & Sentiment, enhancing conversational effectiveness through
empathetic and emotionally attuned responses.
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User State Tracking. State tracking is the mechanism by which a conversational system
maintains a persistent and structured memory representation of all relevant user informa-
tion, goals, and context of interaction over multiple turns (Wang et al., 2021; Jacqmin et al.,
2022; Hu et al., 2022; Heck et al., 2023; Chung et al., 2023b). Without a coherent record of
these evolving attributes—such as preferences, constraints, or previously provided data—an
agent is prone to generating inconsistent or irrelevant responses that fail to reflect prior
inputs. With the advent of end-to-end systems and LLMs in TOD, recent works have focused
on improving state tracking via prompt-based techniques (Feng et al., 2023b), or fine-tuning
using specially designed domain-specific conversational datasets like MultiWOZ, SNIPS, or
SGD (Niu et al., 2024). Comparing user state tracking to API-calling or tool-based language
agents highlights its pivotal role in orchestrating external queries and actions. While these
newer capabilities enable a model to retrieve real-time information, perform computational
tasks, or call APIs as part of the conversation (Li et al., 2024b), coherent state-tracking is
what ensures these external operations remain context-appropriate and consistent with user
requests. For instance, a restaurant-booking agent may invoke a reservation API only when
the dialogue state indicates the user has specified a preferred date, time, and cuisine type.
Equally, a research assistant chatbot can reference an academic database through function
calls once it confirms the user’s topic, publication year, and format requirements. In both
scenarios, state-tracking provides the critical scaffolding for decision-making, enabling the
agent to track when, why, and how to invoke external tools—ultimately delivering more
accurate, context-sensitive responses that align with the user’s evolving goals (Su et al.,
2023; Niu et al., 2024).

Personality & Persona. Personality and persona approaches enable Conversational Agents
to exhibit distinct character traits, preferences, and emotional behaviors, making interactions
more engaging and human-like. Personalization is built upon retrieving specific portions of
memory by tailoring responses to individual user needs, preferences, and past interactions,
enhancing trust and user engagement (Salemi et al., 2024; Park et al., 2023; Chen et al.,
2024a). Recent methods such as BeCand (Lim et al., 2023) introduce persona-driven clarifi-
cation strategies, allowing agents to ask contextually aligned follow-up questions based on
distinct persona attributes. Similarly, Personalized Agent Assistants (PAA) (Huang et al.,
2023) dynamically adapt dialogue strategies and language styles according to learned user
preferences, providing tailored conversational experiences. CharacterChat (Tu et al., 2023)
incorporates explicit emotional expressions and consistent personality traits by supporting
nuanced sentiments and enhancing human-agent social interaction. Finally, OPPU (Tan
et al., 2024b) aims to scale personalization with parameter-efficient fine-tuning (PEFT) by
injecting personal PEFT parameters into LLMs, while PER-PCS (Tan et al., 2024a) intro-
duces a collaborative framework that shares minimal PEFT pieces, maintaining OPPU-level
performance with reduced computation and storage overhead.

Emotion & Sentiment. Emotional support is a crucial ability for many conversation sce-
narios (Ghosal et al., 2020; Zheng et al., 2023; Deng et al., 2023; Yan et al., 2024b), including
social interactions, mental health support, and customer service chats. Considering the
user’s emotions facilitates empathetic conversations, allowing both parties to understand
each other’s experiences and feelings, which is crucial to establish seamless relationships
and is also integral to building trustworthy Conversational Agents. Most of the previous
work develops an emotional and empathetic dialogue system in isolation, mainly predict
the emotion from a predefined set and generate the corresponding response conditioned
on given context and predicted emotion (Zheng et al., 2021; Cheng et al., 2023). Instead, a
Conversational Agent seamlessly blends them all into one cohesive conversational flow,
regarding user emotion and other statuses as necessary intermediate reasoning steps to
reach the final responses (Wang et al., 2023c).

Challenges. Effective user and interaction monitoring currently faces several concrete
challenges. While state tracking aims to maintain context over multiple turns, inherent
ambiguities in interpreting user intent and rapidly evolving emotional cues often lead to
fragmented or inconsistent representations. Many current approaches rely on superficial
methods that detect predefined emotions or static personality traits, failing to capture the
nuanced dynamics of user interactions. To address this, we advocate the development
of dedicated modules that explicitly capture and update users’ intentions and emotional
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states. By incorporating “system 2 thinking”, where the agent engages in deeper, reflective
reasoning, the Conversational Agent can generate responses that not only acknowledge but
also echo the user’s emotional tone in a contextually appropriate manner (Li et al., 2025c).
Moreover, integrating these modules within a more cohesive digital twin framework (Li
et al., 2025a) can also provide continuous, real-time updates to the agent’s internal state,
enabling more robust, proactive, and goal-oriented interactions that enhance trust and
overall conversational quality.

3.3 Control

Control enables Conversational Agents to perform precise decision-making, ensuring effec-
tive tool use and consistent policy adherence. We categorize control into two dimensions:
Tool Utilization and Policy Learning & Following.

3.3.1 Tool Utilization

Tool utilization empowers Conversational Agents to extend their reasoning and interaction
beyond internal knowledge by accessing external resources to solve user queries effectively.
We focus on two dimensions: Tool Selection, identifying the appropriate tool based on context
and intent; and Tool Execution, deciding when and how to invoke tools.

Tool Selection. Selecting the appropriate tool from a set of available options involves identi-
fying the correct function name (e.g., get weather(), along with specifying suitable function
arguments (e.g., location=”Urbana”) and argument types (e.g., string). The most straight-
forward approach involves equipping LLMs with predefined tool calling capabilities (Qin
et al., 2024a; Qu et al., 2025). Toolformer (Schick et al., 2023) was among the first approaches
demonstrating how LLMs can autonomously learn both when and how to invoke external
APIs within specific task contexts. Following that, Gorilla (Patil et al., 2023) introduced
a framework to generate large-scale Python API libraries to facilitate diverse tool usage,
while ToolLLM (Qin et al., 2024b) expanded the methodology further by providing com-
prehensive tool integration frameworks coupled with specialized datasets tailored to API
usage patterns. Granite-Function Calling Model (Abdelaziz et al., 2024) and xLAM (Zhang
et al., 2024b;a) addressed specific challenges such as undefined function calls, incorrect ar-
gument types, and argument hallucination by generating a diverse function-calling dataset
followed by a post-training stage. Hammer (Lin et al., 2025) subsequently extended these
developments through an irrelevance-augmented dataset that improves the model’s ability
to avoid selecting inappropriate functions, combined with a function-masking technique
to minimize naming-based misinterpretations and reduce overfitting. These approaches
achieved top performance on the Berkeley Function Calling Leaderboard (BFCL)2 using
relatively small-scale, openly available models. In parallel to these methods, works such as
CREATOR (Qian et al., 2023) and LATM (Cai et al., 2024) aim to generate their own tools
instead of completely relying on available ones. While these works show promising results
in tool selection or creation, challenges remain in determining when and how to execute
tools for external information, particularly in multi-turn user interactions.

Tool Execution. After selecting the appropriate tool, an agent must correctly execute it by
interacting with external databases or APIs and retrieving accurate outputs to fulfill user
requests (Schick et al., 2023). Previous approaches such as ToolAlpaca (Tang et al., 2023) and
ToolLLM (Qin et al., 2024b) automatically construct large-scale tool-use corpora and fine-
tune LLMs to support generalized and diverse tool usage. Differently, ToolkenGPT (Hao
et al., 2023c) introduces specialized ”tool tokens” directly during the language modeling
phase, and HuggingGPT (Shen et al., 2023) orchestrates external expert models from the
HuggingFace library as tools. However, effective tool execution also requires the agent
to discern when to perform a function call versus when to respond directly to the user in
multi-turn settings. To address these, Agent-Tuning (Zeng et al., 2024) and FireAct (Chen
et al., 2023a) utilizes SFT on compact yet diverse multi-turn conversational datasets, en-
compassing both general and tool-oriented agent-specific dialogues. Expanding on this,
Agent-FLAN (Chen et al., 2024d) further explores optimal dataset design and training

2https://gorilla.cs.berkeley.edu/leaderboard.html
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methodologies, performing thorough evaluations to validate generalization. Similarly,
ToolACE (Liu et al., 2025b) automates the generation of high-quality and diverse synthetic
data, but through a self-evolving pipeline leveraging multi-agent dialogues and dual-layer
verification to improve function-execution accuracy. On the other hand, in the TOD do-
main, FNCTOD (Li et al., 2024b) is fine-tuned exclusively on a smaller, domain-specific
API dataset tailored specifically for accurate state tracking in limited application contexts.
Finally, CoALM (Acikgoz et al., 2025) proposes leveraging multi-turn conversational skills
and tool-use capabilities through ReAct-style training on multi-task datasets that span both
TOD and language agent domains, advancing toward unified Conversational Agents.

Challenges. Tool utilization in Conversational Agents faces limitations in accurately select-
ing the appropriate tools and executing them effectively without unnecessary invocations
or redundant interactions. Current methods often suffer from issues such as undefined
function calls, argument hallucination, incorrect argument type (Zhang et al., 2024b), and
inefficient tool use (Qian et al., 2025) due to limited meta-cognitive awareness. RL ap-
proaches offer promising solutions for this issue thanks to their customizable and flexible
reward mechanisms (), but they are under-explored in tool-learning. Further exploration
of proactive mechanisms, similar to digital twin concepts, could also yield agents capable
of anticipatory and context-sensitive interactions, substantially improving the overall user
experience.

3.3.2 Policy Learning & Following

Policy learning and following defined policies are well studied problems in traditional
dialogue systems (Young, 2002; Levin et al., 2000; Wen et al., 2017; Liu & Lane, 2017; Peng
et al., 2018; Geishauser et al., 2022), but are often overlooked in current systems and agents.
User-defined policies are desirable in Conversational Agents to maintain controllability
and strict instruction adherence, which otherwise could degrade into inconsistent or even
hallucinated behaviors in complex tasks. Hudeček & Dusek (2023) first highlight that while
instruction-tuned LLMs can complete dialogues plausibly, they often fail to track belief states
and follow policies without explicit grounding. Building on this insight, SGPTOD (Zhang
et al., 2023) proposes schema-guided prompting, where structured policy and belief state
information is explicitly injected into LLM inputs to enforce better policy adherence without
requiring fine-tuning. FlowBench (Xiao et al., 2024) extends this direction by formalizing
dialogue flows as structured workflows and systematically benchmarking how well LLMs
align with them, revealing that even with explicit flow guidance, models often deviate under
distribution shifts. Extending these insights, AutoTOD (Xu et al., 2024) unified the modular
TOD components into a single instruction-following model guided by explicit API schemas,
allowing agents to autonomously adhere to complex dialogue policies while providing
greater controllability. On the other hand, in the τ-Bench (Yao et al., 2024) Benchmark, agents
are required to follow a predefined dialogue policy during conversations, which makes
the task more challenging as they must adhere to these constraints while simultaneously
interacting with users to fulfill their intents.

Challenges. Policy-following remains underexplored yet is critical for effective Conversa-
tional Agents, which also relates to long and multi-turn instruction following capabilities of
LLMs. As policies grow in length, agents must memorize these extensive instructions while
interacting with users. For instance, in τ-Bench, many agents fail to adhere to policies once
the length of the conversation increases, leading them to forget or violate policy rules—one
of the most frequently reported failure scenarios (Yao et al., 2024). Moreover, providing poli-
cies as a single long text may not be the most effective approach for agents to interpret and
act upon them. More efficient retrieval-oriented or structured methods could be promising
directions for future investigation (Xiao et al., 2024).

4 Research Roadmap Towards Better Conversational Agents

As the advancements in LLMs, language agents, and conversational systems accelerate,
several critical areas emerge as vital avenues for future research on Conversational Agents.
This section identifies and elaborates on these directions.
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Long-term Multi-turn Reasoning and Policy Alignment. One persistent obstacle in design-
ing reliable Conversational Agents is their tendency to lose track of user intent and dialogue
context over extended multi-turn interactions (Zhang et al., 2025a). Existing LLMs often
struggle with state tracking when the conversation depth increases. This limitation becomes
especially problematic for policy-driven systems (e.g., travel agencies) where failing to recall
terms (e.g., ticket cancellation policies) can lead to inaccurate or policy-violating recommen-
dations (Yao et al., 2024). Future research can explore new in-context learning or memory
augmentation techniques to reinforce multi-turn context. Dynamic dialogue state updates
based on explicit discourse representations look promising, but need stronger defenses
against misleading inputs. Maintaining policy alignment across multi-turn conversations
also requires continuous safeguards (e.g, multi-step verification or external function calls)
though these remain challenging to execute reliably. Together, these strategies can foster
more trustworthy, coherent, and policy-compliant agents.

Self-Evolution Capabilities. Yet another intriguing direction for future research is self-
evolving agents that can harness RL to refine their decision-making process online (Fu et al.,
2025; Guo et al., 2025). By generating large-scale interaction trajectories and dynamically
incorporating API calls, these models can continuously adjust their reasoning processes
without relying on extensive offline fine-tuning. Previous work has shown that LLMs can
enhance problem solving abilities by iteratively evaluating and updating their internal
reasoning steps (e.g., solving complex math questions through self-refinement) (Guo et al.,
2025), but it remained underexplored in agentic domain. Extending this approach to multi-
turn dialogue and tool usage would enable models to better navigate intricate user requests
and update dialogue states autonomously. The primary challenge involves ensuring ro-
bust reward modeling and preventing pathological self-reinforcement, where unregulated
updates could induce undesired behaviors. Successful adoption of such techniques could
yield agents that are more adaptable and capable of evolving their skills during real-time
interactions.

Evaluating Conversational Agents. Current methods for evaluating Conversational Agents
rely on static offline benchmarks that are susceptible to data contamination, often producing
misleading assessments of model capabilities (Sainz et al., 2023; Deng et al., 2024). Over-
reliance on prerecorded dialogue datasets fosters overfitting to specific benchmarks rather
than genuine generalization. As a consequence, results obtained from these benchmarks
fail to align with actual user experiences in dynamic, interactive environments like in
real-world settings. To address this, research can focus on online evaluation frameworks
that prevent overfitting and data contamination, using realistic, interactive scenarios (e.g.,
online reservation from websites) where agents directly engage with dynamic content and
complex elements (e.g., changing layouts or pop-ups). Meanwhile, user-centric evaluation
metrics should also supplement traditional computational measures. While automated
metrics provide quantifiable comparisons, they often fail to capture key aspects of user
satisfaction (Liu et al., 2016; Ghandeharioun et al., 2019; Ultes & Maier, 2021). Moreover,
future benchmarks can incorporate measures of conversation efficiency (task completion
time and effort), user cognitive load, and long-term engagement patterns.

New Learning Methods. Previous works often train agents by leveraging the latest LLMs
and constructing domain-specific datasets for fine-tuning. This process can yield compelling
results on specific leaderboards, but some major issues arise: (i) each new base LLM with
improved reasoning or knowledge must be repeatedly fine-tuned at high cost, and (ii)
specialized fine-tuning often leads to degraded performance in unseen scenarios, indicating
weak out-of-distribution generalization. These limitations increase computational and
data-collection overhead and undermine the adaptability of deployed agents. A promising
alternative involves exploring RL approaches that facilitate online policy updates without
the need for extensive SFT. Similar to self-evolution, by continuously learning from real-time
interactions and updates its parameters, agents can adapt more efficiently to maintain robust
performance across diverse environments.

Collaborative and Multi-Agent Task Completion. Current Conversational Agents typically
operate independently, focusing on single-agent scenarios that limit their effectiveness.
Multi-agent coordination and collaboration remains underexplored despite its substantial
potential to enhance task efficiency, distribute workloads effectively, and enable agents
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to jointly handle intricate dialogues requiring varied expertise (Wu et al., 2024b). Future
research can address inter-agent communication protocols, dynamic role assignments,
and the synchronization of shared contexts to facilitate coherent multi-agent dialogues.
Leveraging multi-agent reasoning paradigms can enable multiple agents to collaboratively
explore and refine diverse reasoning paths, effectively addressing complex tasks where
individual agents might fail. Furthermore, establishing robust evaluation frameworks to
quantify both individual agent contributions and overall collaborative effectiveness will be
essential for advancing multi-agent conversational capabilities (Chen et al., 2024c; Zhu et al.,
2025).

Personalized Conversations. Current personalization approaches remain superficial, typi-
cally limited to static preferences or simple recall of past interactions. Due to the significant
variability among user profiles, generalizing personalization to all users is challenging (Chen
et al., 2024b). Future research should focus on techniques that quickly adapt from few sam-
ples or demonstrations, enabling agents to dynamically respond to evolving user goals,
emotions, and interaction styles, thereby ensuring contextualized and effective interactions.

Proactivity. A particularly underdeveloped frontier is proactivity: most agents today are
fundamentally reactive, responding only to explicit user prompts (Lu et al., 2024). In con-
trast, proactive Conversational Agents can anticipate needs, take initiative, and structure
conversations. These agents must plan conversational trajectories, evaluate possible interac-
tion outcomes, and decide when and how to intervene or steer a dialogue. Thus, planning
is essential for proactivity: to act effectively, proactive agents must forecast the impact of
their actions not only on task success but also on the user’s preferences, mental state, and
future behavior. Unlike reactive agents that operate turn by turn, proactive agents require
dialogue-level foresight, balancing initiative-taking with adaptability and user trust. Future
agents should both interpret these features in user input and incorporate them into their
own responses.

Multimodal Conversational Agents. As Conversational Agents evolve beyond text-only
paradigms (Xie et al., 2024b; Ma et al., 2024), developing robust multimodal capabilities
emerges as a critical frontier for future research (Xi et al., 2025; Liu et al., 2025a). Current
agents primarily excel in linguistic processing, yet human communication inherently spans
multiple sensory channels simultaneously, combining speech, vision, and gesture. The
prosodic elements of human speech (e.g., intonation, rhythm, and stress) carry crucial
information often lost in text transcriptions. Future agents should both interpret these
features in user input and incorporate them into their own responses.

5 Final Remarks

Our desideratum introduces a structured definition of Conversational Agents, emphasiz-
ing their essential capabilities, highlighting current limitations, and identifying emerging
capabilities needed for further advancement. Our motivation for categorizing Conver-
sational Agents into reasoning, monitoring, and control dimensions is to provide clarity
and structured guidance for ongoing and future research. We believe that the potential
of Conversational Agents to significantly progress towards AGI is substantial. Through
our work, we hope to encourage deeper discussions and foster research developments,
particularly focusing on (i) new and realistic benchmarks, (ii) multi-turn reasoning and
long-term policy following, (iii) cultivating self-evolution capabilities, (iv) enabling deeper
personalization, and (v) fostering more collaborative proactive engagements with users.

6 Limitations: What This Work Does Not Cover

Although this work provides a comprehensive overview of Conversational Agents based on
our proposed taxonomy, there are several important aspects that remain outside the scope
of this work. Memory, a crucial cognitive component of agents, intersects with multiple
elements of our framework including reasoning (short-term memory), user state tracking
(both short and long-term memory), and personalization (short and long-term memory). We
acknowledge the significance of memory systems, which have been thoroughly examined
in previous surveys (Sumers et al., 2024; Wang et al., 2024b; Xi et al., 2025). Similarly, we
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do not dedicate a separate section to planning, even though it intersects with reasoning
and is briefly mentioned in that context. Additionally, our desiderata intentionally focus on
text-only conversational agents, excluding multimodal capabilities. This boundary allows
us to address fundamental challenges in the text domain before extending to additional
modalities. We also acknowledge that safety considerations for agents while interacting
with users are critically important (Liu et al., 2025a), but not covered in this work. We hope
that our proposed desiderata and the listed resources can serve as a useful foundation for
researchers aiming to build more capable and aligned Conversational Agents.
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Appendix

A How Do Conversational Agents Differ from Basic Agents?

While recent agents can certainly perform intricate reasoning and tool-based operations,
they typically do not engage in real-time, user-centric dialogues or adapt their decision-
making based on evolving user feedback. In contrast, Conversational Agents must integrate
complex reasoning with continuous context-aware conversation loops, dynamically refining
their actions to align with the user’s changing goals and constraints. As demonstrated
by LLM-based frameworks equipped with plugins or tool use, these agents can integrate
diverse external knowledge (e.g., web APIs, databases) while continuously monitoring the
conversation and ensuring alignment with the user’s context and goals, ultimately enabling
personalized and contextually rich interactions.

Dimension Categories Dialogue Systems Language Agent Conversational Agent

Open-ended Task-oriented

Reasoning General Reasoning ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
Agentic Reasoning ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓

Monitor

Self-Impose Capability ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓
Self-Correction ✗ ✗ ✓ ✓
User State Tracking ✓ ✓ ✗ ✓
Personalization & Persona ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
Emotion & Sentiment ✓ ✓ ✗ ✓

Control
Tool Selection ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
Tool Execution ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓
Policy Following ✓ ✓ ✗ ✓

Table 1: Comparison of capabilities among Dialogue Systems, Language Agents, and
Conversational Agents as addressed (✓), partially addressed (✓), and not addressed (✗).

B Additional Details on Reasoning, Monitor, and Control

Reasoning. Conversational Agents leverage advanced reasoning techniques to break down
complex tasks, interpret user objectives, and plan a sequence of steps for successful comple-
tion of tasks. Beyond simple response generation, these systems can integrate multi-step
logic chains or iteratively refine their own decisions, allowing them to reach more accu-
rate conclusions over time. Some frameworks adopt more agentic approaches, blending
reasoning and acting to handle dynamic user needs or unforeseen events. Additionally, by
incorporating user feedback at each stage, Conversational Agents can clarify ambiguous
requirements, adapt to new incoming information, and collaboratively refine their reasoning
to deliver increasingly robust and personalized solutions.

Monitor. A core capability of Conversational Agents lies in tracking both internal and user-
centric states. Internally, they maintain self-awareness by monitoring their own performance,
constraints, and opportunities for self-correction when errors or oversights arise. Externally,
they focus on user and interaction monitoring by maintaining an evolving representation
of user context—from preferences and past interactions to emotional cues—to deliver
personalized and empathetic engagement. Although some designs may include additional
environment awareness or external context under proactive behaviors, the key objective
remains user awareness: proactively addressing user needs, asking clarifying questions, or
adjusting strategies when objectives shift or are ambiguous.

Control. Finally, Conversational Agents can invoke external resources and tools on demand.
Rather than relying solely on static internal knowledge, they can call APIs or databases to
retrieve up-to-date information—such as flight prices or product availability—and perform
actions like booking a reservation or placing an order. By weaving tool usage seamlessly into
the conversation, these systems preserve a natural dialogue flow while executing complex
tasks. Furthermore, adherence to policies or guidelines ensures that actions taken align with
user constraints and ethical considerations.
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C Evaluation of Conversational Agents

Although evaluating agents is beyond the scope of our paper, we would like to share
some discussion points as supplementary material for evaluating Conversational Agents,
specifically on: (i) Tool Utilization and (ii) Conversational Task Completion. We also provide a
comparison of their features in Table 2.

Benchmarks # of Samples Tool Execution Multi-Step Multi-Turn Real API

ALFWorld (Shridhar et al., 2021) 274 ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗
ScienceWorld (Wang et al., 2022a) 1,800 ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗
Webshop (Yao et al., 2022b) 1,211 ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗
API-Bank (Li et al., 2023) 314 ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗
ToolAlpaca (Tang et al., 2023) 3,938 ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗
NexusRaven (Srinivasan et al., 2023) 318 ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗
TravelPlanner (Xie et al., 2024a) 1,225 ✓ ✓ ✗ ✗
AppBench (Wang et al., 2024a) 800 ✗ ✓ ✗ ✓
Sea-tools (Wu et al., 2024a) 294 ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗
τ-Bench (Yao et al., 2024) 165 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗
BFCL-V3 (Yan et al., 2024a) 4,751 ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓

Table 2: Comparison of recent benchmarks for evaluating Conversational Agents.

C.1 Tool Utilization Benchmarks

API-Bank (Li et al., 2023) pioneered comprehensive benchmarking for tool-augmented
LLMs by introducing hundreds of annotated multi-turn dialogues, making it one of the
first benchmarks to systematically evaluate a language agent’s ability to plan and select
appropriate API calls in context. Similarly, ToolAlpaca (Tang et al., 2023) introduced a novel
self-generated dataset comprising nearly 4,000 diverse tool-use cases across over 400 APIs,
leveraging multi-agent simulation to enable generalized tool use. In contrast, the evaluation
sets of NexusRaven (Srinivasan et al., 2023) and Seal-Tools (Wu et al., 2024a) primarily
focus on assessing the single-turn function-calling capabilities of LLMs. More recently,
BFCL V3 (Yan et al., 2024a) expanded these benchmarks to specifically evaluate multi-turn,
multi-step tool use, including real-time APIs, making it one of the most comprehensive and
challenging benchmarks for assessing capabilities of language agents in function calling
scenarios.

C.2 Conversational Task Completion

Beyond tool utilization, task completion benchmarks evaluate Conversational Agents’ multi-
turn capabilities and action-taking skills needed to achieve user-driven goals in interactive,
multi-step environments grounded in real-world tasks. ALFWorld (Shridhar et al., 2021)
bridges textual planning and embodied execution by aligning abstract reasoning in a text-
based simulator with different action sequences (e.g, open the cabinet) in a 3D household
environment and ScienceWorld (Wang et al., 2022a) presents an interactive text-based
laboratory environment that evaluates scientific reasoning at a fifth-grade level by requiring
agents to perform experiments and explain outcomes. On the other hand, WebShop (Yao
et al., 2022b) introduces a large-scale web interaction environment where an agent must
fulfill realistic shopping requests from the user by navigating a simulated e-commerce site
with over a million products, using search and submit actions. Unlike these approaches,
TravelPlanner (Xie et al., 2024a) introduces a benchmark for evaluating the multi-step
planning abilities of LLMs in the travel domain, requiring agents to generate complete
itineraries using a suite of tools and satisfy user constraints. According to the results,
most LLMs perform poorly on this benchmark. However, one limitation is that while the
benchmark may require multiple subsequent or parallel function calls, it lacks multi-turn
interaction with users. Most notably, τ-bench (Yao et al., 2024) integrates both realistic tool
utilization, policy following and long-horizon, multi-turn dialogue with simulated users.
This dual emphasis makes τ-bench particularly well-suited for evaluating Conversational
Agents, as it captures the interplay between natural language interaction and sequential
decision-making in complex task-oriented settings.
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