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Multi-modal conversation emotion recognition (MCER) aims to recognize and track the speaker’s emotional
state using text, speech, and visual information in the conversation scene. Analyzing and studyingMCER issues
is significant to affective computing, intelligent recommendations, and human-computer interaction fields.
Unlike the traditional single-utterance multi-modal emotion recognition or single-modal conversation emotion
recognition, MCER is a more challenging problem that needs to deal with more complex emotional interaction
relationships. The critical issue is learning consistency and complementary semantics for multi-modal feature
fusion based on emotional interaction relationships. To solve this problem, people have conducted extensive
research on MCER based on deep learning technology, but there is still a lack of systematic review of the
modeling methods. Therefore, a timely and comprehensive overview of MCER’s recent advances in deep
learning is of great significance to academia and industry. In this survey, we provide a comprehensive overview
of MCERmodeling methods and roughly divide MCERmethods into four categories, i.e., context-free modeling,
sequential context modeling, speaker-differentiated modeling, and speaker-relationship modeling. In addition,
we further discuss MCER’s publicly available popular datasets, multi-modal feature extraction methods,
application areas, existing challenges, and future development directions. We hope that our review can help
MCER researchers understand the current research status in emotion recognition, provide some inspiration,
and develop more efficient models.

CCS Concepts: • General and reference→ Surveys and overviews; • Human-centered computing→
Natural language interfaces.

Additional Key Words and Phrases: Multi-modal conversational emotion recognition, Deep Learning, Multi-
modal datasets, Multi-modal feature fusion, Multimodal feature extraction

1 INTRODUCTION
With the development of the mobile Internet, social media has become the main platform for
people to communicate with each other [74]. Users can fully express their emotions through multi-
modal data such as text, voice, image, and video. Building an multi-modal conversational emotion
recognition model through multi-modal data is of vital practical significance for understanding
users’ true emotional intentions [21]. Therefore, researchers have been trying to give machines the
ability to understand emotions in recent years [51], [132].

Before the rise of multi-modal conversation emotion recognition research, early conversational
emotion recognition methods [41, 62, 104, 131] mainly focused on single-modal text or speech,
and they only considered the context dependencies between texts (or speech) and the semantic
∗Corresponding Author

Authors’ addresses: Yuntao Shou, shouyuntao@stu.xjtu.edu.cn, Central South University of Forestry and Technology,
ChangSha, Hunan, China, 410004; Tao Meng, mengtao@hnu.edu.cn, Central South University of Forestry and Technology,
ChangSha, Hunan, China, 410004; Wei Ai, aiwei@hnu.edu.cn, Central South University of Forestry and Technology, Chang-
Sha, Hunan, China, 410004; Guinan Guo, guogn3@mail2.sysu.edu.cn, Sun Yat-sen University, GuangZhou, GuangDong,
China, 510275; Nan Yin, nan.yin@mbzuai.ac.ae, Mohamed bin Zayed University of Artificial Intelligence, Masdar City, Abu
Dhabi, UAE, 100701; Keqin Li, lik@newpaltz.edu, State University of New York, New Paltz, New York, USA, 12561.

J. ACM, Vol. 37, No. 4, Article 111. Publication date: August 2023.

ar
X

iv
:2

31
2.

05
73

5v
1 

 [
cs

.A
I]

  1
0 

D
ec

 2
02

3



111:2 Shou et al.

Here you go. (Neutral)

Wait, Rach! Where's the other one? (Neutral)

Rachel Karen Green, where's the other 

earring? (Anger)

Okay, look, just don't freak out, 

but I kinda lost it. (Fear)

Oh what, you-you want both of them? (Surprise)

Well, what am I going to tell Monica? She 

wants to wear them tonight! (Fear)

Tell her to wear her own earrings. (Anger)

Person A Person B

Fig. 1. An example of a multimodal conversation emotion recognition dataset which contains three modal
features: video, audio, and text. The task of MCER is to identify the emotion label of each speaker at the
current moment based on the utterance content (e.g., neutral, angry, surprised, etc.).

information of words (or audio) themselves to analyze and recognize emotions [71], [118], [94].
However, only extracting the emotional information contained in the text data may not be enough
for the model to understand the emotion expressed by the speaker, because the speaker may be
more reserved when expressing his opinion [20, 133]. For example, a speaker may be veiled in
expressing his anger, which may result in a more neutral utterance. In response to the above
problems, multi-modal conversational emotion recognition (MCER) technology was proposed
to solve the problem of insufficient expression of text semantic information [92], [91], [118]. As
shown in Fig. 1, MCER aims to extract semantic information complementary within and between
modalities and identify the emotions expressed by speakers in text, audio, and video. The advantage
of MCER is that when the emotional polarity of text information is insufficiently expressed [55],
the model can use visual information (such as facial expressions, etc.) and audio information (such
as tone, etc.) to enhance the emotional understanding of text information [114], [115], [117], [116].

However, unlike traditional single-utterance multi-modal emotion recognition or single-modal
conversation emotion recognition, MCER is a more challenging issue that requires consideration
of factors such as multi-modal context, dialogue scenarios, speaker’s own emotional inertia, and
interlocutor stimulation [9, 127]. Powerful deep learning technology [93] enables MCER to recog-
nize emotion by fusing semantic features with complex emotional interactions. Feature fusion in
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MCER mainly considers intra-modal contextual semantic information fusion and inter-modal com-
plementary semantic information fusion [36]. On the one hand, intra-modal contextual semantic
information fusion refers to extracting the temporal and spatial dependencies of speaker feature
representations in each modality. On the other hand, complementary semantic information fusion
between modalities refers to using the interactive information between different modalities to
enhance the emotional understanding ability of the model. MCER synergistically improves the effect
of emotion recognition by fusing the characteristics of various modal data, which has important
theoretical significance for processing and understanding multi-modal data [29, 113, 130].

Despite more and more people being devoted to researching new models and methods for multi-
modal conversation emotion recognition [9, 18, 59], there is still a lack of understanding of the
theoretical and methodological classification of multi-modal conversational emotion recognition,
especially multi-modal conversational emotion recognition based on deep learning. To the best
of our knowledge, this survey is the first comprehensive survey focusing on deep learning in
multi-modal conversation emotion recognition. Existing surveys mainly focus on single-utterance
multi-modal emotion recognition [133] or single-modal conversation emotion recognition [11].
Therefore, with the rapid penetration of deep learning in various fields, multi-modal conversation
emotion recognition methods based on deep learning have become a research hotspot and require
timely and comprehensive investigation.
Based on the above analysis, our survey summarizes the research work on multi-modal con-

versational emotion recognition. We first list some publicly available and popular datasets in the
field of MCER, and list the commonly used feature extraction methods for each modality. Secondly,
as shown in Fig. 2, we roughly divide the MCER methods into four categories, i.e., context-free
modeling, sequential context modeling, distinguishing-speaker modeling, speaker-relationship
modeling. Third, we provide evaluation indicators for MCER experiments. Fourth, we give the
applications and problems of MCER. Finally, we illustrate future research directions.

The contributions made in this paper are summarized as follows:

• New Taxonomy: We provide a new taxonomy for multi-modal conversational emotion
recognition. Specifically, we classify existing MCER methods into four groups: context-
free modeling, sequential context modeling, distinguishing-speaker modeling, and speaker-
relationship modeling.

• Comprehensive Review: This paper provides the most comprehensive review of deep
learning and machine learning algorithms for MCER. For each modeling approach, we
provide representative models and make corresponding comparisons.

• Abundant Resources:We collect relevant resour-ces about MCER, including state-of-the-art
models and publicly available datasets. This paper can serve as a practical guide for learning
and developing different emotion recognition algorithms.

• Future Directions:We analyzed the limitations of existing MCER methods and proposed
possible future research directions in many aspects, such as the collaborative generation
of multi-modal data, the deep fusion of multi-modal features, and the unbiased learning of
multi-modal emotions.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 summarizes the publicly available and popular
datasets in the field of MCER. Section 3 illustrates the background, definitions, and commonly
used feature extraction techniques for MCER. Section 4 broadly divides MCER methods into four
categories and analyzes their advantages and disadvantages. Section 5 summarizes some commonly
used evaluation metrics for MCER tasks. Section 6 gives the performance of different algorithms on
the IEMOCAP and MELD data sets. Section 7 discusses the real-life applications of MCER. Section
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Deep Learning

Context-free-based

Deep Learning-based Methods

CNN-based

CNN

Speaker relationship-based

Distinguish speakers-based

Sequential context-based
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Fig. 2. A taxonomy of modeling approaches for multi-modal conversational emotion recognition in conver-
sation. We categorize existing MCER methods into four categories, i.e., context-free modeling, sequential
context modeling, distinguishing-speaker modeling, and speaker-relationship modeling.

8 illustrates the problems of existing research and Section 9 gives directions for future research.
Finally, we conclude the work of this paper.

2 POPULAR BENCHMARK DATASETS
Table 1 presents seven publicly available emotion recognition benchmark datasets. We counted
the release time, modality, and open-source URL for each dataset. As shown in Table 2, we also
counted the distribution of the data set on different emotional labels, and the data showed a long-tail
distribution.

Table 1. Publicly available benchmark datasets in multi-modal conversational emotion recognition.

Datasets Year Modality Available at

IEMOCAP [5] 2008 Text,Video,Audio https://sail.usc.edu/iemocap/
MELD [80] 2019 Text,Video,Audio https://web.eecs.umich.edu/∼mihalcea/downloads/MELD.Raw.tar.gz

DailyDialog [52] 2017 Text https://huggingface.co/datasets/daily_dialog
EmoryNLP [125] 2017 Text https://github.com/emorynlp/character-mining
SEMAINE [70] 2012 Text,Video,Audio https://semaine-db.eu/

EmotionLines [30] 2018 Text https://doraemon.iis.sinica.edu.tw/emotionlines/index.html
EmoContext [7] 2019 Text https://www.humanizing-ai.com/emocontext.html

2.1 IEMOCAP
The IEMOCAP dataset [5] was released in 2008 and contains 12.46 hours of conversations. The
IEMOCAP dataset contains three modal features, i.e., video, audio and text, and it is the first
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Table 2. Distribution of seven conversational emotion recognition datasets on different emotion labels.

Labels IEMOCAP MELD EmoContext EmotionLines EmoryNLP DailyDialog SEMAINE

Neutral 1,708 6,436 - 6,530 15,104 855,72 -
Happiness/Joy 648 2,308 4,669 1,710 11,020 12,885 93

Surprise/Powerful - 1,636 - 1,658 4,252 1,823 -
Sadness 1,084 1,002 5,838 498 3,376 1,150 58

Anger/Mad 1,103 1,607 5,954 772 5,328 1,022 41
Disgust - 361 - 338 - 354 7

Fear/Scared - 358 - 255 6,584 74 3
Frustrated 1,849 - - - - - -
Excited 1,041 - - - - - -
Other - - 21,960 - 4,760 - 197

multi-modal dataset for MCER. In the IEMOCAP dataset, ten theater actors express specific emotion
categories (i.e., sad, neutral, frustrated, anger, happy, excited) through binary dialogue. To ensure
the consistency and accuracy of annotation, each sentence is annotated by multiple experts.

2.2 MELD
The MELD dataset [80] is from the classic TV series Friends, which contains text, video and audio
data. The MELD dataset contains a total of 13,709 video clips, and each sentence is labeled as a
specific emotion (i.e., anger, neutral, fear, disgust, surprise, joy, disgust). In addition, the MELD
dataset is also annotated by neutral, negative and positive three-category emotion. To ensure the
consistency and accuracy of annotation, each sentence is annotated by multiple experts.

2.3 DailyDialog
The DailyDialog dataset [52] is a multi-turn dialogue dataset about daily chat scenarios, which only
contains text modalities. The DailyDialog dataset contain 13, 000 dialogues and labels each sentence
with intention (i.e., inform, commissive, directives, questions) and emotion (surprise, sadness, fear,
happiness, disgust, anger). Each sentence is annotated jointly by three experts.

2.4 EmoryNLP
EmoryNLP [125] is a unimodal dataset, containing only text modalities. The EmoryNLP dataset
contains 12,606 utterances, and each utterance is annotated with seven emotions: peaceful, scared,
crazy, powerful, sad, happy, and neutral. EmoryNLP dataset is divided into training set, testing set
and validation set.

2.5 SEMAINE
SEMAINE [70] is a multi-modal conversation data set, which contains four binary conversations
between robots and humans. The SEMAINE data set has 95 dialogues with a total of 5798 sentences.
Four emotional dimensions are marked: Valence, Arousal, Expectancy, and Power. Valence, Arousa,
and Expectancy are continuous values in the range [-1, 1], and the size of the SEMAINE data set is
small.

2.6 EmotionnLines
The EmotionLines dataset [30] comes from binary conversations between Friends and Facebook,
and it only contains text data. The EmotionLines dataset contains 1,000 dialogues with a total of
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Fig. 3. Timeline of multimodal conversational emotion recognition algorithms.

29,245 sentences. Seven categories of emotions are marked: neutral, fear, surprise, sadness, anger,
happiness, disgust. The EmotionLines dataset is rarely used in conversational emotion recognition.

2.7 EmoContext
The EmoContext data set [7] only contains text data. It has a total of 38,421 dialogues and a total of
115,263 sentences. Three types of emotions are marked: happiness, sadness, and anger. Although
the EmoContext data is large, it is rarely used in conversational emotion recognition because it
only contains text data.

3 BACKGROUND, DEFINITION, AND FEATURE EXTRACTION
3.1 Background
As shown in Fig. 3, we counted multi-modal conversational emotion recognition algorithms from
2000 to 2023. As can be seen from the figure, before 2018, traditional machine learning algorithms
were mainly used, and then deep learning algorithms gradually became the main ones. Next, we
briefly return to the main development history of the MCER algorithm.

3.1.1 Brief History of Conversational Emotion Recognition. The emotion recognition method based
on the dictionary is the earliest used for emotion recognition [24], which motivated early work
on naive bayes method [15]. With the widespread application of machine learning algorithms
in classification tasks, the representative machine learning classification algorithm (SVM [85],
[35], and binary decision tree [10], [47], [61], etc) has also begun to shine in the field of emotion
recognition. The above-mentioned method determines the category of emotion by learning the
polarity and occurrence frequency of emotional words in the text, which is difficult to extract the
semantic information and context information.
Encouraged by the success of CNNs in the field of computer vision (CV), CNNs began to be

migrated to text classification tasks and received extensive research attention [39], [44], [42]. In
2017, Poria et al. [78] used LSTM for the first time to resolve dependencies between contexts. Since
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then, improvements, extensions and applications of LSTMs and GRUs have increased [26], [69],
[25], [82]. Until recently, many GNN-based methods (e.g., [20], [37], [89], [50], [124]) emerged.
Apart from CNNs, RNNs, and GNNs, many alternative Transformer-based methods (e.g., [131], [49],
[132]) have been developed in the past decades. We detail the categories to which these algorithms
belong in Section 4.

3.1.2 Multi-modal Conversational Emotion Recognition Versus Traditional Machine Learning. MCER
methods based on traditional machine learning [85], [10], [47], [61], [57], [35] are closely related
to hand-extracted features, which have attracted increasing attention from the data mining and
emotion recognition communities. These methods aim to learn the feature embeddings of raw data
for subsequent downstream tasks such as classification and clustering. The classic conversational
emotion recognition method based on machine learning is to use support vector machine to map
emotional features to a hyperplane and classify them [85], [3]. However, these methods require a
large amount of high-quality labeled data.

3.1.3 Conversational Emotion Recognition Versus Convolutional Neural Network. The CNN-based
emotion recognition methods [63], [44], [42] are the first deep learning method to solve the emotion
classification problem historically [41]. These CNN-based methods employ convolutional filters to
extract semantic features of text so that the model can use supervised learning to understand the
meaning of text. Similar to machine learning algorithms, CNN can also map emotional features into
vector space through mapping functions. The difference is that this mapping function is learned
in an end-to-end manner. Since the convolution kernel extracts local receptive field information,
CNN cannot contain contextual semantic information.

3.1.4 Multi-modal Conversational Emotion Recognition Versus Recurrent Neural Network. The RNN-
based emotion recognition methods [64], [100], [69], [42] are developed on the basis of CNN, but
they believe that contexts should be mutually influential and interdependent [64], [100]. These RNN-
based methods usually use LSTM or GRU (to avoid gradient disappearance or gradient explosion) to
extract semantic features including context. Similar to CNN, RNN can also map emotional features
into vector space through mapping functions in an end-to-end manner.

3.1.5 Multi-modal Conversational Emotion Recognition Versus Transformer. Similar to the RNN-
based emotion recognition method, the Transformer-based emotion recognition methods [36], [56],
[102], [81] also extract semantic information including context, and completes subsequent emotion
classification based on this [56]. However, unlike RNN, Transformer’s sequential context modeling
ability is better than RNN. Therefore, the accuracy of the Transformer-based emotion recognition
methods are significantly better than RNNs.

3.1.6 Multi-modal Conversational Emotion Recognition Versus Graph Neural Network. The GNN-
based emotion recognition methods [58], [130], [50], [37], [89] inherit the idea of the RNN method,
i.e., the contexts should interact and depend on each other [20]. On the basis of RNN, GNNs believe
that there is also a relationship of mutual influence between speakers. Therefore, GNNs model the
dialogue relationship between speakers through the inherent properties of the graph structure.

3.2 Definitions and Preliminaries
The symbols used in this paper are listed in Table 3. Now, we define the sets needed to understand
this paper. In particular, we use uppercase letters for matrices and lowercase letters for vectors.

Definition 1 (Utterances context) The multi-modal conversational emotion recognition task aims
to recognize the emotional changes (e.g., happiness, and sadness, etc) of speakers {𝑆1, 𝑆2, . . . , 𝑆𝑀 }
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Table 3. Some symbols commonly used in the paper.

Notations Descriptions

|· | The length of the set.⊙
Element-wise product.

G A graph.
V A set of nodes in a graph.
𝑣 A node 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉
E A set of edges in a graph.
𝑒𝑖 𝑗 An edge 𝑒𝑖 𝑗 ∈ 𝐸.
𝑁 (𝑣) The neighbors of a node 𝑣 .
𝑆 A speaker.
𝑢 An utterance.
𝐾 The context window size.
𝑀 The number of the speakers.
𝐿 The number of utterances in a dialogue.
𝑈 The set of contextual utterence.
R The type of edge.
W Learnable parameters.
A The adjacency matrix of a graph.
𝑚 The node properties of the graph.
𝑥𝑡 ∈ R𝑑 𝑑-dimensional text feature vectors.
𝑥𝑎 ∈ R𝑘 𝑘-dimensional audio feature vectors.
𝑥 𝑣 ∈ Rℎ ℎ-dimensional video feature vectors.
𝑥 Concatenated video, audio and text feature vectors.

at the current moment 𝑡 in a dialogue. 𝐿 represents the number of utterances in a dialogue, 𝑈
represent a set of contextual utterances, and𝑈 = {𝑢1, 𝑢2, . . . , 𝑢𝐿}.

The MCER task aims to correctly classify each utterance by incorporating contextual information.
At the current moment 𝑡 , the model needs to infer the speaker’s emotion based on the context
information {𝑢1, 𝑢2, . . . , 𝑢𝑡−1}. We assume that the context window size is set to 𝐾 . The set of
contextual utterances is defined as follows:

𝐶𝜆 = {𝑢𝑖 | 𝑖 ∈ [𝑡 − 𝐾, 𝑡 − 1], 𝑢𝑖 ∈ 𝑈𝜆, | 𝐶𝜆 |≤ 𝐾} (1)

When the context window size is 6, the speaker’s contextual utterances and predicted utterances
are shown in Table 4.

Definition 2 (Dialogue graph) A dialogue graph is represented as G = {V, E,R,W}, where V is
a set of nodes in the graph, E is a set of edges, 𝑣𝑖 ∈ V represents the 𝑖-th node, 𝑒𝑖 𝑗 = (𝑣𝑖 , 𝑣 𝑗 ) ∈ E
represents a directed edge from 𝑣𝑖 to 𝑣 𝑗 , the relationship 𝑟𝑖 𝑗 ∈ E represents that there is a dialog
relationship between nodes 𝑣𝑖 and 𝑣 𝑗 . The neighbor nodes of node 𝑣 are represented as 𝑁 (𝑣) = {𝑢 ∈
V|(𝑣,𝑢) ∈ E}. A ∈ R𝑛×𝑛 means the adjacency matrix with A𝑖 𝑗 = 1 if 𝑒𝑖 𝑗 ∈ E, otherwise A𝑖 𝑗 = 0.
X ∈ R𝑚×𝑚 represents the node properties of the graph. For the MCER task based on GCN, the
speaker’s utterance information is regarded as the node of the graph, and the dialogue relationship
information between speakers is regarded as the edge of the graph.
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Table 4. We assume that there are three speakers in a dialogue, and the window size 𝐾 of the dialogue is set
to 6. The dialogue process is as follows:

Speaker Utterences Description

𝐶𝑎 ,𝐶𝑏 ,𝐶𝑐 𝑢𝑎1 , 𝑢
𝑎
3 , 𝑢

𝑏
2 , 𝑢

𝑏
5 , 𝑢

𝑐
4, 𝑢

𝑐
6 Contextual utterances

𝑆𝑏 𝑢𝑏7 Predicted utterance

Audio Feature 

Extractor

Video Feature 

Extractor

Text Feature 

Extractor

But I can safely 

assure you that 

even if …… 

But I can safely 

assure you that 

even if …… 

++

Angry

Disgust

Fear

Neutral

Joy

Sadness

Surprise

Video

Text

Audio

(a) Multimodal Data (b) Feature Extraction
(c) Multimodal  Emotional 

Representations (d) Emotion Classifier (e) Emotional Labels

Fig. 4. The proposed MCER methods mainly include multi-modal feature extraction, multi-modal emotion
representation, and emotion classifier.

Definition 3 (Problem definition) For a given multi-modal utterance sequence𝑈 , the MCER task
requires using the utterance context information to determine a deep neural network 𝐹 (𝑢𝑖 ) so that
the output emotion label 𝑦𝑖 is as close as possible to the real emotion label 𝑦𝑖 , 𝑖 ∈ {1, ..., 𝐿}. Deep
neural networks can solve the optimal parameters by minimizing loss, and its loss is defined as
follows:

min
𝐹

1
𝐿

𝐿∑︁
𝑖=1

L (𝑦𝑖 = 𝐹 (𝑢𝑖 ) , 𝑦𝑖 ) (2)

where 𝐿 represents the number of utterances in the dialogue, L is an indicator function.
From the development history and related preliminary definitions of MCER, it can be seen that

the process of multi-modal conversation emotion recognition mainly includes three aspects: multi-
modal feature extraction, multi-modal feature fusion representation, and emotion classification.
The overall process is shown in Fig. 4, and we will provide a comprehensive overview of these
three aspects below.

3.3 Multi-modal Feature Extraction
Multi-modal feature extraction (e.g., text, video and audio, etc) is one of the important techniques
for emotion analysis. In this section, we introduce the process of using feature extraction methods
to perform data preprocessing on text, video, and audio, and list some commonly used feature
extraction methods. As shown in Table 5, we count the multi-modal feature extraction techniques
used by many deep learning methods.

3.3.1 Text Feature Extraction. With the rapid development of deep learning technology, word em-
bedding technology has also been widely used to extract text features. Word embedding technology
uses a shallow neural network to learn the semantic information of words, and uses Euclidean
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Table 5. Feature extraction methods for text, video and audio features used by different emotion recognition
techniques.

Methods Text Video Audio Methods Text Video Audio

THMM [72] Polarized words OKAO Vision OpenEAR CMN [26] TEXT-CNN 3D-CNN openSMILE
SVM [75] Bag-of-words CERT OpenEAR Att-BiLSTM [78] TEXT-CNN 3D-CNN openSMILE
MKL [77] Word2vec CLM-Z openSMILE ICON [25] TEXT-CNN 3D-CNN openSMILE

SAL-CNN [105] Word2vec CLM-Z COVAREP DialogueRNN [69] TEXT-CNN 3D-CNN openSMILE
TFN [121] GLOVE Facet COVAREP DialogueGCN [20] TEXT-CNN 3D-CNN openSMILE
LMF [60] GLOVE Facet COVAREP COIN [126] TEXT-CNN 3D-CNN openSMILE
HFFN [66] GLOVE Facet COVAREP CESTa [109] TEXT-CNN 3D-CNN openSMILE
LMFN [67] GLOVE Facet COVAREP EmoCaps [53] BERT 3D-CNN openSMILE

GME-LSTM [67] GLOVE Facet COVAREP MM-DFN [32] TEXT-CNN 3D-CNN openSMILE
MARN [123] GLOVE Facet COVAREP M2FNet [9] RoBERTa Mel Spectrograms MTCNN
MFN [122] GLOVE Facet COVAREP GraphCFC [50] TEXT-CNN openSMILE 3D-CNN

RAVEN [108] GLOVE Facet COVAREP UniMSE [34] T5 openSMILE 3D-CNN
SWRM [110] BERT Facet COVAREP EmotionIC [119] TEXT-CNN openSMILE 3D-CNN
MCTN [76] GLOVE Facet COVAREP SACL-LSTM [31] RoBERTa openSMILE 3D-CNN
MulT [102] GLOVE Facet COVAREP HyCon [68] BERT Facet COVAREP
MAG [81] BERT Facet COVAREP HGraph-CL [58] BERT Facet COVAREP
ICDN [129] GLOVE Facet COVAREP bc-LSTM [78] TEXT-CNN 3D-CNN openSMILE
AMOA [54] BERT OpenFace 2.0 openSMILE MMMU-BA [18] GLOVE Facet COVAREP
ICCN [97] BERT Facet COVAREP MISA [28] BERT Facet COVAREP

distance to measure the similarity between words. Unlike traditional one-hot encoding methods,
word embedding technology can map high-dimensional sparse feature vectors to low-dimensional
dense feature vectors, thus saving a lot of computing resources and solving the problem that
one-hot encoding cannot distinguish the semantic gap between words. A commonly used word
embedding method isWord2Vec [8], which contains two different forms: CBOW [21] and Skip-gram
[13]. CBOW predicts the central word based on the surrounding words, and Skip-gram predicts
the surrounding words based on the central word. Although the above methods can capture the
semantic similarity between words, they require large datasets for training.

Some recent studies use simple TextCNN [41] and GLOVE [16] to extract text features. In addition,
large-scale predictive pre-training models such as BERT [65] and RoBERTa [40] are often used,
which capture contextual information through attention mechanisms.

3.3.2 Video Feature Extraction. Visual feature extraction is mainly to extract information such
as facial expressions and gestures that contain the speaker’s emotions from the video. In recent
years, deep neural networks have been able to extract deep features from images in an end-to-end
learning manner, avoiding the tedious manual feature extraction. For example, Tran et al. [101]
proposed an effective and efficient 3D-CNN to process video frames containing spatio-temporal
features.
Nowadays, most of the visual features are extracted by some advanced neural networks (e.g.,

CNN [38, 107], and Transformer [22, 23], etc) or some open source toolkits (e.g., OKAO Vision [133],
OpenFace [1], CERT [4] and Facet [2], etc). OKAO Vision extracts the speaker’s facial expression in
each frame of the video, and finally gets the speaker’s smile intensity (0-100) and eye gaze direction.
CERT can adaptively extract visual features such as face and head pose. OpenFace 2.0 is capable of
detecting facial landmarks, recognizing facial movements, and estimating eye gaze direction. Facet
extracts visual features, including facial movements, head poses, HOG features and etc.
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3.3.3 Audio Feature Extraction. Deep learning has also begun to get more and more attention in
research in audio feature extraction research. For example, LSTM [111] has been widely used to
automatically extract acoustic characteristics. Poria et al. [78] uses CNN to extract features from
the audio, and then enter the extracted audio features into the classifier for emotional classification.

Recently, more and more emotion analysis models [69, 104, 131] have started to use open source
toolkits such as CONVAREP [14], openSMILE [43], LibROSA [95], and OpenEAR [87] to extract
audio features. Specifically, OpenEAR adaptively extracts a set of acoustic features (e.g., prosody,
spectrum and sepstral, etc.) and uses Z-normalization to normalize the audio features. The features
extracted by openSMILE consist of MFCC, pitch and sound intensity. The LibROSA Speech Toolkit
extracts 33 frame-level acoustic features (i.e., 20-dimensional MFCC and CQT) including speaker
intonation variations. Similar to other audio feature extraction methods, COVAREP can also be
used to extract features such as 12-dimensional MFCC, maximum dispersion scale (MDQ) and
Liljencrants-Fant (LF).

4 TAXONOMY OF MULTI-MODAL CONVERSATIONAL EMOTION RECOGNITION
ALGORITHMS

In this section, we present a taxonomy of MCER modeling approaches. We categorize existing work
into context-free modeling, sequential context modeling, distingguishing speaker modeling, and
speaker relation modeling. We briefly introduce each method in the following.

4.1 Context-free Modeling
These are mostly pioneering works on conversational emotion recognition. Context-free modeling
methods aim to learn a feature representation for each sentence, which does not exploit the contex-
tual information of the sentence [127], [88], [62]. For example, some traditional machine methods
(e.g., SVMs [57, 85], and decision trees [10, 47], etc) is used to extracts the feature representation of
each sentence, and utilize the extracted sentence features to complete emotion classification. The
above process assumes that each sentence is independent and does not influence each other. We
introduce several common context-free modeling methods based on feature fusion below.

4.1.1 Add. The early fusion method based on addition operation obtains the final emotional feature
representation by weigh-ted summation of different modality features [11]. This fusion method is
simple to operate and requires only a small amount of calculation. However, its shortcomings are
also obvious. It cannot model the context information in a fine-grained manner, and the information
that can be utilized is limited. The formula for implementing the context-free modeling method
using the additive approach is defined as follows:

ℎ𝑒 = 𝑥
𝑡 + 𝑥𝑎 + 𝑎𝑣 (3)

where ℎ𝑒 represents the fused emotional vectors, 𝑥𝑡 , 𝑥𝑎, 𝑥 𝑣 represent the text, audio, and video
vectors, respectively.

4.1.2 Concatenation. The early fusion method based on concatenation operation obtains the
final emotion feature representation by concatenating and merging different modal features [6].
Although this fusion method does not introduce additional calculations, it leads to very high
dimensionality of the data, which makes calculations difficult. Furthermore, it also fails to capture
intra-modal and inter-modal semantic information that is complementary.

ℎ𝑒 = 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑐𝑎𝑡
(
[𝑥𝑡 , 𝑥𝑎, 𝑎𝑣]

)
(4)

where 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑐𝑎𝑡 (·) represents concatenation operation.
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4.1.3 Tri-modal Hidden Markov Model. Morency et al. used text, video, and audio features for the
task of trimodal emotion analysis, and designed a model to extract useful information in different
modal features [72]. After extracting multi-modal features, the three modal features are connected
and input into a Hidden Markov Chain (HMM) classifier [72] to learn the emotional state of the
input signal. HMM believes that the state of the current moment is only related to the information
of the previous moment, which makes the model unable to use the context information of the
utterance. The formula of HMM is defined as follows:

𝑃 (𝑤 |𝑥𝑎, 𝑥 𝑣, 𝑥𝑡 ) =
𝐶∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐷∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑀∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑃 (𝑤, 𝜆𝑎𝑖 , 𝜆𝑣𝑗 , 𝜆𝑡𝑘 |𝑥
𝑎, 𝑥 𝑣, 𝑥𝑡 )

=

𝐶∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐷∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑀∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑃 (𝑤 |𝜆𝑎𝑖 , 𝜆𝑣𝑗 , 𝜆𝑡𝑘 , 𝑥
𝑎, 𝑥 𝑣, 𝑥𝑡 )

× 𝑃 (𝜆𝑎𝑖 , 𝜆𝑣𝑗 , 𝜆𝑡𝑘 |𝑥
𝑎, 𝑥 𝑣, 𝑥𝑡 )

(5)

where 𝐶, 𝐷,𝑀 represent feature vector dimensions for audio, video, and text, 𝑤 represents the
emotional class, 𝑃 (𝜆𝑎𝑖 , 𝜆𝑣𝑗 , 𝜆𝑡𝑘 |𝑥

𝑎, 𝑥 𝑣, 𝑥𝑡 ) represents the confidence of the emotion classification.
Since the true class label is based on the output of the predicted class label �̂�𝑏 , the formula of

HMM can be expanded as follows:
𝑃 (𝑤 |𝜆𝑎𝑖 , 𝜆𝑣𝑗 , 𝜆𝑡𝑘 , 𝑥

𝑎, 𝑥 𝑣, 𝑥𝑡 )

=

𝐵∑︁
𝑏=1

𝑃 (𝑤, �̂�𝑏 |𝜆𝑎𝑖 , 𝜆𝑣𝑗 , 𝜆𝑡𝑘 , 𝑥
𝑎, 𝑥 𝑣, 𝑥𝑡 )

=

𝐵∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑃 (𝑤 |�̂�𝑏, 𝜆𝑎𝑖 , 𝜆𝑣𝑗 , 𝜆𝑡𝑘 , 𝑥
𝑎, 𝑥 𝑣, 𝑥𝑡 )

× 𝑃 (�̂�𝑏 |𝜆𝑎𝑖 , 𝜆𝑣𝑗 , 𝜆𝑡𝑘 , 𝑥
𝑎, 𝑥 𝑣, 𝑥𝑡 )

(6)

where 𝑃 (�̂�𝑏 |𝜆𝑎𝑖 , 𝜆𝑣𝑗 , 𝜆𝑡𝑘 , 𝑥
𝑎, 𝑥 𝑣, 𝑥𝑡 ) represents the probability of predicted label.

4.1.4 SVM. SVM is a machine learning algorithm for classification and regression whose opti-
mization goal is to find a hyperplane (a straight line in two-dimensional space, and a hyperplane in
high-dimensional space) that separates samples of different classes. Based on the above research,
Perez-Rosas et al. [75] concatenate multi-modal features as input vectors and use SVM to classify
utterances for emotion. SVM works better for binary classification problems, but is less effective in
multi-classification problems, and is only suitable for training small-scale data sets. The formula of
SVM is defined as follows:

𝑓 (𝑥) = 𝑠𝑖𝑔𝑛
(
𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛼∗𝑖 𝑦𝑖 exp
(
− ∥𝑥 − 𝑧∥2

2𝜎2

)
+ 𝑏∗

)
(7)

where 𝑠𝑖𝑔𝑛(𝑥 > 0) = 1, 𝑠𝑖𝑔𝑛(𝑥 = 0) = 0, 𝑠𝑖𝑔𝑛(𝑥 < 0) = 1, 𝛼∗𝑖 , 𝑏
∗ represents the learnable parameters,

exp
(
− ∥𝑥−𝑧 ∥2

2𝜎2

)
represents the kernel function, 𝑁 is the number of the samples.

4.1.5 Multiple Kernel Learning. After preprocessing the features of three different modalities, Poria
et al. [77] constructed two different feature selectors to achieve feature dimensionality reduction.
One of the feature selectors is based on circular correlated feature subset selection (CFS), and the
other is based on principal component analysis (PCA). The above two feature selectors can not only
eliminate redundant information and noise information, but also improve the running speed of the
model. After feature selection and dimensionality reduction, the researchers spliced and merged
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Fig. 5. The flowchart of the proposed TextCNN method. Specifically, given text features, the TextCNN
employs convolution filters of different sizes to generate feature maps, and uses 1D-max pooling to expand
the receptive field of feature maps, and further utilizes a multi-layer perceptron (MLP) to complete emotional
prediction.

the processed feature vectors and trained a classifier using a multi-kernel learning (MKL) algorithm
[77]. Based on the previous research work, the authors further propose the Convolutional Recurrent
Multi-kernel Learning (CRMKL) [79] model. CRNKL uses a convolutional recurrent neural network
for emotion detection, which can extract contextual information. The formula of MKL is defined as
follows:

max
𝛼,𝛽

[
𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛼𝑖 −
𝑁∑︁
𝑖, 𝑗=1

𝛼𝑖𝛼 𝑗𝑦𝑖𝑦 𝑗K𝑚𝑘𝑙 (𝑥𝑖 , 𝑥 𝑗 )
]

𝑁∑︁
𝑖

𝛼𝑖𝑦𝑖 = 0

0 ≤ 𝛼𝑖 ≤ 𝐶

K𝑚𝑘𝑙 =
𝑀∑︁
𝑘

𝛽𝑘𝐾𝑘 > 0

(8)

where 𝑦𝑖 is the true label, 𝛼, 𝛽 are the learnable parameters,𝑀 is the feature dimension.

4.1.6 Select-Additive Learning CNN. CNN is a classic neural network in visual tasks and cannot be
directly used for emotion recognition. In order to solve this problem, Kim et al. [41] proposed the
TextCNN model, and its overall process is shown in Fig. 5. In order to perform multi-modal emotion
recognition, Wang et al. [105] proposed the SAL-CNN model, which first uses multi-modal data to
fully train the CNN, and then uses Select-Additive Learning (SAL) to improve its versatility and
prevent the model from overfitting during training. The SAL method consists of two phases (i.e.,
selection and addition). In the selection phase, SAL preserves important features and removes noisy
information from the latent feature representations learned from neurons. In the addition phase,
SAL improves the model’s noise immunity by adding Gaussian noise to the feature representation.
The SAL method improves the generalization performance of deep fusion models.

The formula for extracting text features by CNN is defined as follows:

𝑥𝑡1:𝑛 = 𝑥1 ⊕ 𝑥2 ⊕ . . . 𝑥𝑛
𝑐𝑖 = 𝑓 (𝜔 · 𝑥𝑝 :𝑝+𝑞−1 + 𝑏)

(9)
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where ⊕ represents concatenation operator,𝜔 represents convolution filter, 𝑐𝑖 represents the feature
representation within a window, 𝑓 (·) represents activation function. Convolutional filters are used
to extract features from all sentences to generate feature maps:

c =𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑝𝑜𝑜𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑔[𝑐1, 𝑐2, . . . , 𝑐𝑛−ℎ+1] (10)

The max pooling operation is used to capture the most critical semantic information in the sentence.
It can be seen from the processing flow of the convolutional neural network that using CNN to

extract text features does not contain contextual information, i.e., it is assumed that each sentence
is independent of each other.

4.1.7 Tensor Fusion Network. The tensor-based feature fusion method mainly calculates the tensor
product of different modal feature representations through Cartesian product to obtain the fused
tensor representation [73]. Therefore, the above methods need to first map the input multi-modal
feature representation into a high-dimensional space, and then map it back to a low-dimensional
tensor space for emotion representation. Tensor-based methods are able to capture important
high-order interaction information across time, space, and modality. However, the computational
complexity of tensor methods is very high and grows exponentially, and there is no fine-grained
semantic information interaction between modalities. Zadeh et al. [121] proposed the multi-modal
tensor fusion network TFN. TFN adopts the method of tensor fusion, which can simulate the
interaction process between the three modalities of text, audio and video, and effectively fuse
multi-modal features. Although TFN can effectively model information interaction within and
between modalities, the model complexity of the TFN method is related to the dimensionality of
multi-modal features and grows exponentially. The formula of TFN is defined as follows:{

(𝑥𝑡 , 𝑥 𝑣, 𝑥𝑎) | 𝑥𝑡 ∈
[
x𝑙

1

]
, 𝑥 𝑣 ∈

[
x𝑣

1

]
, 𝑥𝑎 ∈

[
x𝑎

1

]}
(11)

where the extra dimension with 1 is used to perform modal interaction. The Cartesian product is
then used to fuse the three modal features as follows:

x𝑚 =

[
x𝑙

1

]
⊗

[
x𝑣

1

]
⊗

[
x𝑎

1

]
(12)

where ⊗ represents the outer product, 𝑥𝑚 represents fused vectors.

4.1.8 Low-rank Tensor Fusion Network. On the basis of TFN, in order to more efficiently fuse
multi-modal data, Liu et al. [60] proposed a low-rank tensor method LFM to achieve dimensionality
reduction of multi-modal features, so as to improve the fusion efficiency of multi-modal features as
shown in Fig. 6. LFM has achieved high performance on many different tasks.

x𝑚 =

(
𝑟∑︁
𝑖=1

w(𝑖 )
𝑎 ⊗ w(𝑖 )

𝑣 ⊗ w(𝑖 )
𝑡

)
· x

=

(
𝑟∑︁
𝑖=1

w(𝑖 )
𝑎 · 𝑥𝑎

)
◦

(
𝑟∑︁
𝑖=1

w(𝑖 )
𝑣 · 𝑥𝑣

)
◦

(
𝑟∑︁
𝑖=1

w(𝑖 )
𝑡 · 𝑥𝑡

) (13)

where w𝑎,w𝑣,w𝑡 represents the decomposed low-rank learnable tensor.

4.1.9 Data Augmentation with Generative Adversarial Networks. Multimodal emotion recognition
based on adversarial learning is an advanced direction in this field, which combines the principles
of adversarial learning to improve the accuracy and robustness of emotion recognition [84], [120].
Next, we introduce the existing overall process of data augmentation based on adversarial generative
networks.
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Fig. 6. The overall flow chart of LFM. LFM mainly performs low-rank decomposition of the learnable
parameters of specific factors of the mode.

1) Conditional GANs Conditional Generative Adversarial Network (cGAN) [98] is a variant of
GAN that introduces conditional information to more precisely control the output of the generator.
The core idea of cGAN is to pass additional condition information to the generator and discriminator
during the generation process, thereby generating specific types of data based on given conditions.
The main advantage of cGAN is its ability to precisely control the generation process in order to
generate data that meets the conditional information. The optimization goal of cGAN is defined as
follows:

min
𝐺

max
𝐷
𝑉 (𝐷,𝐺) = Ex∼𝑝data (x) {log𝐷 ( [x, y])} + Ez∼𝑝𝑧 (z) {log(1 − 𝐷 ( [𝐺 ( [z, y]), y]))} (14)

where 𝑥 represents real data, and 𝑦 represents extra information.

L (𝑐𝐺𝐴𝑁 )
𝐷

= −Ex∼𝑝data (x) {log𝐷 ( [x, y])} − Ez∼𝑝𝑧 (z) {log(1 − 𝐷 ( [𝐺 ( [z, y]), y]))}

L (𝑐𝐺𝐴𝑁 )
𝐺

= −Ez∼𝑝𝑧 (z) {log(𝐷 ( [𝐺 ( [z, y]), y]))}
(15)

2) Adversarial Autoencoders Adversarial Autoencoder (AAE) [46] combines the ideas of
Autoencoder and GAN. The main goal of AAE is to make this encoding space more continuous and
have better data generation capabilities while learning a compressed representation of data. The
training objective function of AAE usually includes two parts: one is the reconstruction error of
the autoencoder, which is used to ensure the quality of the encoding, and the other is the GAN loss,
which is used to make the encoding distribution more continuous and closer to the real distribution.
The formula is defined as follows:

L (𝐴𝐴𝐸 )
𝐷

= −Ez∼𝑝𝑧 (z) {log𝐷 (z)} − Ex∼𝑝data (x) {log(1 − 𝐷 (𝐸 (x)))}

L (𝐴𝐴𝐸 )
𝐸

= −Ex∼𝑝data (x) {log(𝐷 (𝐸 (x)))}

L (𝐴𝐴𝐸 )
𝑅

= Ex∼𝑝data (x)
{
| |x − 𝑅(𝐸 (x)) | |2

} (16)

where 𝑝𝑧 (𝑧) represents the prior distribution.
3) Adversarial Data Augmentation Network Adversarial Data Augmentation Network

(ADAN) [106] includes the following components: autoencoder𝑅(𝐸 (𝑥)), auxiliary classifier𝐶 (𝐸 (𝑥)),
generator 𝐺 (𝑧,𝑦) and discriminator 𝐷 (ℎ). First, ADAN aims to learn a latent representation of the
input data x in order to preserve the emotional information in it. Second, it attempts to ensure that
the generated latent representation is consistent with the emotional information of the input data
by matching the posterior distribution 𝑝 (ℎ |𝑧,𝑦) with 𝑝 (ℎ |𝑥). Third, ADAN simultaneously strives
to minimize the reconstruction error between the input data 𝑥 and its reconstructed version 𝑥 to
ensure high-quality data reconstruction. The generator 𝐺 (𝑧,𝑦) accepts a sample 𝑧 drawn from an
M-dimensional Gaussian distribution and a one-hot encoding of the emotion label 𝑦 as input, and
the goal is to generate samples in the latent space such that they are indistinguishable from real

J. ACM, Vol. 37, No. 4, Article 111. Publication date: August 2023.



111:16 Shou et al.

samples. The discriminator 𝐷 (ℎ) is optimized to distinguish whether the latent vector ℎ comes
from real data or from the generator.

L (ADAN)
𝐷

= −Ex∼𝑝data (x) {log𝐷 (𝐸 (x))} − Ez∼𝑝𝑧 (z) {log(1 − 𝐷 (𝐺 (z, y)))}

L (ADAN)
𝐶

= −Ex∼𝑝data (x)
{ 𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑦
(𝑘 )
emo log𝐶 (𝐸 (x))𝑘

}
L (ADAN)
𝑅

= Ex∼𝑝data (x) {| |x − 𝑅(𝐸 (x)) | |2}

L (ADAN)
𝐸

= Ex∼𝑝data (x)

{
| |x − 𝑅(𝐸 (x)) | |2 −

𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑦
(𝑘 )
emo log𝐶 (𝐸 (x))𝑘

}
L (ADAN)
𝐺

= Ez∼𝑝𝑧 (z)

{
log(1 − 𝐷 (𝐺 (z, y))) − 𝛼

𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑦
(𝑘 )
emo log𝐶 (𝐺 (z, y))𝑘

}
(17)

where 𝛼 determines the contribution of classification error to model optimization.

4.2 Sequential Context Modeling
Context-free modeling is conceptually important and has inspired later research on sequential
context modeling [103]. In particular, sequential context modeling methods consider that contextual
sentences are mutually influential. Sequential context modeling approaches [64, 100, 111] consider
each sentence influenced by its surrounding utterances. The main idea is to generate a feature
representation with rich contextual semantic information by combining its own utterance represen-
tation 𝑥𝑖 with the surrounding contextual sentence representation {𝑥𝑖−𝑘 , · · · , 𝑥𝑖−1, 𝑥𝑖+1, · · · , 𝑥𝑖+𝑘 },
where 𝑘 represents the context window size. Different from the context-free modeling method, the
sequential context modeling method obtains a better feature representation by setting a memory
network to preserve the context information of the sentence. Taking Fig. 7 as an example, a LSTM
or Transformer is used to extract contextual information for three modalities of video, audio and
text. The sequential context modeling approach plays an important role for many other MCER
modeling approaches.

LSTM is a variant of RNN that can remember contextual information. Specifically, LSTM models
long-distance dependent context through cellular units and can solve the vanishing gradient
problem. Each LSTM consists of input gate 𝑗𝑡 , output gate 𝑂𝑡 , cell state 𝐶𝑡 , and forget gate 𝑓𝑡 .

𝐶𝑡
𝑂𝑡
𝑗𝑡
𝑓𝑡

 =


tanh
𝜎

𝜎

𝜎

𝑊𝑇

[
𝑥𝑡
ℎ𝑡−1𝑖

]
𝐶𝑡 = 𝐶𝑡 ⊙ 𝑗𝑡 +𝐶𝑡−1 ⊙ 𝑓𝑡

ℎ𝑡𝑖 = 𝑂𝑡 ⊙ tanh(𝐶𝑡 )

(18)

where 𝜎 represents activation function.
After LSTM was used in multi-modal conversational emotion recognition, many other works

were proposed to extract contextual emotional information. Lu et al. [63] proposed a multi-scale
LSTM multi-modal emotion recognition model, which uses LSTM to extract low-level and high-
level local emotional features in multi-modal features. This method can capture subtle changes
in complex expressions in a more fine-grained manner and implement an information feedback
mechanism. However, it cannot capture the status information of the utterance and the status
information of the speaker.
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Fig. 7. The flowchart of the proposed contextual modeling approach. Sequential context modeling methods
use LSTMs or Transformer to capture high-level features with rich contextual semantic information among
different modal features.

Existing models ignore modal alignment and directly fuse information on different modal features.
Modal alignment can eliminate the heterogeneity of single-modal features and obtain accurate
emotional representations of different modal features. Based on this current situation, Hou et al.
[29] proposed a semantic alignment network based on multi-space learning, which uses LSTM to
extract emotional features of different modalities and obtains high-level emotional representations
as supervisory signals for modal alignment. This method can capture the global correlation between
different modalities and achieve feature fusion between modalities.

Transformers are another way of modeling sequential context [36, 49, 132]. Transformer’s long-
distance modeling capabilities are far superior to recurrent neural networks like Bi-LSTM, and
Transformer can achieve parallel computing. Therefore, existing research on multi-modal emotion
recognition based on sequential context modeling often regards Transformer as an important
technology. The implementation details of Transformer are as follows.

Firstly, video, audio and text features (i..e., 𝑥𝑡 , 𝑥𝑎, 𝑥 𝑣) are concatenated into a fusion vector. The
formula is defined as follows:

𝑄,𝐾,𝑉 = 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑐𝑎𝑡 (𝑥𝑡 , 𝑥𝑎, 𝑥 𝑣) (19)
where 𝑄,𝐾,𝑉 represent the query vector, key vector and value vector of multi-modal features,
respectively.

Secondly, we use a feedforward neural network to perform multiple linear transformations on𝑄 ,
𝐾 , and 𝑉 . The formula is defined as follows:

�̃� = 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑐𝑎𝑡 (𝑄𝑊𝑄

1 , . . . , 𝑄𝑊
𝑄

𝑖
, . . . , 𝑄𝑊

𝑄
𝑚 )

�̃� = 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑐𝑎𝑡 (𝐾𝑊 𝐾
1 , . . . , 𝐾𝑊

𝐾
𝑖 , . . . , 𝐾𝑊

𝐾
𝑚 )

�̃� = 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑐𝑎𝑡 (𝑉𝑊𝑉
1 , . . . ,𝑉𝑊

𝑉
𝑖 , . . . ,𝑉𝑊

𝑉
𝑚 )

(20)

where𝑚 represents the number of linear transformations.
We then perform multi-head attention in parallel to obtain emotion feature representation:

ℎ𝑒𝑎𝑑𝑖 =

𝑠𝑜 𝑓 𝑡𝑚𝑎𝑥

(
(𝑄𝑊𝑄

𝑖
) (𝐾𝑊 𝐾

𝑖 )𝑇
)

𝑉𝑊𝑉
𝑖

𝐻ℎ𝑒𝑎𝑑 = 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑐𝑎𝑡 (ℎ𝑒𝑎𝑑1, . . . , ℎ𝑒𝑎𝑑𝑚)

(21)
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information, respectively.

where 𝐻ℎ𝑒𝑎𝑑 represents the emotion feature vectors.
Finally, we use sine and cosine position encoding to obtain the position information of the

emotion sequence:

𝑃𝐸 (𝑝𝑜𝑠,2𝑖 ) = sin
(

𝑝𝑜𝑠

100002𝑖/𝑑

)
𝑃𝐸 (𝑝𝑜𝑠,2𝑖+1) = cos

(
𝑝𝑜𝑠

100002𝑖/𝑑

) (22)

where pos is the index of the 𝑖-th sentence, position encoding information is fused into𝑄 , 𝐾 , and𝑉 .
After Transformer was proposed, many Transformer-based multi-modal conversational emotion

recognition research methods were proposed to model long-distance context dependencies [17, 27].
In view of the inability of previous works to model long-distance dependencies between different
modal features, Yang et al. [113] proposed a multi-modal speech emotion recognition method
using context Transformer, which improves the emotional representation of the current utterance
by embedding contextual information. This method can adaptively learn feature fusion between
modalities.

In view of the fact that existing methods cannot dynamically identify subtle changes in emotion
in multi-modal features and multi-scale features in different modal features, Liu et al. [59] proposed
a multi-scale self-attention fusion emotion recognition method, which uses the self-attention
mechanism to extract context-related dependencies in multi-modal features. Therefore, there is
potential to use Transformers to model long-distance context dependencies. This method combines
bc-LSTM and a multi-head attention mechanism to achieve fine-grained emotional information
mining, and uses feature-level fusion and decision-level fusion methods to experiment with cross-
modal feature fusion.
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4.3 Distinguishing speaker modeling
The distinguishing speakers modeling method considers that the speaker’s emotion is not only
related to the global context, but also related to the speaker’s own emotional state. Take Fig. 8 as
an example, there are three GRU states (i.e., a global GRU, an emotional GRU and a speaker GRU).
The global GRU is utilized to extract global multi-modal information and speaker’s emotional state
information. The speaker GRU is used to fuse the semantic information with context captured
by the attention mechanism and the speaker’s emotional state information. The emotion GRU
combines the speaker’s emotional state information and global context information to complete
the final emotion classification.

Global GRU captures the contextual semantic information of an utterance by modeling the utter-
ance and speaker states. Each speaker state is used to memorize a speaker-specific representation
of an utterance. By distinguishing the subordination relationship between speakers and utterances,
it is beneficial to model the dependency relationship between speakers and utterances, thereby
enhancing the semantic representation ability of context. The formula of Global GRU is defined as
follows:

𝑔𝑡 = 𝐺𝑅𝑈G (𝑥𝑡−1, (𝑥𝑡 ⊕ 𝑞𝑠 (𝑥𝑡 ),𝑡−1)) (23)
where𝑔𝑡 represents the latent feature representation of the global state,𝑞𝑠 (𝑥𝑡 ) represents the speaker
state of the current utterance 𝑥𝑡 .

Speakers typically reply to conversations based on contextual information from other speakers.
Therefore, speaker GRU extracts the context 𝑐𝑡 related to the utterance 𝑥𝑡 . The formula is defined
as follows:

𝛽 = softmax(𝑥𝑇𝑡𝑊𝛽 [𝑔1, 𝑔2, . . . , 𝑔𝑡−1]),
𝑐𝑡 = 𝛽 [𝑔1, 𝑔2, . . . , 𝑔𝑡−1]𝑇

(24)

where𝑊𝛽 is the learnable parameters. We first calculate the attention score of the global state in
the previous 𝑡 − 1 time. The attention score give higher weight to utterances related to utterance
𝑥𝑡 . The final context vector 𝑐𝑡 is obtained by the dot product of the attention score 𝛽 and the global
state 𝑔𝑡 .

𝑞𝑠 (𝑢𝑡 ),𝑡 = 𝐺𝑅𝑈P (𝑞𝑠 (𝑢𝑡 ),𝑡−1, (𝑢𝑡 ⊕ 𝑐𝑡 )) (25)
The emotional representation et of the utterance ut is obtained by combining the speaker’s state

𝑞𝑠 (𝑢𝑡 ),𝑡 and the utterance 𝑒𝑡−1 at time 𝑡 − 1. One underlying intuition is that context has a greater
impact on utterance 𝑢𝑡 , and 𝑒𝑡 − 1 integrates emotional contextual information from other parties’
states into the emotional representation et. Therefore, we use the Emotion GRU unit to model 𝑒𝑡1 ,
and the formula is defined as follows:

𝑒𝑡 = 𝐺𝑅𝑈𝐸 (𝑒𝑡−1, 𝑞𝑠 (𝑢𝑡 ),𝑡 ) (26)

The emotion representation 𝑒𝑡 that combines context information and speaker status information
is used for the final emotion classification.
In modeling methods based on distinguishing between speakers, Ghosal et al. [19] proposed

COSMIC, which clarifies the relationship between the speaker and the utterance, and introduces
common sense knowledge to enhance the emotional understanding of the model. COSMIC can
learn a variety of different prior knowledge (e.g., event relationships and causal relationships, etc.),
and can distinguish speaker information and dynamically detect the speaker’s emotional changes.
In view of the fact that existing methods cannot pay attention to the correlation between

utterances and speakers and the lack of interaction between speakers, Zhang et al. [126] proposed
a conversational interaction model, which extracts contextual semantic information and state
interaction information of utterances through stacked global interaction modules. In addition,
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Fig. 9. The flowchart of the proposed speaker relationship modeling approach. The speaker modeling method
aggregates dialogue relationship information between speakers by using a graph convolutional neural network.

this method also implements adversarial feature representation of the model by introducing noise
information. Experimental results prove that adversarial learning can improve the performance of
emotion recognition.

4.4 Speaker Relationship Modeling
4.4.1 GNN for speaker relationship modeling. The speaker relationship modeling method innova-
tively introduces graph neural network to capture the speaker’s dialogue relationship information
while extracting sequential context information. Taking Fig. 9 as an example, it extracts dialogue re-
lationships between speakers and inter-speaker dependencies by constructing a speaker relationship
graph.

GCN extends convolution operations into graph-structured data to extract structural information.
GCN performs first-order neighbor information aggregation and spectral domain estimation. The
formula of GCN is defined as follows:

𝑯 (𝑙+1)
𝑖

= 𝑅𝑒𝐿𝑈

(
�̃�− 1

2 �̃��̃�− 1
2𝑯 (𝑙 )𝑾 (𝑙 )

)
(27)

where𝑾 (𝑙 ) is the learnable parameters, �̃� = 𝐴 + 𝐼𝑛 , 𝐼𝑛 is the identity matrix, �̃�𝑖𝑖 =
∑
𝑗 𝑎𝑖 𝑗 . 𝑯 (𝑙+1)

represents the latent feature representations of layer 𝑙 + 1.
The steps to apply GCN to the field of multi-modal emotion recognition are as follows. First, each

utterance is represented as a node in the graph, and edge relationships are constructed based on the
context between utterances (i.e., if there is a dialogue between utterances, an edge is constructed).
We then apply GCN to the constructed dialogue graph for speaker-level information extraction.
Through the above process, the model can dynamically learn the correlation between sentences.
According to the definition of Equation 27, our formula for aggregating surrounding contextual
utterence information is deformed as follows:

𝐻
(𝑙+1)
𝑖

= 𝑅𝑒𝐿𝑈
©«
∑︁
𝑟 ∈R

∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑟

𝑖

1
|N𝑟
𝑖
|

(
𝑊

(𝑙 )
𝜃1
𝐻

(𝑙 )
𝑗

+𝑊 (𝑙 )
𝜃2
𝐻

(𝑙 )
𝑖

)ª®¬ (28)

where𝑊𝜃1 and𝑊𝜃2 are the learnable parameters, N𝑟
𝑖 represents the neighbor node under the

relationship 𝑟 ∈ R.
GAT is a variant of GCN that aggregates surrounding neighbor node features through learnable

weights with an attention mechanism. GAT captures the more important node features in the graph
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Fig. 10. The flow chart of RGAT. RGAT mainly includes dialogue relationship dependency graph, speaker
dependence graph and position coding information.

by calculating the degree of similarity between nodes. The formula for GAT is defined as follows:

𝑯 (𝑙+1)
𝑖

= 𝑅𝑒𝐿𝑈
©«

∑︁
𝑗∈𝑁 (𝑤𝑖 )

𝛼
(𝑙+1)
𝑖 𝑗

𝑾 (𝑙+1)𝒉(𝑙 )
𝑗

ª®¬ (29)

where 𝛼𝑖 𝑗 is the edge weight between node 𝑖 and node 𝑗 .
Similarly, the formula for using GAT to extract conversational relationships between speakers is

defined as follows:

𝐻
+(𝑙+1)
𝑖

= 𝑅𝑒𝐿𝑈
©«
∑︁
𝑟 ∈R

∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑟

𝑖

1
|N𝑟
𝑖
|

(
𝛼
(𝑙 )
𝑖 𝑗
𝑊

(𝑙 )
𝜃1
𝐻

+(𝑙 )
𝑗

+ 𝛼 (𝑙 )
𝑖𝑖
𝑊

(𝑙 )
𝜃2
𝐻

+(𝑙 )
𝑖

)
, (30)

The multi-modal method based on GNN is the current mainstream research, which can consider
context information and speaker relationship information simultaneously [20]. In order to jointly
learn the three tasks of sequential context information, multi-modal information interaction and
multi-task representation, Zhang et al. [130] designed a multi-modal, multi-task interactive graph
attention network (M3GAT) to simultaneously model context dependencies, multi-modal emotional
interactions, and speaker dependencies. M3GAT can achieve cross-modal feature interaction,
capture of sequential contextual semantic information, and correlation between tasks.
In view of the fact that existing graph fusion methods will cause the model to lose important

semantic information and fail to eliminate redundant information in themodel, Li et al. [50] proposed
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a graph network based on cross-modal feature complementarity, which effectively extracts the
speaker’s context and interaction information through multiple hypothesis spaces of the graph.
This method eliminates the heterogeneity between modalities and fuses modal information by
performing different message aggregation on different nodes and edge relationships in the graph,
thereby extracting contextual information and speaker relationship information.
Although existing MCER methods use GCN to model conversational relationships between

speakers. In particular, the most competitive methods model the dependence of conversational
relations between speakers and the importance between conversational relations by using relational
graph attention networks. However, existing GCN-based multimodal conversational emotion
recognition methods do not consider conversational relationships and sequential information in
contextual relationships. Based on the above problems, Ishiwatari et al. [37] introduced relational
position coding in RGAT to provide sequence information. The specific flow chart of RGAT is
shown in Fig. 10.

The position encoding formula used by RGAT is defined as follows:

𝑃𝐸𝑖 𝑗𝑟 =


𝑚𝑎𝑥 (−𝑝,𝑚𝑖𝑛(𝑝, 𝑗 − 𝑖)) 𝑟 = 1,𝑤ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑒 𝑗 ∈ N1 (𝑖)
𝑚𝑎𝑥 (−𝑝,𝑚𝑖𝑛(𝑝, 𝑗 − 𝑖)) 𝑟 = 2,𝑤ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑒 𝑗 ∈ N2 (𝑖)
𝑚𝑎𝑥 (−𝑓 ,𝑚𝑖𝑛(𝑓 , 𝑗 − 𝑖)) 𝑟 = 3,𝑤ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑒 𝑗 ∈ N3 (𝑖)
𝑚𝑎𝑥 (−𝑓 ,𝑚𝑖𝑛(𝑓 , 𝑗 − 𝑖)) 𝑟 = 4,𝑤ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑒 𝑗 ∈ N4 (𝑖)

(31)

where 𝑃𝐸𝑖 𝑗𝑟 represents the relative position distance between node 𝑖 under relationship type 𝑟
and its surrounding neighbor nodes 𝑗 . The maximum relative position distance between nodes is
clipped to 𝑝 or 4 , which represents the context window size. N𝑟 (𝑖) represents the neighborhood
of node 𝑖 under relationship type 𝑟 . In order to make the position encoding information learnable,
FFN is used to obtain position embeddings.

4.5 Emotion Classification
After obtaining the multi-modal emotion feature representation, the MCER task uses a multi-
layer perceptron and a softmax layer to achieve the final emotion classification. The probability
distribution of emotion categories is as follows:

𝑙𝑡 = ReLU(𝑊𝑙𝑒𝑡 + 𝑏𝑙 )
P𝑡 = softmax(𝑊𝑙𝑡 + 𝑏)
𝑦𝑡 = argmax

𝑖

(P𝑡 [𝑖])
(32)

where𝑊𝑙 ,𝑊 ,𝑏𝑙 , 𝑏 are the learnable parameters, P𝑡 is the probability distribution of emotion cate-
gories, 𝑦𝑡 is the predicted labels.

5 EVALUATION METRICS
For MCER tasks, there are four commonly used evaluation indicators, i.e., accuracy rate, weighted
average accuracy rate (WA), F1 value, and weighted average F1 value (WF1). These four indicators
are defined as follows:

We assume that 𝑁 is the number of emotion labels in the dialogue emotion dataset, 𝐸 𝑗 represents
the total number of samples of emotion labels in the 𝑗-th, 𝑗 ∈ [1, 𝑁 ].

1) Accuracy represents the emotion recognition accuracy of the model, and the formula is defined
as follows:

Accuracy𝑗 =
∑𝜗2
𝑛=1 𝐸

𝑖
𝑗∑𝜗1

𝑚=1 𝑆
𝑚
𝑗

(33)
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where 𝜗1 is the number of labels on a certain category of emotion. 𝜗2 is the number that the model
predicts on a certain category of emotion. 𝐸𝑖𝑗 means that the 𝑖-th sample in the 𝑗-th emotionally
predicted correctly. 𝐸𝑖𝑗 ∈ [0, 1]. 𝑆𝑚𝑗 represents the𝑚-th sample of the 𝑗-th emotion. The larger the
value of 𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦 𝑗 , the better the recognition effect of the model on the 𝑗-th type of emotion.

2) The F1 value is the F1-score of each emotion, and the formula is defined as follows:

𝐹1𝑗 =
2 × Recall

(
𝐸
𝑗

𝑇𝑃
, 𝐸

𝑗

𝐹𝑃

)
× Precision

(
𝐸
𝑗

𝑇𝑃
, 𝐸

𝑗

𝐹𝑁

)
Recall

(
𝐸
𝑗

𝑇𝑃
, 𝐸

𝑗

𝐹𝑃

)
+ Precision

(
𝐸
𝑗

𝑇𝑃
, 𝐸

𝑗

𝐹𝑁

) (34)

and

Precision
(
𝐸
𝑗

𝑇𝑃
, 𝐸

𝑗

𝐹𝑁

)
=

���𝐸 𝑗𝑇𝑃 ������𝐸 𝑗𝑇𝑃 ∪ 𝐸 𝑗𝐹𝑁 ���
Recall

(
𝐸
𝑗

𝑇𝑃
, 𝐸

𝑗

𝐹𝑃

)
=

���𝐸 𝑗𝑇𝑃 ������𝐸 𝑗𝑇𝑃 ∪ 𝐸 𝑗𝐹𝑃 ���
(35)

where 𝐸 𝑗
𝑇𝑃

is the number of samples that the model predicts correctly on the 𝑗-th category of
emotion, 𝐸 𝑗

𝐹𝑃
is the number of samples that the model predicts incorrectly on the 𝑗-th category

of emotion, and 𝐸 𝑗
𝐹𝑃

is the number of emotions from other categories that the model predicts as
the 𝑗-th category of emotion. 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛(𝐸 𝑗

𝑇𝑃
, 𝐸

𝑗

𝐹𝑁
) is the model’s precision on the 𝑗-th category of

emotion, and 𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙 (𝐸 𝑗
𝑇𝑃
, 𝐸

𝑗

𝐹𝑃
) is the recall of the model on the 𝑗-th emotion. f1 value combines

the effects of both precision and recall metrics. Usually, the larger the value of f1, the better the
prediction of the model.
3) Weight accuracy (WA) is the weighted average of the classification accuracy of all emotion

categories. The more samples of the 𝑗-th emotion, the smaller the weight of the sample. The formula
is defined as follows:

𝑊𝐴 =

∑𝜗1
𝑚=1 𝑆 𝑗 ∗ Accuracy 𝑗∑𝑁

𝑗=1
∑𝜗1
𝑚=1 𝑆

𝑚
𝑗

(36)

WA is the classification accuracy of the model combining all emotions. The larger the WA, the
better the model performs on average across all classes.

4) Weight F1 (WF1) is the weighted F1 value of all emotion categories. The more samples of the
𝑗-th emotion, the smaller the weight of the sample. The formula is defined as follows:

𝑊𝐹1 =
∑𝜗1
𝑚=1 𝑆 𝑗 ∗ 𝐹1𝑗∑𝑁
𝑗=1

∑𝜗1
𝑚=1 𝑆

𝑚
𝑗

(37)

WF1 is the F1 value where the model integrates all emotions. WF1 is another effective index to
evaluate the model effect. In general, the larger the WF1, the better the average performance of the
model across all classes.

6 EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS
As Shown in Table 6, we present the emotion recognition effects of different algorithms on multiple
data sets (i.e., IEMOCAP, MELD, EmoryNLP and DailyDialogue). In particular, each algorithm uses
multi-modal data, and we distinguish different MCER algorithms according to our classification
method. Experimental results show that context-free based algorithms have the worst performance
because they contain the least semantic information and cannot obtain good emotional feature
representation. The multi-modal conversational emotion recognition algorithm based on sequential
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Table 6. We count the performance of different types of emotion recognition algorithms on publicly available
datasets. The weighted F1 score is chosen as evaluation metric.

Approaches Category Inputs Database Performence(%)

SAL [105] Context free T+A+V IEMOCAP/MELD 49.2/58.8
SVM [85] Context free T+A+V IEMOCAP/MELD 48.7/56.4
TFN [121] Context free T+A+V IEMOCAP/MELD 54.2/56.7
LFM [121] Context free T+A+V IEMOCAP/MELD 55.3/56.7
UniMSE [34] Sequential context T+V+A IEMOCAP/MELD 70.7/65.5
bc-LSTM+Att [78] Sequential context T+V+A IEMOCAP/MELD 55.0/56.4
M2FNet [9] Sequential context T+V+A IEMOCAP/MELD 69.9/66.7
CESTa [109] Sequential context T+V+A IEMOCAP/DailyDialog/MELD 67.1/63.1/58.4
CMN [26] Sequential context T+V+A IEMOCAP 56.2
SACL-LSTM [31] Sequential context T+A+V IEMOCAP/MELD/EmoryNLP 69.2/66.5/39.7
Att-BiLSTM [104] Sequential context T+V+A IEMOCAP 62.9
DialogueCRN [33] Sequential context T+A+V IEMOCAP/MELD 66.2/58.39
EmoCaps [53] Sequential context T+V+A IEMOCAP/MELD 71.8/64.0
ICON [25] Sequential context T+V+A IEMOCAP 63.5
DialogueRNN [69] Distinguishing speakers T+V+A IEMOCAP/MELD 62.8/56.8
EmotionIC [119] Distinguishing speakers T+V+A IEMOCAP/DailyDialog/MELD/EmoryNLP 69.5/59.8/66.4/40.0
COIN [126] Distinguishing speakers T+V+A IEMOCAP 65.4
COSMIC [19] Distinguishing speakers T+A+V IEMOCAP/DailyDialog/MELD/EmoryNLP 65.3/58.5/65.2/38.1
RGAT [37] Speaker relationship T+A+V IEMOCAP/DailyDialog/MELD/EmoryNLP 65.2/54.3/60.9/34.4
DialogueGCN [20] Speaker relationship T+V+A IEMOCAP/MELD 64.2/58.1
DAG-ERC [89] Speaker relationship T+A+V IEMOCAP/DailyDialog/MELD/EmoryNLP 68.0/59.3/63.7/39.0
MM-DFN [32] Speaker relationship T+V+A IEMOCAP/MELD 68.2/59.5
GraphCFC [50] Speaker relationship T+V+A IEMOCAP/MELD 68.9/58.9

context has significant performance improvement compared to the context-free algorithm. The
performance improvement may be attributed to the sequential context algorithm’s ability to model
the dependencies between contexts and its ability to utilize context information to improve the
feature representation of emotions. The emotion recognition effects of modeling methods based
on distinguishing speaker relationships and sequential context modeling methods are similar, and
both are better than context-independent modeling methods. The performance improvement may
be attributed to the ability of the distinguishing speakers modeling method to dynamically capture
the speaker status information of the utterance and integrate it into the emotion representation
information. The modeling method based on speaker relationship has the best performance and is
currently the most popular modeling method. The modeling method based on speaker relationship
mainly constructs the dialogue relationship between speakers through the inherent properties of
the graph structure, and extracts the dialogue relationship representation between speakers through
GCN. In addition, the speaker relationship modeling method can also consider the dependency
information of the sequential context simultaneously.
In addition, we also counted the emotion recognition effects of different MCER algorithms on

different emotion categories. As shown in Table 7, on the IEMOCAP data set, the performance effects
of each algorithm on various emotions are consistent with the overall results introduced previously.
The method based on context-free modeling has the worst effect, with the recognition effect on the
“happy” emotion being less than 50%. In comparison, most of the other three types of algorithms
have exceeded 60%, and some categories of emotions have exceeded 80%. The performance of each
algorithm on the MELD data set is shown in Table 8. The recognition effects of each algorithm
on most categories of emotions are similar to those on the IEMOCAP data set. It is important to
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Table 7. On the IEMOCAP dataset, we counted the emotion recognition effects of different MCER algorithms
on different emotion categories. The best result in each column is in bold.

Methods
IEMOCAP

Happy Sad Neutral Angry Excited Frustrated
Acc. F1 Acc. F1 Acc. F1 Acc. F1 Acc. F1 Acc. F1

TextCNN [41] 27.73 29.81 57.14 53.83 34.36 40.13 61.12 52.47 46.11 50.09 62.94 55.78
bc-LSTM [78] 29.16 34.49 57.14 60.81 54.19 51.80 57.03 56.75 51.17 57.98 67.12 58.97
bc-LSTM+Att [78] 30.56 35.63 56.73 62.09 57.55 53.00 59.41 59.24 52.84 58.85 65.88 59.41
CMN [26] 25.01 30.34 55.96 62.45 52.81 52.36 61.77 59.88 55.59 60.24 71.16 60.67
LFM [60] 25.63 33.14 75.71 78.83 58.52 59.21 64.77 65.26 80.21 71.85 61.14 58.97
A-DMN [112] 43.15 50.64 69.47 76.88 63.05 62.92 63.53 56.56 88.34 77.91 53.34 55.72
DialogueRNN [69] 25.63 33.11 75.14 78.85 58.56 59.24 64.76 65.23 80.27 71.85 61.16 58.97
DialogueGCN [20] 40.63 42.71 89.14 84.45 61.97 63.54 67.51 64.14 65.46 63.08 64.13 66.90
DialogueCRN [33] 71.47 51.93 75.82 78.25 66.17 59.86 78.53 64.16 68.95 77.72 54.91 60.l8
SumAggGIN [90] 56.74 54.22 86.85 79.17 62.95 65.32 64.64 62.28 76.21 78.43 63.42 61.67
DisGCN [96] 71.17 56.92 68.65 76.47 66.63 57.41 74.26 54.35 74.54 76.47 51.14 59.28
MM-DFN [32] 40.17 42.22 74.27 78.98 69.13 66.42 70.25 69.97 76.99 75.56 68.58 66.33
M2FNet [9] 65.92 60.00 79.18 82.11 65.80 65.88 75.37 68.21 74.84 72.60 66.87 68.31
EmoCaps [53] 70.34 72.86 77.39 82.45 64.27 65.10 71.79 69.14 84.50 73.90 63.94 63.41
CT-Net [56] 47.97 51.36 78.01 79.94 69.08 65.82 72.98 67.21 85.35 78.74 52.27 58.83
LR-GCN [83] 54.24 55.51 81.67 79.14 59.13 63.84 69.47 69.02 76.37 74.05 68.26 68.91

Table 8. On the MELD dataset, we counted the emotion recognition effects of different MCER algorithms on
different emotion categories. The best result in each column is in bold.

Methods
MELD

Neutral Surprise Fear Sadness Joy Disgust Anger
Acc. F1 Acc. F1 Acc. F1 Acc. F1 Acc. F1 Acc. F1 Acc. F1

TextCNN [41] 76.23 74.91 43.35 45.51 4.63 3.71 18.25 21.17 46.14 49.47 8.91 8.36 35.33 34.51
bc-LSTM [78] 78.45 73.84 46.82 47.71 3.84 5.46 22.47 25.19 51.61 51.34 4.31 5.23 36.71 38.44
bc-LSTM+Att [78] 70.45 75.55 46.43 46.35 0.00 0.00 21.77 16.27 49.30 50.72 0.00 0.00 41.77 40.71
A-DMN [112] 76.54 78.92 56.24 55.35 8.22 8.61 22.14 24.94 59.81 57.45 1.23 3.45 41.31 40.96
DialogueRNN [69] 72.12 73.54 54.42 49.47 1.61 1.23 23.97 23.83 52.01 50.74 1.52 1.73 41.01 41.54
CT-Net [56] 75.61 77.45 51.32 52.76 5.14 10.09 30.91 32.56 54.31 56.08 11.62 11.27 42.51 44.65
DialogueCRN [33] 70.91 75.73 47.32 47.18 0.00 0.00 34.06 13.29 41.95 49.72 0.00 0.00 41.66 35.69
SumAggGIN [90] 78.19 77.82 52.27 54.11 2.17 2.31 35.79 36.43 54.15 55.07 4.05 2.12 48.31 47.22
DisGCN [96] 70.84 76.67 42.71 46.13 1.17 1.55 32.08 16.97 50.03 50.17 2.35 1.99 38.25 39.97
MM-DFN [32] 78.17 77.76 52.15 50.69 0.00 0.00 25.77 22.93 56.19 54.78 0.00 0.00 48.31 47.82
M2FNet [9] 72.88 67.98 72.76 58.66 5.57 3.45 50.09 47.03 68.49 65.50 17.69 25.24 57.33 55.25
EmoCaps [53] 75.24 77.12 63.57 63.19 3.45 3.03 43.78 42.52 58.34 57.05 7.01 7.69 58.79 57.54
LR-GCN [83] 81.51 80.83 55.42 57.11 0.00 0.00 36.36 36.96 62.21 65.84 7.32 11.07 52.63 54.74

note that we found that all emotion recognition methods have poor performance in identifying
“fear” and “disgust” emotions, and the accuracy of some algorithms is even 0%. When we observe
the distribution of the data set, we can find that the MELD data set has a serious data imbalance
problem. This results in the model’s very poor emotion recognition performance on minority
classes.
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7 APPLICATIONS OF MULTI-MODAL CONVERSATIONAL EMOTION ANALYSIS
Emotion recognition is a method of applying natural language processing, machine learning, and
deep learning techniques to multi-modal data such as text, video, and audio to identify and analyze
the emotional state expressed in multi-modal data [11]. Therefore, analyzing and studying the
problem of emotion recognition has broad application value in many practical application scenarios.

7.1 Social Media Analysis
Multi-modal conversational emotion recognition has many broad applications in social media
analysis [128]. The most typical application is product improvement and innovation, that is, by
analyzing user comments and feedback on social media, companies can understand users’ pref-
erences and dissatisfaction with products. This helps companies tweak product designs, improve
functionality, and develop products that better meet user needs. Therefore, businesses can employ
emotion analysis techniques to improve their products. In addition, emotion analysis can also
help advertisers understand users’ emotional attitudes towards advertisements, thereby optimizing
advertisement content and strategies, and improving advertisement effectiveness.

7.2 Public Opinion Analysis
Multi-modal conversational emotion analysis also has a wide application value in the field of
opinion mining, which can help mine and analyze people’s opinions and emotions expressed in
text, video and audio [99]. For example, in market research, researchers can use emotion analysis
techniques to analyze users’ opinions on different products, as well as users’ purchase intentions.
This has great potential value for developing marketing strategies.

7.3 Recommendations Systems
Multi-modal conversational emotion analysis in recommender systems can help personalize recom-
mendations more in line with users’ emotions and preferences [12]. For example, the recommenda-
tion system can recommend products that users are more interested in according to the emotional
changes of consumers, and can perform emotion analysis on multi-modal data of user evaluations
to realize real-time early warning and disposal of negative product evaluations.

7.4 Medical Care
Multi-modal conversational emotion analysis plays an important role in many aspects in the field
of health care [86]. It can help medical institutions and doctors better understand the current
emotional state of patients, so as to give better treatment plans. For example, doctors can use
emotion analysis technology to analyze patients’ medical records and symptom descriptions, so
as to better understand the patient’s emotional state and help make more accurate diagnosis and
treatment plans. Furthermore, in diagnosis and treatment decisions, understanding a patient’s
emotional state is important for developing an appropriate medical regimen. Emotion analysis can
help doctors make more targeted decisions.

7.5 Financial Field Analysis
In the field of financial analysis, emotion analysis can help financial practitioners and investors
better understand the emotional state of the market and predict market trends, thereby helping
investors make correct investment decisions [17]. For example, some financial institutions and
financial practitioners use emotion analysis technology to calculate market emotion index to
measure market emotion, which can provide investors with an objective reference value.
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7.6 Social Robot
Multimodal conversational emotion recognition has many potential applications on social robots,
which can enhance the capabilities of social robots and make them more intelligent and humane
[48]. Social robots can use multimodal emotion recognition to sense the emotional state of the
users they interact with. This includes identifying users’ facial expressions, voice emotions, text
emotions, and other modal emotional signals [45]. The robot can then adjust its interaction to
better meet the user’s emotional needs, providing support, comfort or entertainment. In addition,
social robots can use MCER to better understand users’ needs and emotional states to provide
personalized suggestions and assistance. For example, in the field of mental health, robots can
provide targeted psychological support suggestions based on the user’s emotional state.

8 RESEARCH CHALLENGES
Although deep learning technology has promoted the prosperity of MCER tasks, many scholars
have proposed many state-of-the-art algorithms. However, building an accurate MCER model still
faces challenges.

8.1 Scarcity of Training Data
Multi-modal conversation emotion recognition models require sufficient and comprehensive emo-
tional samples as a basis to achieve accurate prediction or classification of emotions. The existing
multi-modal benchmark data sets IEMOCAP, MELD, and SEMAINE have only 11098, 5810, and
394 utterances, respectively. Unfortunately, although we can easily collect large amounts of multi-
modal conversation data from channels such as social media, the emotion labeling process is often
expensive and time-consuming. In addition, the collected multi-modal data inevitably has problems
such as ambiguous labels or multiple labels, which makes it a great challenge to obtain sufficient
multi-modal labeled data, which in turn leads to the scarcity of multi-modal training data. Therefore,
the scarcity of training data limits the effectiveness of current multi-modal conversational emotion
recognition models.

8.2 Data is Heterogeneous and Noisy
Multi-modal conversation emotion recognition models need to fully eliminate heterogeneity and
noise information between modalities to achieve accurate prediction or classification of emotions.
Multi-modal data is naturally heterogeneous, and features of different modalities have huge differ-
ences in processing methods and representation forms. In addition, multi-modal conversation data
contains a large amount of redundant or noisy information, and its emotion is usually determined
by only a small amount of consistent key information, such as certain words in a sentence, a specific
frequency band in speech, or a particular expression in a video. Even in some extreme cases, part
of the modal information is basically unavailable under noise interference, such as ambiguous
sentence expressions, noise in the speech, blocked expressions, etc. Therefore, the heterogeneity
and noise of data limit the effectiveness of current multi-modal conversational emotion recognition
models.

8.3 Unbalanced Data Distribution
Multi-modal dialogue data samples have serious imbalance problems, and the unbiased learning of
the model is seriously interfered with. The multi-modal conversation emotion recognition model
is based on cross-modal feature fusion, driven by emotion category sample data, and is easily
affected by the number of emotion category samples. However, multi-modal conversation emotion
data naturally suffers from the problem of category sample imbalance. A few emotion category

J. ACM, Vol. 37, No. 4, Article 111. Publication date: August 2023.



111:28 Shou et al.

samples account for a larger proportion, while most emotion category samples account for a small
proportion. For example, in the MELD data set, the “fear” emotion only accounts for 1.91% of the
total samples, and the “disgust” emotion only accounts for 2.61% of the total samples. A similar
sample distribution also exists on the benchmark data set SEMAINE. Small samples are difficult
to drive unbiased learning of the model, which seriously affects the model’s prediction accuracy
for small sample emotional categories. Therefore, the unbalanced sample distribution limits the
effectiveness of current multi-modal conversational emotion recognition models.

8.4 Consistent Semantic Association
Multi-modal conversation emotion recognition requires the model to fully learn the consistent
semantics between modalities to filter noise information and eliminate heterogeneity between
modalities, which is the basis for building an accurate multimodal dialogue emotion recognition
model. However, the consistent semantic association of multi-modal conversation is more compli-
cated and is not only related to the multi-modal context but also to factors such as the conversation
scene, the speaker’s own emotional inertia, and the speaker’s stimulation. In addition, multi-modal
data are heterogeneous, each modality has differentiated representation and distribution character-
istics in space, and some consistent semantic associations are hidden in the feature distribution
space between modalities. Therefore, efficiently performing consistent semantic association is the
primary issue that needs to be considered at the model level.

8.5 Complementary Semantic Capture
Multi-modal conversation emotion recognition models need to establish accurate and consistent
semantic associations and capture complementary semantic features between modalities, which can
expand the emotional representation capabilities of a single modality. However, unlike consistency
semantics, complementary semantics represent differences between modalities, and this difference
may contain noise components. Therefore, consistency semantics and complementarity semantics
are a pair of game entities, and how to balance the relationship between them is another issue that
needs to be considered at the model level.

8.6 Multi-model Collaboration
Multi-model collaboration is the third challenge faced at the model level in building accurate multi-
modal conversation emotion recognition models. Multi-modal conversation emotion recognition
often requires the collaboration of multiple models to complete tasks, such as feature extraction
models and feature fusion models. However, existing methods often perform task collaboration
from the data level and ignore the collaborative relationship between models. Therefore, in order
to achieve ideal synergistic results, not only the respective characteristics of the modes and their
interrelationships need to be considered, but also the synergistic relationships between models
need to be considered.

9 FUTUREWORK
9.1 Multi-modal Conversation Data Generation
Multi-modal conversational emotion recognition models require sufficient and comprehensive
emotional samples as a basis. When sample data is scarce, training multi-modal conversation
emotion recognition models without causing overfitting or underfitting problems is extremely
challenging. However, the sample size of existing benchmark data sets is relatively small, and there
is a common problem of data scarcity. Multimodal dialogue data generation can effectively alleviate
this problem. However, the distribution of multi-modal conversation data is more complex, and
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traditional single-modal data generation or cross-modal data generation models cannot meet the
requirements. Therefore, there is an urgent need to solve the problem of collaborative generation
of multi-modal conversation data.

9.2 Multi-modal Feature Deep Fusion
Multi-modal feature fusion is crucial to the MCER task. The fused feature vector can represent the
consistent semantics and complementary information between modalities. However, many different
information interactions exist between multi-modalities, and many consistent or complementary
features are hidden in multiple time series or local spatial correlations. Since multi-modal conver-
sation data is heterogeneous and contains noise, there are significant differences in the temporal
period and spatial distribution of different modal features, and the spatiotemporal importance
between modalities is dynamic. Currently, few works consider this difference, and more efforts are
still needed for deep fusion of multi-modal features.

9.3 Unbiased Emotional Learning
Many benchmark datasets in the field of multi-modal conversational emotion recognition suffer
from serious sample category imbalance, that is, the minority emotion category contains a large
amount of data, while the majority category emotion only contains a small amount of data. In the
case of unbalanced data, the existing models tend to be biased towards fitting the minority emotion
with a large amount of data, and the learning is insufficient on the majority emotion with a small
amount of data, which leads to the model being in a small sample emotion category, resulting in
the recognition accuracy is poor. Thus, the small-sample problem in multi-modal dialogue emotion
recognition urgently requires further research.

9.4 Incomplete Multi-modal Conversation Emotion Recognition
Each modality is not always available in real-world scenarios, which can lead to modal incomplete-
ness problems. For example, the voice contains much noise, the expression is blocked, the light is
dim, etc. At this moment, some modal information becomes unavailable due to noise interference.
Modal integrity requirements reduce the applicability of multi-modal conversation emotion recog-
nition methods. Therefore, cross-modal content recovery methods based on deep learning should
continue to be developed to achieve multi-modal conversation emotion recognition in missing
modalities.

9.5 Zero-shot Multi-modal Conversation Emotion Recognition
Affected by factors such as the complexity of emotions and the high cost of labeling, it is difficult
to fully label some emotional samples. Furthermore, with the rapidly growing personal emotion
annotation space, real-world emotion recognition systems may frequently encounter unseen
emotion labels. Therefore, improving the generalization performance of emotion recognition
models is an issue that needs to be considered. Deep methods utilizing zero-shot learning are
expected to achieve better multi-modal dialogue emotion recognition.

9.6 Multi-modal Conversation Multi-label Emotion Recognition
In multi-modal conversation scenarios, existing emotion recognition models usually use a single-
label supervised learning. Due to the ambiguity of emotions, emotion recognition in real life is
often a multi-label task. The single-label requirement greatly limits the application scenarios of
multi-modal conversation emotion recognition. Therefore, the multi-label emotion recognition
problem in multi-modal conversation scenarios should be considered in future work.
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10 CONCLUSION
This paper reviews the latest research results in the field of multi-modal conversational emotion
recognition. To allow readers to implement emotion recognition tasks better, we have collected
popular data sets in this field and given relevant download links. Since text, video, and audio are
unstructured data that cannot be directly input into a computer for computation, we summarize
some publicly available feature extraction methods. We divide emotion recognition methods into
four categories, i.e., context-free modeling, sequential context modeling, distinguishing speaker
modeling, and speaker relationship modeling. This paper further discusses the challenges faced by
existing methods and future research directions. According to the review of existing work, it is
found that multi-modal emotion recognition mainly improves the effect of emotion recognition by
modeling intra-modal and inter-modal complementary semantic information. We hope this review
can shed some light on developments in this field.
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