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Monologue: A lone church, prelude to our storm.

Monologue: As joy sparkled across the wedding venue, 
the call of destiny silently echoed within me.
Wife: [Whispering] You always look at me so intently, as 
if you're etching me into your heart.

Monologue: Despite the creeping dread, I chose to keep it 
hidden, promising my return.
General: [Shouting] Don't worry, my dear. I'll be back 
soon.

Monologue: The news of my deployment to the front line 
hit me like a thunderbolt, unanticipated and shocking.
General: [Unbelievable] Front lines? You can't be 
serious...

Monologue: The fury welled up within me. The day that 
started in joy was turning into a nightmare.
General: [Angry] I just got married today! You can't 
send me to the front lines!
Monologue: The commander's words struck me like a 
whip, freezing yet unyielding, a brutal reminder of my 
oath.
Commander: [Angry] You swore an oath, General! Your 
personal life be damned, the nation needs you!

Monologue: Clenching my bride close, my heart 
screamed a thousand words while my lips remained 
sealed.
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Figure 1: Multi-sensory movie generation results of AutoDirector. The multi-sensory composition process includes
scriptwriting, shooting, scoring, dubbing, and special effects. AutoDirector effectively integrates these elements to produce
high-quality movies.

Abstract

With the advancement of generative models, the synthesis of
different sensory elements such as music, visuals, and speech
has achieved significant realism. However, the approach to
generate multi-sensory outputs has not been fully explored,
limiting the application on high-value scenarios such as of
directing a film. Developing a movie director agent faces
two major challenges: (1) Lack of parallelism and online
scheduling with production steps: In the production of multi-

sensory films, there are complex dependencies between dif-
ferent sensory elements, and the production time for each el-
ement varies. (2) Diverse needs and clear communication de-
mands with users: Users often cannot clearly express their
needs until they see a draft, which requires human-computer
interaction and iteration to continually adjust and optimize
the film content based on user feedback. To address these is-
sues, we introduce AutoDirector, an interactive multi-sensory
composition framework that supports long shots, special ef-
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fects, music scoring, dubbing, and lip-syncing. This frame-
work improves the efficiency of multi-sensory film produc-
tion through automatic scheduling and supports the modi-
fication and improvement of interactive tasks to meet user
needs. AutoDirector not only expands the application scope
of human-machine collaboration but also demonstrates the
potential of AI in collaborating with humans in the role of
a film director to complete multi-sensory films.

1 Introduction
With the advent of generative models, single-modality syn-
thesis, such as music, visuals, and speech, has reached re-
markable levels of realism. However, as illustrated in Figure
1, multi-sensory composition, which aims to create cohe-
sive and immersive videos by integrating various sensory el-
ements into a unified whole, encompasses a more extended
and intricate process than traditional video synthesis, involv-
ing scriptwriting, shooting, scoring, dubbing, and special ef-
fects (Aldausari et al. 2022; Le Moing, Ponce, and Schmid
2021). The scarcity of readily available, clearly copyrighted
resources for multi-sensory videos further complicates the
direct training of models for this purpose.

While AI agents (Reed et al. 2022; Andreas 2022; Deng
et al. 2024), which leverage the collaboration of multiple
models, have shown promising results in various fields, their
application in multi-sensory video composition remains lim-
ited. Two significant challenges persist in this domain. First,
existing AI agents (Gronauer and Diepold 2022; Wen et al.
2022; Amirkhani and Barshooi 2022; Hong et al. 2023b)
often struggle with time management in complex, time-
consuming tasks like movie production. Without efficient
scheduling and automatic planning, system speed can be
severely hindered. Second, the iterative communication pro-
cess between users and directors is crucial in movie produc-
tion to ensure the final product meets user expectations. The
lack of a robust interactive approach in current systems lim-
its the expressive capabilities of multi-sensory films.

To address these challenges, we propose AutoDirector,
an interactive agent system designed to handle tasks in par-
allel and engage actively with users. Unlike previous sys-
tems, AutoDirector dynamically plans tasks based on feed-
back, efficiently generating high-quality films by automat-
ically scheduling activities such as scriptwriting, shooting,
scoring, dubbing, and special effects. As shown in Figure
2, it also facilitates real-time user interaction to modify or
enhance tasks according to user needs.

Our experimental results demonstrate that the AutoDi-
rector model effectively overcomes existing challenges, ad-
vancing the field of multi-sensory video composition. This
framework enhances production efficiency through auto-
matic scheduling and supports iterative task modification
based on user feedback. AutoDirector not only broadens the
scope of human-machine collaboration but also showcases
the potential of AI in assisting film directors to create multi-
sensory films collaboratively.

Our contributions are three-fold:

• We present AutoDirector, an agent system capable of
performing tasks in parallel and actively engaging with
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Figure 2: Overview of cognitive scheduling. Unlike tradi-
tional sequential execution, which is inefficient and unable
to communicate user needs, our method can continuously
organize and arrange tasks based on user comments and ef-
ficiently carry out movie creation through parallel execution.

users. Unlike previous agent systems, AutoDirector dy-
namically schedules tasks based on user feedback.

• We introduce the novel scenario named multi-sensory
movie generation, successfully implemented with Au-
toDirector. AutoDirector employs scheduling strategies
to automate the execution of modules and incorporate
user feedback, thus optimizing task execution.

• Experiments validate the effectiveness of AutoDirector,
showing that it outperforms the baseline model in both
efficiency and quality of multi-sensory composition.

2 Related Work
Video Generation Recently, the emergence of Sora (sor
2024) has elevated video synthesis to new heights, capable
of generating a minute of high-fidelity video. In the field of
video synthesis, several related works have been conducted.
PiKa (pik 2023) provided an effective tool for editing videos
through textual prompts. NUWA-XL (Yin et al. 2023) pre-
sented a novel coarse-to-fine diffusion over Diffusion ar-
chitecture for generating extremely long videos. Recently,
thanks to the strong in-context learning capability of Large
Language Models (LLMs), movie generation according to
textual scripts has become a new direction. DirecT2V (Hong
et al. 2023a) leveraged instruction-tuned LLMs as direc-
tors for text-to-video conversion, facilitating the inclusion of
time-varying content and ensuring consistent video produc-
tion. Vlogger (Zhuang et al. 2024) used an LLM as Director,
breaking down vlog creation into four stages, mimicking hu-



man roles, and employing a novel video diffusion model for
scene generation. MovieLLM (Song et al. 2024) employed
GPT-4 (Achiam et al. 2023) to create entire storylines by
first generating descriptions for each frame, which were then
used to produce high-quality, frame-by-frame videos based
on provided instructions. However, generating videos frame
by frame is very expensive, and it lacks smooth transitions,
dubbing, and background music, making it unacceptable for
human audiences.

In this work, by facilitating detailed multi-turn interaction
between users and the director, our model can generate more
satisfying videos that closely resemble natural scenes.

Agent System LLMs (Touvron et al. 2023; Zheng et al.
2024; Radford et al. 2019; Chung et al. 2024) have been
used to streamline and unify processes in various fields,
such as the software development process (Qian et al. 2023),
recommendation systems (Huang et al. 2023; Vullam et al.
2023), medical treatment (Calisto et al. 2023), etc. By incor-
porating agent systems, existing works integrated domain-
specific expert models with LLMs to accomplish multiple
tasks, mimicking human intelligence. The LLM-powered
agent has diverse applications, ranging from gaming envi-
ronments like Minecraft (Wang et al. 2023) to real-world
scenarios (Qin et al. 2023; Wu et al. 2023). ToolLLM (Qin
et al. 2023) facilitated the integration of LLMs with vari-
ous real-world APIs. Autogen (Wu et al. 2023) enabled con-
versations between multiple agents, enhancing the ability of
LLM-based agents to tackle complex tasks.

However, existing pipeline workflows cannot reasonably
schedule tasks and interact with users in real time. Our
work highlights the potential for significant speedups and
improved efficiency by integrating these into pipelines.

3 Methodology
3.1 Overall of AutoDirector
Task Perspective In the left part of Figure 3, different
from video generation, for film production, we need the co-
operation of multiple crew members, such as scriptwriters,
actors, and voice actors, and each crew member will be re-
sponsible for a task, such as script creation, acting, and dub-
bing. In our work, we will use AutoDirector to arrange tasks.
Not only that, there is also a user who constantly pays at-
tention to the intermediate results and gives comments. We
believe that for complex tasks like film production, users’
opinions are crucial because this will ensure that the film is
satisfactory to the director and the users.

Time Perspective In the right part of Figure 3, unlike
traditional linear pipelines, for movie production, there are
networked dependencies between tasks. Some tasks can be
done in parallel, while others must wait for other tasks to
be completed before proceeding. In our work, the most im-
portant task of the AutoDirector, played by the Large Lan-
guage Model (LLM), is to arrange the schedule of tasks con-
tinuously. Additionally, the AutoDirector will revoke cer-
tain tasks based on user feedback and task progress reports
and reschedule certain tasks after improvement. After each

round of progress reports and user feedback, the AutoDi-
rector always tracks and plans tasks in a continuous loop.
When there is nothing to do, the AutoDirector waits for the
following progress report and user feedback until the movie
production is completed.

3.2 AutoDirector with Cognitive Scheduling
In order to complete the film production, we have a series of
tasks to complete. We call each task an event. We view film
production as a sequence of events E , containing n events.

Some events, such as performances, must wait for previ-
ous events to be completed before they can begin, such as
script creation. We define its dependent event set D for this.

Film production is a long process, and we divide time into
continuous time slices {ti}Ti=0. The AutoDirector will con-
tinue to plan the time slices until all events are completed.

At the beginning of each time segment t, we will get the
progress report pt of all tasks, which is composed of the
list of events currently being executed and the events that
have been completed. The AutoDirector can plan what to
continue waiting for or arrange a crew member to execute
an event in the next period through pt.

At the same time, at the beginning of each time segment
tt, the user may provide feedback ct. User feedback ct is the
user’s comments on the intermediate results, such as scripts,
images, or dialogues.

If the user does not provide feedback, no event needs to
be revoked, so Rt = ∅.

The AutoDirector will arrange the upcoming tasks:

Qt = fq(pt; E ,D). (1)

If the dependencies of multiple events are satisfied, Qt =
{ek} may contain multiple events.

In the absence of any dependencies being met, no events
will be scheduled:

Qi = ∅. (2)

However, if the user has feedback on some content, the
AutoDirector will try to retry some of the steps. According
to the progress report pt and user feedback ct, we can get the
list of events to be revoked:

Rt = fr(ct, pt; E ,D) (3)

At the same time, the AutoDirector will rearrange the
started tasks Qt by:

Qt = fq(ct; E ,D). (4)

After confirming the revoked event Rt and the planned
event Qt, the event will be executed as planned and attached
to the user’s feedback. From this, we can get the progress
report for the next time period:

pt+1 = ϕ(pt;Rt, Qt), (5)

where ϕ is the progress report update function.
Initially, p0 does not contain any events. That is, there are

events that have yet to be completed or events in progress.
The division of time periods is not uniform. When any event
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Figure 3: The film production process of AutoDirector. Our process can be interpreted from two different perspectives: the
task perspective and the time perspective. From the task perspective, film production consists of a series of tasks, and there is a
sequence between the tasks. The AutoDirector manages all the tasks, and the user continuously puts forward their requirements
during this process. From the time perspective, the AutoDirector will get the current progress report and user feedback at the
beginning of each time segment and arrange new tasks, revoke completed tasks, or wait based on this until completion.

is completed, regardless of whether there are parallel events
in progress, we will regard this time as the end of the previ-
ous period and the beginning of the next period. We can get
the final result when all events in the list E are completed.

3.3 Film Crews
The entire movie production process is participated in by
the following roles, each responsible for a certain part of
movie production. Through the scheduling and collaboration
of AutoDirector, the film is eventually produced.

Scriptwriter. The scriptwriter generates several scenes
based on a requirement, outlining the characters involved
and the plot for each scene.

Artist. The art director designs the scenes, actors’ states,
costumes, and makeup for each scene, relying on the screen-
writer’s concept for each scene and character. The art direc-
tor uses PixelArt (Chen et al. 2023) as a tool to generate
characters from text.

Actors. The actors improvise the specific dialogues for
each scene, relying on the screenwriter’s plot design.

Action Director. The action director shoots the specific
actions for each scene and must wait until the art direction is
completed before proceeding. The action director uses Sta-
ble Video Diffusion (Blattmann et al. 2023) as a tool to gen-
erate long shots from keyframes.

Voice Over. The voice over dubs the dialogue for each
scene and needs to wait until the actors finish their per-
formances before they can start dubbing. We use Azure
Text2speech as a dubbing tool.

Post-production. The post-production process the results
of each scene’s shooting with special effects and add dub-
bing and music. Before proceeding, they must wait until the
dubbing, action, and art direction are completed. For dub-
bing and music synthesis, we call Pika’s Lip Sync feature,
and MusicGen (Copet et al. 2023) to generate music.

User. Unlike the crew members played by LLM men-
tioned above, we also include a human user who will interact
with the director in a timely manner to meet their needs. In
any round, the user can also choose not to comment.

3.4 Implementation Details
AutoDirector is a GPT-4-based agent system. For Script
Writing, it delegates the task to another agent. AutoDirector
works with other tool modules through API calls to complete
the remaining steps, such as video synthesis. AutoDirector
only needs to run on a CPU. However, the tools we call
in this paper will consume additional resources. To ensure
the visual synthesis model works properly, we used Nvidia
A100 80GB GPU in our experiments. All random seed is
fixed into 42.

Emotion-aware Dubbing Using LLM, each line of dia-
logue will be assigned a unique emotion, such as anger, sur-
prise, or whisper. Emotion will serve as a parameter when
invoking Text2speech to synthesize voiceovers that match
the characters’ emotions.

Video Synthesis A movie comprises multiple long shots,
each representing a scene. However, the length of each shot
is different due to the changes in dialogue and plot. For
each scene, the art task will first generate a scene frame
as the scene. Next, we will use the scene frame as a con-
dition to call Stable Video Diffusion to generate extended
frames. Since the length generated by Stable Video Diffu-
sion is fixed, we will use the end of the generated frame as
the Key Frame for extension and further iterative generation.
To solve the error accumulation problem, we will add a set
of reverse frames after the first round of extension so that the
first keyframe is consistent with the scene frame. Our long
shots will match the length of the voiceover.

Theme-aware Background Music AutoDirector will
also generate corresponding background music based on the
whole play. It is worth noting that AI also synthesizes the
background music.

Editing and Production The final film will splice mul-
tiple scenes together, and there will be cross dissolves be-
tween shots as transition effects based on the template.
Background music and voiceovers will be merged into a uni-
fied sound channel to achieve a cinematic audiovisual effect.



Please refer to the Supplementary Materials for more
details on implementation.

4 Experiment
4.1 Experiment Setup
This paper proposes a novel scenario, multi-sensory compo-
sition, which aims to create cohesive and immersive videos
by integrating various sensory elements into a unified whole.
To evaluate the effectiveness of AutoDirector in multi-
sensory composition, we selected several movie themes as
inputs and manually assessed the generated results across
three dimensions: visual aesthetics, narrativity, and control-
lability. For visual aesthetics, we evaluated the aesthetic
quality of individual video frames and the coherence across
multiple frames. In terms of narrativity, we assessed the co-
herence, logic, and emotional expression of the story. Con-
trollability was measured by the degree of user control over
the generated video.

To ensure a fair comparison, we established a baseline
model that utilizes the same tools as AutoDirector, such as
video synthesis and music synthesis models, but lacks the
planning and interaction capabilities of AutoDirector.

We also included NUWA-XL, Vlogger, OpenSora, and
Pika as references. However, it is important to note that these
models are traditional video synthesis tools that only support
video generation and do not align with the goal of multi-
sensory movie generation.

4.2 Overall Results
Effectiveness As shown in Table 1, AutoDirector is capa-
ble of controlling movie generation at a fine-grained level,
significantly improving controllability. By interacting with
users to obtain human-perspective information, AutoDirec-
tor can generate scenes that better align with human aes-
thetics (kindly refer to Section 4.4), thereby achieving much
higher aesthetic scores compared to the baseline.

In terms of narrativity, AutoDirector can generate scripts
of extremely high quality. This is because users can inter-
actively evaluate and improve scripts with AutoDirector to
address any narrative logic defects. This is also a key rea-
son why AutoDirector significantly outperforms the baseline
model in the overall score.

Since existing models do not support multi-sensory video
generation, we have referenced some traditional video gen-
eration models for comparison. In theory, AutoDirector sup-
ports any video synthesis model as the backend. In this pa-
per, as a demonstration, we used the open-source Stable
Video Diffusion as the video synthesis model because it al-
lows precise control over calls and timing, facilitating better
quantitative experiments.

Efficiency AutoDirector exhibits excellent multi-sensory
video generation effects and significantly reduces generation
time. Since the backbone speed of existing models varies,
for a fair comparison, we selected the version of AutoDirec-
tor without the scheduling mechanism as the baseline model,
where all tasks are executed in series. Additionally, in this
experiment, we assumed that there was no feedback from

the user. As shown in Table 2, AutoDirector significantly im-
proves generation speed, with an acceleration of about 40%.
This is because many steps in movie production can be ex-
ecuted in parallel. Through reasonable module scheduling,
AutoDirector can accelerate the generation of movie videos
without any performance degradation. We can find that our
method has the ability to reasonably plan tasks, execute tasks
in parallel, or wait for tasks to be completed at appropriate
times. Furthermore, our method can also revoke completed
tasks based on user feedback and effectively transform them
into new task goals to correct the tasks. By explicitly partici-
pating in the production process, users have relatively higher
satisfaction with the results.

4.3 Ablation Studies
In order to verify whether each part of AutoDirector
achieves the expected effect, we conduct ablation experi-
ments on two different sub-modules: time scheduling and
user interaction in Table 3. After removing the time schedul-
ing, we found that although the effect did not change sig-
nificantly, the user’s satisfaction with time efficiency sig-
nificantly decreased, reflecting the important role of time
scheduling. At the same time, without user interaction, both
time and effect satisfaction show a significant decrease. This
is because, without intermediate communication, users will
amplify their perception of time and tend to think that the
model’s execution time is longer. Moreover, without ef-
fective communication on intermediate results, satisfaction
with the final result drops significantly, which proves the
importance of interaction in complex tasks. By combining
the two, AutoDirector achieves the best state regarding both
time and effect satisfaction.

4.4 Discussion of Interaction
Comparison of Interaction Frequency To verify the im-
portance of interaction in movie production, we designed a
set of comparisons to observe the satisfaction of users with
the intermediate and final results under different interaction
frequencies. As shown in Table 4, we find that when no inter-
action occurs, the satisfaction of users with the intermediate
process and the final result is lower. When a low frequency
of interaction is added, the satisfaction with the intermedi-
ate process is significantly improved, but the improvement in
satisfaction with the final results is limited because the low
frequency of interaction is not enough to affect the final re-
sult. When the interaction frequency is further increased, the
satisfaction with both the intermediate process and the final
results is significantly improved. When unlimited interac-
tion is allowed, although the satisfaction of the intermediate
process is not significantly improved, the final result is more
likely to satisfy the user because the accumulation of errors
is interrupted.

Comparison of Interaction Types How does the inter-
action method affect movie production? To explore this
question, we designed a few different interaction meth-
ods. Yes/No represents that users only give feedback on
whether they agree with the current effect and do not make
suggestions. Critical Comments mean that users will



Table 1: Overall results of quality. AutoDirector stands out among all models for its unique ability to finely control movie
generation, producing aesthetically pleasing images and high-quality scripts, and improving narrative logic, thus significantly
outperforming other models in the overall score.

Methods Vision Sense Audio Aesthetics Narrativity Controllability Overall

NUWA-XL ✓ 24 10 15 16.4
Vlogger ✓ 38 58 29 42.3
OpenSora ✓ 61 27 30 39.8
Pika ✓ 86 36 54 58.9

Baseline (Ours) ✓ ✓ ✓ 57 48 22 43.4
AutoDirector (Ours) ✓ ✓ ✓ 86 84 83 84.4

Prompt: The general bid 
farewell to his wife with a 
heavy heart and went to the 
battlefield.

Prompt: The general said a 
poignant goodbye to his wife 
and proceeded towards the 
challenging mission ahead.

Prompt: The general tearfully 
said goodbye to his wife, then 
resolutely stepped onto the 
challenging battlefield, a place 
filled with gunpowder, 
bloodshed, and sacrifice.

Prompt: The general tearfully 
said goodbye to his wife, then 
resolutely stepped onto the 
challenging battlefield, a place 
filled with gunpowder, 
bloodshed, and sacrifice.

Original (No Interaction) Yes/No Critical Comments Detailed Comments

Figure 4: Comparison of different interactive types. The level of user feedback, ranging from Yes/No answers to
Detailed Comments, progressively enhances the expressiveness of the picture, with a higher degree of participation lead-
ing to a more nuanced and emotionally impactful final product.

Table 2: Overall results of efficiency. AutoDirector can sig-
nificantly enhance the generation efficiency compared to the
pipeline method.

Methods Parallel Interactive Time↓ Multiple↓

Baseline (Ours) 226.07 1.00×
AutoDirector (Ours) ✓ ✓ 138.71 0.61×

Table 3: Ablation results. Both time scheduling and user
interaction play indispensable roles, and their combination
results in the highest user satisfaction.

Methods Time↑ Effect↑ Overall↑

AutoDirector (Ours) 72 74 73.0
w/o Time Scheduling 52 69 60.5
w/o User Interaction 37 7 22.0

point out dissatisfying content but do not provide their own
thoughts. Detailed Comments represent that users will
not only point out dissatisfying content but also provide
their own ideas. In Figure 4, we find that even if only
Yes/No evaluations are carried out, the expressiveness of
the picture is significantly improved compared to the orig-
inal picture because the details of the picture background
are significantly enhanced. Using Critical Comments,

Table 4: Comparison of interaction frequency. Increased
interaction leads to improved satisfaction in both the inter-
mediate and final results. Unlimited interaction greatly en-
hances the final result by interrupting error accumulation.

Frequency Global↑ Result↑ Overall↑

None (Baseline) 37 7 27.0
Low 60 29 45.5
Intermediate 75 59 67.0
No Limits 76 74 75.0

the model further highlights the cruelty of the war. For pic-
tures using Detailed Comments, the picture not only
highlights the tension before the war but also emphasizes
the reluctance of the lovers, significantly enhancing the ex-
pressiveness of the picture. This also proves that the level of
user participation affects the final effect.

4.5 Case Studies
Agents Workflow Figure 5 illustrates a segment of the
complete movie production process. The numbers in the fig-
ure denote the sequence of events: the left side represents
the progress report or user feedback, the middle shows the
decisions made by the AutoDirector, and the right side de-
picts the actor agent executing the dialogue delivery. Some
prompts have been omitted to convey the process clearly.
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it is his responsibility to protect the country.
…
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…
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firm, reminding me of the duty I had sworn to uphold.
Dialogue: Commander: "Your duty, General, is to protect this 
nation, even at personal cost.”
…

Request
Act Five needs to be more intense and dramatic. The 
commander not only needs to be cold and firm, but also 
needs to show his determination for war and ruthlessness 
towards the general. 
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…
Monologue: The commander's words struck me like a whip, 
freezing yet unyielding, a brutal reminder of my oath.
Dialogue: Commander: "You swore an oath, General! Your 
personal life be damned, the nation needs you!”
…
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Figure 5: Movie production process involving a user comment. The process is dynamic, with decisions being made based
on task process and user feedback, leading to adjustments and improvements in tasks such as dialogue generation.

In Event ❶, the progress report indicates that script writ-
ing has been completed and that art creation is underway. In
the subsequent Event ❷, the AutoDirector determines that
dialogue delivery can proceed simultaneously, as its prereq-
uisite tasks are complete. Therefore, it issues instructions to
the actor and outlines the main objectives of the dialogue.
In Event ❸, the actor begins executing this command. Then,
in Event ❹, a new progress report is generated. Notably, be-
cause long-text generation takes time, Event ❸ is still on-
going when Event ❹ occurs. Consequently, in Event ❺, the
AutoDirector decides to wait, as no new commands can be
executed at that moment. Once Event ❸ is completed, it is
presented to the user.

At the time of Event ❻, the user reviews the generated di-
alogue but is dissatisfied and suggests improvements for the
fifth act. In Event ❼, the AutoDirector considers the user’s
feedback, revokes the dialogue task, and re-executes it with
the new requirements. In Event ❽, the actor successfully ad-
justs the dialogue according to the user’s specifications.

Multi-sensory Movie Generation Result As shown in
Figure 1, we present an example of the final movie pro-
duction effect of AutoDirector: a 1 minute and 18 seconds
movie titled “The General’s Wedding”, which tells
the story of a general being drafted on his wedding day. The
movie includes images, dialogues, and background music,
presented here through frame images and text. AutoDirec-
tor generated a coherent series of plots and shots, crafting a
vivid story with scenes containing multiple characters.

We observe that AutoDirector adds tone descriptions to
the dialogue, enabling AI to generate voiceovers in different
scenes and styles. When combined with lip sync, the final
effect of the movie closely resembles that of a human-made
film. Furthermore, the AI-generated background music, with
its melancholy and heroic tune, enhances the romantic and

tragic atmosphere of the movie. Through these examples, we
demonstrate the effectiveness of AutoDirector and explore
the potential of AI in movie creation.

5 Broader Impact and Limitations

AutoDirector’s capability of fine-grained control over movie
generation opens up new possibilities for content creation.
Integrating human interaction and time scheduling improves
the quality of the generated content and significantly in-
creases efficiency. This can greatly enhance the film produc-
tion process, reduce costs, and enable more creative ideas to
be realized. While AutoDirector improves the efficiency of
movie generation, it still demands a certain amount of com-
putational resources, which may limit its applicability for
low-resource settings.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we have introduced AutoDirector, an inno-
vative interactive multi-sensory composition framework de-
signed to address the challenges of generating multi-sensory
outputs for high-value scenarios such as film directing. Au-
toDirector effectively tackles two major challenges: the lack
of parallelism and online scheduling in production steps, as
well as the diverse and evolving needs of users during the
filmmaking process. By incorporating automatic scheduling
and interactive modification capabilities, AutoDirector en-
hances the efficiency of multi-sensory film production and
enables continuous adjustment and optimization based on
user feedback. This framework not only broadens the scope
of human-machine collaboration but also showcases the po-
tential of AI in assisting humans in the role of film directors
to create complex multi-sensory films.



References
2023. PiKa.
2024. OpenAI Sora’s Technical Review.
Achiam, J.; Adler, S.; Agarwal, S.; Ahmad, L.; Akkaya, I.;
Aleman, F. L.; Almeida, D.; Altenschmidt, J.; Altman, S.;
Anadkat, S.; et al. 2023. Gpt-4 technical report. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2303.08774.
Aldausari, N.; Sowmya, A.; Marcus, N.; and Mohammadi,
G. 2022. Video generative adversarial networks: a review.
ACM Computing Surveys (CSUR), 55(2): 1–25.
Amirkhani, A.; and Barshooi, A. H. 2022. Consensus in
multi-agent systems: a review. Artificial Intelligence Review,
55(5): 3897–3935.
Andreas, J. 2022. Language models as agent models. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2212.01681.
Blattmann, A.; Dockhorn, T.; Kulal, S.; Mendelevitch, D.;
Kilian, M.; Lorenz, D.; Levi, Y.; English, Z.; Voleti, V.;
Letts, A.; et al. 2023. Stable video diffusion: Scaling la-
tent video diffusion models to large datasets. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2311.15127.
Calisto, F. M.; Fernandes, J.; Morais, M.; Santiago, C.;
Abrantes, J. M.; Nunes, N.; and Nascimento, J. C. 2023.
Assertiveness-based agent communication for a personal-
ized medicine on medical imaging diagnosis. In Proceed-
ings of the 2023 CHI conference on human factors in com-
puting systems, 1–20.
Chen, J.; Yu, J.; Ge, C.; Yao, L.; Xie, E.; Wu, Y.; Wang, Z.;
Kwok, J.; Luo, P.; Lu, H.; and Li, Z. 2023. PixArt-α: Fast
Training of Diffusion Transformer for Photorealistic Text-
to-Image Synthesis. arXiv:2310.00426.
Chung, H. W.; Hou, L.; Longpre, S.; Zoph, B.; Tay, Y.; Fe-
dus, W.; Li, Y.; Wang, X.; Dehghani, M.; Brahma, S.; et al.
2024. Scaling instruction-finetuned language models. Jour-
nal of Machine Learning Research, 25(70): 1–53.
Copet, J.; Kreuk, F.; Gat, I.; Remez, T.; Kant, D.; Synnaeve,
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