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Abstract

Interactive communication (IC), i.e., the reciprocal exchange of in-
formation between two or more interactive partners, is a fundamental
part of human nature. As such, it has been studied across multiple
scientific disciplines with different goals and methods. This article pro-
vides a cross-disciplinary primer on contemporary IC that integrates psy-
chological mechanisms with acoustic and media-technological constraints
across theory, measurement, and applications. First, we outline theoreti-
cal frameworks that account for verbal, nonverbal and multimodal aspects
of IC, including distinctions between face-to-face and computer-mediated
communication. Second, we summarize key methodological approaches,
including behavioral, cognitive, and experiential measures of communica-
tive synchrony and acoustic signal quality. Third, we discuss selected
applications, i.e. assistive listening technologies, conversational agents,
alongside ethical considerations. Taken together, this review highlights
how human capacities and technical systems jointly shape IC, consolidat-
ing concepts, findings, and challenges that have often been discussed in
separate lines of research.
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1 Motivation and Goal

In recent decades, interactive communication (IC) has shifted from predomi-
nantly face-to-face encounters to a spectrum of computer-mediated formats, fun-
damentally altering available cues, timing, and coordination demands (Walther,
1996). This transition has been theorized in communication science by frame-
works such as Media Richness Theory (Daft & Lengel, 1986) and Social Presence
Theory (Short et al., 1976), both of which highlight how communication media
differ in cue availability and immediacy. Once limited to face-to-face encoun-
ters, IC has expanded to encompass a variety of technology-mediated formats,
ranging from telephone and videoconferencing to virtual and eXtended reality
(VR, XR) applications, that are now pervasive in daily life. Some of these for-
mats have been around for a long time and technology-specific effects are well
established, for instance, regarding telephony and video conferences. Although
video communication is frequently used, it also has major differences from real-
life face-to-face communication, mostly due to the impoverished presentation of
interactive cues (cf. examples in Davis et al., 2020; Eddy, 2019; Raake et al.,
2022; Skowronek et al., 2022). Empirical research shows that such reductions
in visual and auditory feedback alter perceived immediacy, empathy, and co-
ordination efficiency in online meetings (J. N. Bailenson, 2021; Fauville et al.,
2021). In contrast, virtual reality (VR) can restore a richer set of cues (e.g.,
body posture, gestures, gaze) and, when latency, tracking fidelity, spatial audio,
and avatar expressivity are sufficient, may approach face-to-face conditions.

However, research on IC in VR is still emerging, and not all principles of
VR-mediated IC are fully understood. Especially, the interplay of verbal and
nonverbal information needs to be considered, since technology-induced effects
that enable or influence this interplay are expected to be more prominent in
VR communication. Consequently, we contribute by (1) defining IC via bidi-
rectionality, contingency, mutual awareness, and temporal coupling (these cri-
teria align with interactionist definitions in communication theory emphasizing
reciprocity and mutual contingency as defining features of dialogue, Carston,
1999; Pickering and Garrod, 2004); (2) integrating psychological and media-
technological theories; (3) organizing measurement approaches (signal quality,
synchrony, experience); and (4) mapping applications (for example, assistive
listening, conversational agents) alongside ethics.

2 Definition

The term IC is frequently used in psychology, human-computer interaction, and
other fields, but the different disciplines may vary in their understanding of
what IC actually means. In this cross-disciplinary primer we use an inclusive
and broad definition of IC which can be applied across disciplines. Here, IC
describes the two-directional and dynamic process of transferring information
between two or more interactive partners. A key feature of IC is a contingent
feedback loop: received information is used to generate a response that is time-
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and content-contingent and dependent on the partner. Operationally, IC re-
quires (i) bidirectionality, (ii) response contingency, (iii) mutual awareness, and
(iv) temporal coupling; these criteria distinguish IC from broadcast or unlinked,
asynchronous exchanges. Importantly, the transfer of information can comprise
verbal and nonverbal channels in different sensory modalities (Sebeok, 2001).
Verbal information can be presented in the auditory (vocal and verbal: spoken
language) or visual domain (non-vocal and verbal: sign language). Similarly,
nonverbal information can also include the auditory (vocal and nonverbal: e.g.,
prosody) and visual domain (non-vocal and nonverbal: e.g., gaze, facial expres-
sions, gestures).

The following real-life situations illustrate this definition. First, imagine
a lecturer in front of an audience. The lecturer is the only person speaking,
there are no questions/comments from the audience. Does this still qualify as
IC? We argue that the answer is yes, even though only one person is speaking.
Yet, the (nonverbal) behavior of the audience will communicate something to
the lecturer. Audience members may establish eye contact or nod, signaling
that they can follow the explanations, or they may look away or display a
puzzled expression, indicating that the lecturer should adjust the pace or provide
clarification. Importantly, this applies not only to face-to-face situations but
also to virtual meetings via video calls, where fewer communicative channels
are available (e.g., delayed responses, restricted gaze cues). In terms of our
criteria, the lecture satisfies mutual awareness and contingency via gaze and
nods, and temporal coupling within the shared setting. Research on nonverbal
feedback in teaching contexts confirms that cues such as gaze, nodding, and
posture strongly influence perceived engagement and comprehension (Kleinke,
1986).

As a second scenario, consider a situation at a train station. You are waiting
for your train to come and a loudspeaker informs you that the train will be de-
layed by 30 minutes. You respond with an angry expression and exclaim, ”How
can it be so difficult to simply be on time?”. Does this constitute IC? We argue it
does not, even though both parties express something. Here, mutual awareness
and contingency are absent; thus, the exchange remains unidirectional.

However, some situations make it difficult to draw a clear line between uni-
directional and interactive communication. For example, consider interacting
with a chatbot or virtual agent in a VR application (in this review the term
agent is used to distinguish a computer-controlled virtual character from human-
controlled character, i.e. an avatar). Although such entities are not real humans,
they can be programmed to produce responses that closely mimic, or even be-
come indistinguishable from those of a human interlocutor. Advanced Artificial
Intelligence (AI)-based designs enable a dynamic exchange that transcends one-
way communication and engages the user in a responsive and interactive man-
ner. Consequently, we argue that such interactions can be considered IC, even
though they involve an artificial agent. This interpretation is consistent with the
‘Computers as Social Actors’ paradigm, which demonstrates that humans tend
to apply social norms to responsive technologies (Nass & Moon, 2000; Reeves
& Nass, 1996).
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3 Theory

Understanding IC requires theoretical perspectives that account for both the
psychological mechanisms underlying communication and the technological con-
ditions shaping it. In this section, we outline two complementary viewpoints:
(1) the psychological perspective, focusing on the modalities and processes of
human communication, and (2) the media-technology and acoustic perspective,
examining how modalities and technical systems shape the affordances and con-
straints of communication. By integrating these perspectives, we argue that IC
should be analyzed not only in terms of signal exchange, but also as a function-
ally embedded, socially co-constructed, and technologically mediated activity.
Accordingly, theoretical integration must address how cognitive mechanisms
interact with the affordances and constraints of media systems to sustain co-
ordination and shared understanding. For example, gaze-based turn-yielding
relies on psychological prediction and on technical conditions (e.g., video frame
rate and AV-sync) in mediated settings.

3.1 A Psychological Perspective on IC

From a psychological perspective, IC can be analyzed with respect to the percep-
tual and expressive modalities through which information is exchanged. In this
section, we organize psychological perspectives by modality, verbal, nonverbal,
and multimodal communication, highlighting the underlying cognitive, social,
and emotional processes, as well as contextual and technological influences.

IC is not merely the exchange of information; it is a goal-directed, dynam-
ically coordinated activity engaging cognitive, social, and affective processes.
Traditionally, IC has been described as a function of social interaction, namely
the transfer of information from one person to another (Hadley et al., 2022).
As such, it has been differentiated from other functions, such as affiliation and
social cognition (C. D. Frith and Frith, 2012). Importantly, however, affiliation
and social cognition also rely on decoding communicative signals (e.g., a smile,
direct gaze) to establish rapport, infer intentions, and generate social evalua-
tions (Argyle, 2013). IC can therefore be regarded as an important source of
information for social processes, such as fostering affiliation and establishing
social hierarchies.

The following sections examine how key modalities contribute to IC, starting
with verbal (vocal) information exchange under adverse acoustic conditions,
moving to the role of nonverbal (vocal and nonvocal) signals in social inference
and coordination, and concluding with their integration in multimodal settings.
We then consider how communication changes across media environments and
over the lifespan. Together, these sections illustrate how IC is shaped by human
capacities, social functions, and contextual constraints.
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3.1.1 The Verbal Modality and Effects on Acoustic Interference

To begin, we discuss the verbal modality, as it is oftentimes considered the pri-
mary channel for information exchange. A core challenge for verbal communi-
cation arises when acoustic signals are degraded, whether due to environmental
noise, room effects such as reverberation, or the speaker’s voice characteristics.
Such degradation can impede effective communication and increase cognitive
load, especially in interactive settings. The most widely studied acoustic chal-
lenge is noise, which can originate from environmental sources (e.g., construc-
tion, classroom, or ventilation noise) or from competing speakers (e.g., irrelevant
background speech). Both types of noise can significantly impair cognitive per-
formance (Marsh et al., 2023), as they reduce the resources available for core
demands of IC, such as speech perception, speech production, integration into
long-term memory, and interpretation of turn-taking cues. Studies demonstrate
that adverse signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs) significantly impair dialogue compre-
hension, especially when interactional timing is critical (Pichora-Fuller et al.,
2015). In mediated communication, additional noise may be introduced by the
system; conversely, algorithms may process or cancel environmental noise at
sender or receiver. Speakers adapt via the Lombard effect (i.e., increased level
and spectral shifts, Lane and Tranel, 1971; Lombard, 1911), which interacts
with intelligibility and listening effort in IC.

Room effects such as reverberation can also shape communicative success,
with and without background noise. Poor room acoustics can impair speech
intelligibility and overall communication quality, necessitating careful consider-
ation of these factors in interactive settings (Ermert, Yadav, Marsh, et al., 2025;
Seitz et al., 2024; Yadav et al., 2023).

Beyond noise, speech may also be degraded when the communication partner
has a voice disorder, most commonly characterized by hoarseness. Voice dis-
orders are particularly prevalent among professionals who rely heavily on their
voice, affecting, for example, 41% of university professors (Azari et al., 2024).
Research indicates that listening to a hoarse speaker requires greater listening
effort and is perceived as more annoying, while also impairing cognitive perfor-
mance (Schiller et al., 2023, 2024). In IC, where understanding and responding
are tightly interlinked, noise or voice impairment can therefore increase cog-
nitive effort, reduce speech intelligibility and comprehension, and hinder the
coordination of the interaction. Another key factor is the SNR and absolute
level, which interact with voice quality and background noise to shape intelli-
gibility. In mediated communication, voice degradations may also result from
speech coding or transmission errors. Technology-induced effects are discussed
in Section 3.2.

3.1.2 The Nonverbal Modality and Social Cognition

Although many psychological mechanisms of communication operate across
modalities, they are particularly evident and empirically tractable in nonverbal
channels. Social cues such as gaze, facial expressions, posture, vocal prosody
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and other nonverbal vocalizations are critical for regulating interaction and con-
veying social intent. They provide meta-communicative information (e.g., about
turn-taking, attention, or affective stance) and help recipients interpret and dis-
ambiguate verbal content. The interpretation of such cues depends on shared
conventions and situational context, and mismatches in their production or per-
ception can disrupt interaction and hinder mutual understanding. In line with
Conversation Analysis (Sacks et al., 1974), nonverbal timing cues are essen-
tial for regulating speaker changes and avoiding overlap, thereby maintaining
conversational flow.

Nonverbal communication engages cognitive processes involved in interpret-
ing communicative signals. Nonverbal behaviors also serve a predictive func-
tion: interlocutors continuously anticipate others’ reactions based on micro-
movements and gaze, facilitating rapid adaptation. The Emotion-as-Social In-
formation (EASI) model (Lange et al., 2022; Van Kleef, 2009) suggests that
individuals use emotional expressions (e.g., facial emotional expressions, but
also other signals like body posture or voice) of an interaction partner to in-
fer their state and intentions. Ultimately, any perceivable behavior, even a
lack of response, may be interpreted as meaningful, in line with Paul Watzlaw-
ick’s first axiom that ”one cannot not communicate” (Watzlawick et al., 2017).
More broadly, these inferential processes extend across modalities but become
especially salient in nonverbal channels, and are captured under the concept
of ”Theory of Mind” (ToM; C. Frith and Frith, 2005). Here, inferential pro-
cesses enable individuals to assess whether an interaction partner shares relevant
knowledge or whether additional information must be conveyed, a capacity cen-
tral to establishing common ground (Richardson et al., 2007). Taken together,
these mechanisms underscore the interpretive nature of communication and the
foundational role of nonverbal cues in achieving shared understanding.

3.1.3 Integrating Verbal and Nonverbal Information

In face-to-face interaction, verbal and nonverbal behaviors are closely inter-
twined. Each channel (e.g., acoustic, visual, tactile) can convey information
independently, for example, giving verbal instructions while maintaining eye
contact to check attentiveness. However, in many situations verbal and nonver-
bal signals must be integrated to decode the intended message, such as when
speech is ambiguous or when irony is used (Holle and Gunter, 2007). In ad-
dition, nonverbal channels facilitate coordination between interactive partners.
For instance, eye gaze is used to signal turn endings in face-to-face conversa-
tions, enabling smooth and rapid interactions (Wohltjen and Wheatley, 2021).
Similar mechanisms have been described for body posture (Matsumoto et al.,
2016; Romero and Paxton, 2021) and manual gestures (Kendrick et al., 2023),
confirming the multimodal nature of turn-taking in human face-to-face conver-
sations. These integrative mechanisms are especially critical when information
is impaired, incomplete, or not redundantly conveyed—as often occurs in video-
mediated communication (Bohannon et al., 2013). Classic demonstrations such
as the McGurk effect (McGurk and MacDonald, 1976) underscore obligatory
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audio-visual integration. While recent evidence suggests that audio-visual in-
congruence can be ignored if they occur in a domain irrelevant to the experiment
task (Ermert, Yadav, Ehret, et al., 2025), further enhancing the understanding
of the interplay of verbal and nonverbal cues is essential for explaining how com-
municative coordination is maintained, or breaks down, especially when IC is
technologically mediated or constrained. Moreover, audio-visual incongruence
can selectively disrupt comprehension depending on task relevance, suggesting
flexible weighting between sensory channels (Ermert, Yadav, Ehret, et al., 2025).

3.1.4 Face-to-Face versus Computer-Mediated Communication

Face-to-face and computer-mediated communication (CMC) differ in several
psychological aspects (Tsigeman et al., 2024). Face-to-face communication ben-
efits from nonverbal cues such as body language and tone of voice, which enhance
emotional expression, empathy, and immediacy of feedback, thereby fostering
deeper connections. CMC often lacks these cues, which can increase misunder-
standings and cognitive load as interlocutors must interpret messages without
immediate clarification. Face-to-face interactions are typically more persuasive
and effective in changing attitudes due to the richness of real-time engagement.
CMC, by contrast, allows greater control over self-presentation. While this can
be advantageous, it may also encourage inauthentic communication. Overall,
face-to-face communication is richer and more immediate, whereas CMC offers
flexibility but often at the expense of connection and emotional depth. These
contrasts align with Media Synchronicity Theory (Dennis et al., 2008), which
posits that differences in transmission speed and feedback capability explain
much of the reduced sense of co-presence in CMC. However, CMC is highly
divers (Yao and Ling, 2020), and novel VR-based forms are continuously be-
ing developed. Thus, existing disadvantages are likely to diminish further in
the future. This comparative perspective highlights how communicative modal-
ity interacts with psychological mechanisms and underscores the importance of
analyzing medium-specific demands, constraints, and opportunities.

3.1.5 Developmental Variation and Age Aspects

Age is an important factor shaping how individuals engage in IC across con-
texts and modalities. Older adults often draw on their life experience, which can
enhance communication skills, particularly in face-to-face settings, where they
may be more adept at reading nonverbal cues and managing conflicts (Luong
et al., 2011). At the same time, challenges arise with modern technology, as
older individuals often struggle with digital communication tools. This can lead
to feelings of isolation or difficulties in maintaining online social connections
(Vaportzis et al., 2017). Despite these challenges, face-to-face communication
remains vital for emotional well-being, as it fosters belonging and reduces loneli-
ness. With age, cognitive and emotional changes can affect communication, for
example by slowing response times or altering emotional reactions. Technology
can nonetheless offer significant benefits, providing older adults with ways to
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stay connected when face-to-face communication is no longer feasible (Döring
et al., 2022; Fuss et al., 2019). Nevertheless, adapting interface design, such as
larger text, simplified menus, or adjustable contrast, can substantially increase
accessibility and confidence among older users (Choi and DiNitto, 2013). For
instance, video calls and social media can help mitigate isolation and support
social ties. Ultimately, while older adults may face initial barriers in adapting
to new communication forms, their life experience often enriches interactions.
With increasing comfort in using technology, they can benefit from both tra-
ditional and digital modes of communication (Hülür and Macdonald, 2020).
This developmental perspective highlights how age-related characteristics inter-
act with contextual and technological conditions, underscoring the importance
of lifespan-sensitive, inclusive communication design in increasingly technology-
based communication contexts. Designs that increase the salience of gaze, lip
movements, and clear prosody can partially compensate age-related declines,
especially in video and VR.

Taken together, understanding IC requires a dual focus on psychological and
media-technological perspectives. Psychological perspectives clarify the cogni-
tive, social, and affective demands that communication places on individuals,
whereas media-technological perspectives show how these demands are shaped,
supported, or disrupted by the properties of communication systems. The in-
terplay between human capacities and technical affordances is especially salient
when interaction is mediated by technology—an increasingly common condi-
tion across personal, educational, and professional domains. Building on these
psychological foundations, we now turn to the media-technology perspective,
which specifies the technical conditions that enable, constrain, or transform
these communicative processes, and in doing so highlights their interplay with
psychological mechanisms while pointing to design implications.

3.2 A Media-Technology Perspective on IC

Media technologies fundamentally shape the conditions and possibilities of IC.
They enable new forms of communicating and can serve as substitutes when
face-to-face communication is difficult or impossible. They extend and sup-
plement face-to-face interaction by enabling communication across time, space,
and modality—shaping the availability, fidelity, and synchrony of communica-
tive signals. From a functional perspective, media technologies are not only
transmission channels, but also shaping environments that enable, constrain,
or transform communicative practices. They modulate how verbal and non-
verbal information is produced, perceived, and integrated, and thereby influ-
ence critical aspects such as turn-taking, presence, and mutual understanding.
In contrast to Section 3.1, which emphasized psychological mechanisms, the
present section highlights media-technological conditions, such as synchronic-
ity, modality, and immersiveness, that afford or hinder IC across conventional
and technologically augmented contexts. To illustrate, we use the following
terms: latency (end-to-end delay) disrupts turn-taking; jitter (delay variability)
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destabilizes timing; packet loss degrades intelligibility; and audio-visual desyn-
chronisation misaligns lip and speech cues. Each directly impacts coordination
in IC.

3.2.1 Audio and Acoustics

Audio technologies directly determine how verbal signals are preserved, en-
hanced, or distorted in transmission. Dedicated measures of audio process-
ing and improvements of acoustics can substantially enhance IC. In this con-
text, speech and its intelligibility are crucial. For example, in a large hall with
multiple interactive partners, face-to-face communication can be facilitated for
interlocutors through the use of microphones and loudspeakers. However, if
these tools are not used optimally, e.g., introducing noise, acoustic echo, or
audio/audio and audio/visual desynchronization, IC can suffer.

For CMC, audio needs to be converted from an analog to a digital signal,
transmitted and then reconverted back to analog form. Through digital signal
processing, the output signal can be enhanced to improve speech intelligibility
and facilitate IC (Vary and Martin, 2024). However, if transmission introduces
artifacts such as delays or distortions, IC may be impaired and listening fa-
tigue can increase (see, e.g., work reviewed in Raake et al., 2022). Echo and
insufficient acoustic echo cancellation (AEC) further increase effort and disrupt
turn-taking. Modern beamforming and adaptive filtering algorithms can miti-
gate these effects by dynamically emphasizing target speech while suppressing
diffuse background noise (Doclo et al., 2015).

Voice communication via telecommunications has a long tradition, beginning
with classical telephony. While still available today through modern devices
such as smartphones, it has been significantly improved. The expansion of
speech bandwidth from narrowband (300-3400 Hz) to wideband and further to
fullband (up to 7 kHz or 20 kHz), has markedly improved speech quality (e.g.,
Raake, 2007). This broader bandwidth also enables a more face-to-face-like
communication. For example, when spelling names, speech sounds such as /f/
and /s/ can now be more easily distinguished, reducing the need for POTS-style
(Plain Old Telephony Service) spelling aids such as the NATO alphabet (e.g.,
Foxtrot for /f/, Sierra for /s/). Improved speech quality can also influence social
perception, making interlocutors appear more positively or moderating specific
vocal attributes (Gallardo, 2018).

The challenges of attentional selection and inhibition in complex auditory
scenes, discussed in Section 3.1, also inform the design of media technologies.
Often, several potentially competing acoustic sources are available for auditory
processing simultaneously, such as different people speaking at a cocktail party,
where the ability to focus on a single target speaker among multiple competing
talkers is known as the cocktail party effect (Cherry, 1953; Pichora-Fuller et al.,
2017). In this situation, a strong attentional selection of the relevant acous-
tic information is needed (see Shinn-Cunningham, 2008 for a review), while the
cognitive processing of irrelevant information needs to be sufficiently suppressed
(inhibited). From a technological perspective, this underscores the importance
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of spatial hearing support (e.g., binaural rendering, advanced room acoustic
design) to facilitate selective attention. Here, the interactivity of the auditory
scene seems to be particularly important. The human ability to selectively focus
attention on a specific sound source in a complex acoustic scene strongly depends
on spatial hearing (Blauert, 1996). Thus, if more acoustically complex scenes
are to be considered (e.g. with room acoustics, cf. Oberem et al., 2018), moving
sound sources or moving listener), applying interactive and thus more realistic
environments, the validity of statements on attentional processes may profit
significantly. Speech-based communication between an interactively changing
speaker and listener can be viewed as the test case of auditory cognition “in
action.” It requires the most diverse functions and processes across the entire
bandwidth of human information processing, from speech perception (e.g., in a
noisy environment, requiring scene analysis) to cognitive information processing
of message plus context information (e.g., affective-emotional connotations) up
to response evaluation with respect to the interaction partner (e.g., gender, sta-
tus). Interactive virtual environments provide a particularly powerful testbed
here: by combining complex auditory (e.g., individualized interactive sound pre-
sentation) and audio-visual input, they allow realizing communication scenarios
of much higher complexity and ecological validity than classical experimental
setups. For example, Devesse et al. (2018) used virtual humans to explore the
effects of audio-visual cues on speech intelligibility in adults. Similarly, stud-
ies with children (Breuer et al., 2022; Nirme et al., 2018; Seitz et al., 2024)
examined speech perception and listening effort in noisy classroom-like scenar-
ios, testing whether visual presentation of a virtual speaker could compensate
acoustic challenges.

With a focus on IC and age, hearing aids play a crucial role in enabling
individuals with hearing impairments to participate more fully or in some cases
even at all in IC. This is particularly relevant for older adults, as age-related
hearing loss is associated with reduced social participation and has been iden-
tified as a contributing factor to cognitive decline, dementia, and other health
issues (Pichora-Fuller et al., 2015, Livingston et al., 2024, see also 5.1).

3.2.2 Video

Video enhances IC by providing richer and more dynamic content, thereby sup-
porting understanding and fostering engagement and collaboration. In particu-
lar, video signals allow access to visual nonverbal cues, supporting the interpre-
tation of communicative features such as irony or turn-taking signals (Aguert,
2022; Kendrick et al., 2023). Reduced frame rates and audio-visual desynchro-
nization have been shown to elongate conversational turns and increase per-
ceived cognitive effort (Jackson et al., 2000). Empirical studies demonstrate
that visual turn-taking cues can reduce listening effort and may even compen-
sate for age-related declines in listening under acoustically challenging (e.g.,
cocktail-party listening, Pichora-Fuller et al., 2017) conditions (Getzmann and
Wascher, 2017). However, poor synchronization of audio-visual speech signals
can create conflicts between modalities (Seuren et al., 2021), which significantly
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impair speech comprehension, particularly in older adults (Begau et al., 2022),
underscoring the need for reliable technical solutions in multimodal speech pre-
sentation. Camera framing and angle modulate perceived eye contact (and thus
turn-yielding), while visual clutter increases search load and can mask subtle
facial cues.

3.2.3 Virtual Reality

Virtual Reality refers to a computer-generated, three-dimensional, and inter-
active environment that enables users to experience a sense of “being there”
(Slater et al., 2022) in a digital space. VR is often mediated through head-
mounted displays (HMDs), but projector-based VR systems like CAVE systems
(Cave automatic virtual environment), for example with up to six projector
sides surrounding the user, are also available. Embodied interaction is a key
feature of VR and is enabled via real-time head tracking which allows users to
perceive a virtual environment from their own point of view. Tracking is used
to translate users’ actions (e.g., head movements) to consequences (changes in
visual display) in the virtual world (i.e., by establishing sensorimotor contin-
gency; O’Regan and Noë, 2001). VR can thus evoke the psychological state of
presence (Slater, 2009) which includes the illusion of “being there” (place illu-
sion) and the illusion that things around one are actually happening (plausibility
illusion; Slater et al., 2022), and has been shown to increase in VR compared
to computer presentation (Ermert, Yadav, Ehret, et al., 2025). Presence fur-
ther depends on real-time eye-tracking and naturalistic gaze behavior, which
enhance co-presence and trust between virtual interlocutors (Rubo and Son,
2025; Slater et al., 2022). In contrast to traditional media, which do not evoke
such illusions, this gives users the ability to perceive and act in ways that closely
mirror real-world scenarios. Importantly, while VR research has focused on vi-
sual stimulation, other modalities such as auditory (see Section 3.2.4), haptic
(Fermoselle et al., 2020) or olfactory (Tewell and Ranasinghe, 2024) information
are increasingly used to provide rich, multi-sensory experiences. This makes VR
a powerful medium for studying and facilitating IC.

VR is especially promising for IC due to its use of social cues. VR allows
to implement face-to-face social interactions where both verbal and nonverbal
information are integrated. Partly, this resembles the advantage of video com-
munication over audio-only communication resulting from additional informa-
tion, for instance via facial expressions and gestures. Crucially, however, due
to its unique use of spatial cues VR can provide information that goes beyond
screen-based video communication. This includes the use of gaze information
(e.g., establishing eye contact; Rubo and Son, 2025), body posture (e.g., leaning
toward one) and interpersonal distance (e.g., establishing a comfortable distance
to a stranger, i.e., enabling more real-life-like proxemics control) that are cen-
tral to building rapport and regulating conversational flow (Argyle, 2013). The
fidelity of these cues strongly influences how participants interpret intentions,
trustworthiness, and emotional states and has been related to social presence
(Oh et al., 2018). Social presence emphasizes the perception of others as co-
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present and “real” within that environment (Biocca et al., 2003). High levels
of presence are linked to deeper engagement, stronger emotional responses, and
more natural communication patterns (Pfaller et al., 2021; Sprott et al., 2025).
Conversely, when presence is weak, communication can feel artificial and disen-
gaging.

The interactive and multimodal nature of VR environments can, however,
also introduce challenges to IC. For (virtual) social agents, the phenomenon of
the uncanny valley has been described, where agents that are almost, but not
perfectly, realistic can evoke discomfort or eeriness (Mori, 1970). Small mis-
matches in facial expressions, timing of movements, or lip synchronization can
disrupt the illusion of authenticity and hinder interaction. This makes the design
of avatars and agents a critical factor for social scenarios in VR. Another impor-
tant aspect in VR-mediated IC concerns timing and synchronization. Delays in
speech transmission, gesture rendering, or avatar/agent animation can disrupt
conversational interaction (Cortes Cortés et al., 2024). Achieving low-latency
communication systems is therefore essential for creating fluid and effective VR
interactions.

In sum, VR offers a unique platform for studying and enhancing IC in com-
plex audio-visual environments (Breuer et al., 2022, 2025; Ermert, Loh, et al.,
2025; Rubio-Tamayo et al., 2017; Schiller et al., 2024), which allows the exami-
nation of challenging conversational situations in a controlled and reproducible
manner. Its potential lies in its ability to replicate and extend social cues
and provide controlled environments for experimentation, while also demanding
careful design to avoid pitfalls such as the uncanny valley and timing disrup-
tions.

3.2.4 Auditory Virtual Environments

Auditory VR provides a particularly sharp focus on IC, as choices regarding the
design of the audio rendering engine can critically influence key aspects such as
the localization of speakers, the sense of presence, the management of turns, and
the integration of verbal and non-verbal cues (A. Kothe et al., 2025; Roßkopf
et al., 2024). In the following section, we focus on spatial audio, which has
significant implications for these processes.

The central goal of spatial audio in VR is to create a realistic representa-
tion of an acoustic scene. This can be achieved through a perceptual illusion
whereby virtual sound sources are experienced as if they were real (Blauert and
Braasch, 2020), or through credible perception when there is no real counter-
part. This plausibility is not only a technical aim but also highly relevant for
IC as it increases presence, supports users in orienting to multiple speakers,
following conversational turns, and potentially coordinating joint activities in
virtual spaces, much as they would in real-life face-to-face settings (Hendrikse
et al., 2019; Rungta et al., 2018).

In acoustics, there are a variety of tools and methods to create auralizations.
Regardless of the setting, the aim is to auralize an acoustic scene (Vorländer,
2008), which can be achieved using measurements or simulations (Gergen et al.,

13



2012; Grimm et al., 2019; Llorca-Bof́ı and Vorländer, 2021; Schäfer et al., 2024;
Wendt et al., 2014).

One possible method is to measure impulse responses (IRs) at the listener’s
ears in order to recreate the underlying sound field and, with this, how a person
would encounter sound in this situation. This process requires both a source and
a receiver. For illustration, consider the case of a stationary loudspeaker in a
room directed towards a human listener and using a specific directivity pattern.
Real-world sound sources can add further complexity as they may move and
display time-varying directivity, such as a speaking person (Ehret et al., 2020).

The receiver may be a real person, with microphones placed at the eardrum
or at the entrance of the ear canal to capture what that individual would hear.
The measured impulse responses for the left and right ears then represent a spe-
cific scenario defined by the exact placement and orientation of both the source
and the receiver. To generalize these measurements, head and torso simulators
(HATS) are commonly used as standardized representations of human listeners.
These devices replicate the acoustic properties of the human head and torso,
allowing consistent and repeatable impulse response measurements in different
acoustic environments. For IC studies, this standardization makes it possible to
test communication scenarios in a reproducible way while still approximating
realistic auditory input.

To create more realistic conditions, for example, allowing the receiver to ro-
tate their head, multiple IRs must be measured with different head orientations.
Here, the azimuthal resolution is a crucial parameter, which is typically chosen
between one to five degrees. Allowing additional degrees of freedom (DoF), such
as moving within the room, increases measurement complexity, as every possi-
ble alignment and position combination must be captured. At the same time,
it allows for a more precise approximation of the characteristics and dynamics
of real IC.

To play back auralizations, these measured responses are convolved in real-
time with anechoic stimuli, adapting to both source and receiver position and
orientation. If either the source or the receiver moves, the system must switch
the IRs in real time, without introducing audible artifacts. An overview of
several partitioned convolution algorithms can be found in (Wefers, 2015). At
least for head movements, the time-variant overlap-add in partitions algorithm
(Jaeger et al., 2017; Jaeger et al., 2023) can be employed to incorporate dynamic
head-tracking during audio playback. Such low-latency adaptation is essential
for IC, as delays or artifacts can disrupt conversational flow and the perception
of being co-present.

Depending on the number of DoFs needed and the source and receiver com-
binations, the measurement of IRs may be very time-consuming. One possibility
to overcome this is to simulate the acoustics for the targeted scene.

For indoor environments, rooms can be auralized over headphones (e.g.
Masiero and Fels, 2011) by utilizing human anthropometric characteristics (cf.
Fels and Vorländer, 2009) encoded in head-related transfer functions (HRTFs)
and incorporating spatial information through binaural room impulse responses
(BRIRs) (Blauert and Braasch, 2020; Xie, 2013). Through this process of au-

14



ralization, listeners perceive sound sources as if they were actually present in
the room (Brinkmann et al., 2014; Oberem et al., 2016; Stärz et al., 2025).

Various methods are available for simulating rooms, each with distinct ad-
vantages and limitations. While some approaches focus on physical accuracy,
others aim to reduce computational complexity and instead provide perceptu-
ally plausible renderings of room acoustics. Consequently, the computational
effort and thus the time required to compute IRs, or more specifically BRIRs,
can vary substantially.

Some tools are capable of rendering in real-time (Aspöck et al., 2014; de Haas
et al., 2025; Grimm et al., 2019; Schäfer et al., 2024). For such applications,
parameters such as room geometry, absorption coefficients, reverberation time,
and the positions of sources and receivers must be specified. The resulting
room acoustics can be computed on the fly, enabling immediate auralization
with dynamic head-tracking of the listener.

By contrast, if the simulation tool does not support real-time rendering—often
due to the higher computational cost or the need for greater physical precision,
BRIRs must be precomputed and stored in a dataset. These datasets are then
used for playback and auralization, in the same way as measured impulse re-
sponse datasets. Recent advances in Ambisonics and individualized HRTFs
further improve spatial accuracy and listener immersion, contributing to more
realistic turn-taking and localization cues (Blauert and Braasch, 2020). Taken
together, auditory VR provides a powerful testbed for studying how technolog-
ical parameters shape the perceptual and interactional foundations of IC; both
perspectives emphasize that successful IC emerges from the alignment between
human perceptual capacities and the technical fidelity of the communication
channel.

4 Measures and Context

Examining IC from both media-technological and psychological perspectives
provides a comprehensive theoretical foundation for a multidimensional analysis
of IC processes. Building on this foundation, the following section outlines
key measurement approaches that capture verbal and nonverbal signal quality,
communicative synchrony, and experiential correlates such as cognitive effort or
perceived presence.

4.1 Behavioral and Cognitive Measures

Behavioral approaches in the study of IC focus on directly observable actions,
whereas cognitive measures aim to infer underlying mental processes. In prac-
tice, these domains are closely intertwined, as overt behavior often serves as an
indirect indicator of cognitive or affective states.
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4.1.1 Communication Structure and Timing

The temporal structure of conversation, who speaks when, for how long, and
how turn exchanges are managed, provides fundamental insights into the qual-
ity and coordination of an interaction. Analyses are typically based on au-
dio recordings. Initial processing often involved voice activity detection (VAD)
algorithms (Sohn et al., 1999) to identify basic speech segments. However,
contemporary approaches increasingly leverage sophisticated automatic speech
recognition (ASR) and natural language processing (NLP) models, such as those
exemplified by OpenAI’s Whisper (Radford et al., 2023). These advanced tools
can provide not only precise VAD but also accurate transcription, speaker di-
arization (identifying who spoke when), and extract richer hierarchical linguistic
features (e.g., word timings, pause durations within and between utterances).
This detailed output allows for more nuanced modeling of the interaction as a
sequence of conversational states, such as silence, single-speaker monologue, or
overlapping speech (Brady, 1965; Heldner and Edlund, 2010). The frequency
and duration of these states vary depending on the interlocutors, the situational
context, and the conversational goals. Conversation-analytic studies have long
shown that turn-taking follows systematic timing rules that reflect both cog-
nitive prediction and social coordination (Sacks et al., 1974). Deviations from
typical state patterns may indicate communicative strain; prolonged silences,
for instance, can be perceived as disengagement, while high levels of overlap-
ping speech might reflect either increased involvement or disruption, depending
on the context (Levinson, 1983). Also, delayed reactions represented by longer
pauses than expected may even be related with changes in which personality
traits are associated with the other talker (Schoenenberg et al., 2014). Such
timing-based personality inferences highlight how micro-delays in speech con-
tribute to perceived social attributes like warmth, dominance, or competence.
Transitions between these states are analytically significant, as they often cor-
respond to moments where coordination may succeed or fail. Key phenomena
include within-turn pauses, silent intervals between turns, and interruptions,
each of which can vary in appropriateness and interpretation depending on the
situation. Commonly derived parameters include the probability of particular
states, their mean durations, the frequency of speaker alternations, and the
latency between turns. Measures such as the rhythmicity of utterances or the
extent of overlapping speech can serve as indicators of conversational fluency and
engagement (Couper-Kuhlen, 2001). In experimental contexts, these metrics are
sometimes supplemented with manual indicators (e.g., button presses) to mark
perceived turn transitions. Perceptual measures such as the Mean Opinion Score
(MOS) for conversations, with methodologies discussed in foundational works
on spoken dialogue system quality, can further provide subjective assessments of
conversational quality (Möller, 2000). Conversational MOS typically captures
perceived smoothness, responsiveness, and overall ease of dialogue in addition
to intelligibility (ITU-T Study Group 12, 2016; Naderi et al., 2024).
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4.1.2 Nonverbal and nonvocal Behavior

Nonverbal/nonvocal behavior is captured via manual annotation or automatic
landmark/pose tracking (e.g., OpenPose, MediaPipe) and motion capture. Anal-
yses quantify frequency and timing of cues, kinematics, and interpersonal syn-
chrony using cross-correlation, dynamic time warping, or windowed agreement
metrics; end-to-end toolkits (e.g., envisionBOX) support such pipelines. Head
movements such as nods or shakes can signal agreement, understanding, or
shifts in attention. Gaze plays a central role in establishing joint attention and
structuring turn transitions (Kendon, 1967), a concept theoretically grounded
in Section 4.1.1. Methodologically, gaze can be quantified in terms of fixation
patterns, saccade characteristics, pupil diameter, and blink rate, using either
remote or head-mounted eye-tracking systems. Beyond individual gaze metrics,
interpersonal gaze coupling—temporal alignment of eye movements between
partners—has emerged as a robust marker of engagement and mutual under-
standing (Richardson and Dale, 2005). Electrooculography (EOG) offers an
alternative method based on the measurement of corneo-retinal potentials, of-
ten used in conjunction with EEG to monitor eye movements (Picton et al.,
2000). Interpersonal synchrony is operationalized as temporal alignment be-
tween partners’ movement or gaze signals and linked to perceived rapport in
validation studies.

A particular challenge in interpreting nonverbal signals lies in their context
dependency and interindividual variability. The same gesture or posture may
carry different meanings depending on cultural background, personality traits,
or conversational setting. As a result, normative baselines for comparison are
difficult to establish, and the communicative relevance of a particular behavior
often depends on its temporal and functional embedding within the interaction.
Cultural and individual variation should also be considered; for example, the
same gesture may signal agreement in one culture but hesitation in another
(Argyle, 2013).

4.2 Neural Measures

We structure neural measures from classic event-related potentials (ERPs) de-
rived from the EEG (e.g., N1/P2/N400) to oscillatory indices (e.g., alpha sup-
pression), neural speech tracking and multivariate temporal response functions
(mTRF), auditory attention decoding, and hyperscanning.

All these neuroscientific methods provide insight into the brain activity
underlying communicative processes and enable the investigation of cognitive
mechanisms that are not directly accessible through behavioral observation.
Electroencephalography (EEG) is particularly well-suited for studying IC due
to its high temporal resolution, which allows for the analysis of fast neural dy-
namics during processes such as listening, speaking, and turn-taking (Babiloni
and Astolfi, 2014). Methodologically, EEG data are typically acquired using
electrode caps of varying densities. Recent developments in mobile EEG have
expanded the methodological possibilities for investigating communication in
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ecologically valid settings. In contrast to traditional lab-based EEG systems,
mobile EEG enables participants to move freely or engage in naturalistic tasks
while brain activity is continuously recorded. This is especially valuable for
capturing dynamic, real-world behaviors such as joint attention, gesture use, or
turn-taking as they unfold in context. Mobile EEG systems therefore offer prac-
tical advantages for naturalistic research but also introduce specific challenges,
particularly related to motion artifacts and speech-related muscle activity. Re-
search has shown that meaningful neurophysiological data, including indices of
auditory attention and speech tracking, can be reliably obtained even in less
controlled environments (Debener et al., 2012). For instance, dual-EEG ‘hy-
perscanning’ has revealed inter-brain synchrony patterns that correlate with
cooperation and mutual attention (Babiloni and Astolfi, 2014; Dumas et al.,
2010). A central focus of current EEG research in communication is neural
speech tracking, which refers to the alignment of neural activity with the tem-
poral structure of speech. Slow cortical oscillations, particularly in the delta
and theta frequency bands, have been shown to phase-align with the speech
envelope, reflecting processes related to auditory attention and speech compre-
hension (Luo and Poeppel, 2007). EEG is also used to investigate selective
auditory attention in multi-talker situations, often by examining event-related
potentials (ERPs) or oscillatory dynamics, such as alpha-band suppression dur-
ing focused listening (Foxe and Snyder, 2011).

Further studies have explored neural markers of prediction and anticipa-
tion that precede expected linguistic input (Kroczek and Gunter, 2021) or turn
boundaries, which are considered essential for the temporal coordination of
dialogue (Arnal and Giraud, 2012). In addition, preparatory motor activity,
including readiness potentials, can be observed before speech or gestural con-
tributions, indicating intention to interact. In dyadic settings, EEG has also
been employed to study inter-brain synchronisation. Correlated neural activity
between individuals is interpreted as a marker of shared attention, alignment,
or mutual engagement (Hasson et al., 2012). Quantitative measures commonly
derived from EEG include ERPs time-locked to communicative events, later-
alisation patterns, and spectral power analyses associated with attention and
affect. Increasingly, multivariate temporal response function (mTRF) models
are used to estimate the mapping between continuous speech features and neu-
ral responses, offering a measure of how closely brain activity tracks different
aspects of the speech signal (Crosse et al., 2016; Daeglau et al., 2025). In hyper-
scanning paradigms, coherence and correlation metrics are computed between
individuals to assess neural synchrony (Babiloni and Astolfi, 2014; Grimm et al.,
2024; Zamm et al., 2021).

In addition to EEG, functional near-infrared spectroscopy (fNIRS) is gaining
popularity in studies of IC. fNIRS measures changes in cortical blood oxygena-
tion and provides higher spatial specificity than EEG, while offering tolerance
to movement. It is therefore well-suited for naturalistic and mobile scenarios
and is increasingly used in combination with EEG to complement temporal and
spatial aspects of neural data (Cui et al., 2012). Like EEG, fNIRS recordings
can be affected by superficial physiological noise. In both fNIRS and EEG,

18



precise temporal synchronisation between neural and behavioral signals is es-
sential. When comparing across individuals or sessions, careful preprocessing
and normalisation are required to ensure data quality and interpretability.

4.3 Other Physiological Measures

In addition to central nervous system activity, physiological signals from the
peripheral nervous system can provide valuable information about the internal
states of individuals during communication. Such measures are particularly rel-
evant when emotional or embodied aspects of interaction are of interest, and
they often complement neural and behavioral data. Electromyography (EMG)
enables the detection of subtle muscular activity that is not necessarily visible
but may reflect preparatory or emotional processes relevant to communication
(Fridlund and Cacioppo, 1986). For instance, pre-speech motor activation can
be observed in facial or articulatory muscles shortly before the onset of vocal-
isation, reflecting processes of articulatory planning and preparation (Hickok,
2012). Such activity may indicate motor planning and readiness to engage. Sim-
ilarly, low-amplitude muscle responses can reflect spontaneous mimicry of the
interlocutor’s facial expressions (Hess and Fischer, 2013). These subtle imita-
tive behaviors are thought to play a role in empathy and emotional alignment,
and may occur without conscious awareness. EMG recordings are typically ob-
tained from facial muscle groups, such as the zygomaticus major (associated
with smiling), the corrugator supercilii (associated with frowning), or perioral
muscles involved in speech production (Cacioppo et al., 1986). However, EMG
signals are susceptible to various sources of noise, including electrical interfer-
ence and movement artifacts. Reliable measurement therefore requires careful
electrode placement, appropriate signal filtering, and the use of baseline correc-
tions to ensure comparability across individuals and conditions. Subtle facial
EMG activity can also indicate spontaneous emotional mimicry, reflecting af-
fective alignment between interlocutors (Hess and Fischer, 2013). Physiological
synchrony—correlated changes in autonomic signals between interacting indi-
viduals—is increasingly used as a marker of shared affective states or social
alignment. Further measures such as heart rate variability (HRV) and electro-
dermal activity (EDA) are also commonly employed in this context (Palumbo
et al., 2017).

Physiological synchrony, for instance in heart rate or skin conductance,
has been proposed as a marker of emotional resonance or mutual attunement
(Palumbo et al., 2017). Such synchrony is often observed in emotionally in-
tense or well-coordinated interactions, but its interpretation remains context-
dependent. Behavioral mimicry, the unintentional imitation of another person’s
gestures or expressions, is another frequently studied phenomenon. It has been
linked to affiliation and prosocial orientation and may contribute to the smooth-
ness of interaction (Chartrand and Bargh, 1999). Although these signals do not
provide direct access to cognitive content, they offer insights into arousal, stress,
and emotional engagement, and are particularly useful in naturalistic or pro-
longed interaction scenarios.
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4.4 Social and Affective Dimensions

IC is not only a cognitive but also a fundamentally social and emotional pro-
cess. Beyond the exchange of information, communication shapes interpersonal
relationships and is guided by social expectations, emotional expressions, and
mutual interpretations. Accordingly, measures of social alignment, empathy,
and affective involvement are central to a comprehensive understanding of in-
teraction quality. Beyond information exchange, interaction quality depends on
mutual trust, rapport, and empathy—constructs that can be captured via post-
interaction questionnaires (e.g., Social Presence Scale, (Biocca et al., 2003).
Emotional expressions serve not only as signals of internal states but also as
social cues that shape the behavior of others. The degree of alignment between
interlocutors can be assessed through a range of behavioral and physiological in-
dicators. Linguistic convergence (Giles et al., 1991), shared rhythm or posture,
and mutual gaze patterns are frequently interpreted as signs of rapport and
social cohesion (Tickle-Degnen and Rosenthal, 1990). Particular emphasis has
been placed on constructs such as interpersonal trust and rapport, which are
central to sustained collaboration and long-term relationship building. Trust
ratings often predict willingness to disclose information or cooperate in subse-
quent tasks, while rapport is linked to perceptions of conversational smoothness
and mutual understanding. In addition to physiological and behavioral mark-
ers, subjective rating scales are widely employed. Common instruments include
Social Presence scales, trust/rapport measures, NASA-TLX (effort), and the
Self-Assessment Manikin (affect); we recommend triangulating these with be-
havioral and physiological indicators. Such measures are often collected imme-
diately after an interaction and can be triangulated with objective indicators to
capture the experiential quality of communication more comprehensively. These
are typically obtained using Likert or semantic differential scales and can be an-
alyzed alongside physiological data. Although these dimensions are difficult to
operationalize in a standardized way, they are essential for understanding how
communicative exchanges are experienced by the participants and how these
experiences shape the course of interaction.

4.5 Physical Property Analysis

A detailed examination of the physical signals generated during communication
can provide objective insights into both the content and the form of interaction.
This includes the acoustic properties of speech, reflecting concepts discussed
in Section 3.2.1, as well as the kinematics of movement, such as gestures and
articulatory actions, which relate to the functions of nonverbal cues outlined
in Section 3.1.2 and Section 3.1.3. These features are not merely by-products
of communication but carry essential information about speaker identity, emo-
tional state, and interactional intent. Acoustic analyses of the speech signal
typically focus on prosodic features such as pitch, intensity, and timing. These
parameters are known to reflect cognitive load, emotional engagement, and in-
teractional alignment. The phenomenon of prosodic entrainment, where inter-
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locutors begin to converge on aspects such as speech rate, intonation patterns,
or loudness over the course of a conversation, is of particular interest in studies
of social coordination (Pardo, 2006). Measures of fluency, such as articulation
rate, the frequency and duration of pauses, and the occurrence of disfluencies,
are commonly used as indicators of communicative ease or strain. Spectral fea-
tures of the signal, including formant frequencies or measures of voice quality
such as jitter and shimmer, may also be analyzed to capture fine-grained aspects
of articulation and expressivity.

These analyses are typically performed using dedicated software such as
Praat (Boersma and Weenink, 2001) or OpenSMILE (Eyben et al., 2010), or
within custom pipelines in MATLAB or Python. However, the reliability of
acoustic measures is strongly dependent on the recording quality and environ-
mental conditions, and prosodic variability can be substantial across speak-
ers and contexts. In addition to vocal features, movement-based signals such
as gestures, head movements, or facial expressions offer further information
about communicative intent and coordination. The study of kinematic prop-
erties involves tracking the position and trajectory of specific articulators or
limbs, often using motion capture systems, pose estimation algorithms, or in-
ertial sensors. Of particular relevance is the coordination between different
modalities, for instance between gesture and speech, or between gaze and turn-
taking cues. Respiratory patterns during interaction are also increasingly stud-
ied, as they are closely linked to speech planning, physiological arousal, and
turn-taking (Rochet-Capellan and Fuchs, 2014). Measurements of respiratory
rate, inhalation-exhalation ratio, or chest expansion can be obtained via belts
or airflow sensors and integrated with other signal types to better understand
the embodied dimension of communication.

Temporal coordination across modalities can also be assessed in terms of
synchrony, i.e., the alignment of verbal and nonverbal signals across time. High
levels of synchrony, such as simultaneous head nods, matched speech rhythms,
or coordinated breathing, are often interpreted as markers of engagement and
shared understanding in interactive settings. Cross-modal synchrony, the tem-
poral alignment between signals from different modalities or from different in-
dividuals, has emerged as an important concept in recent work. The degree
to which, for example, a gesture temporally aligns with a prosodic accent, or
the extent to which the movements of two interlocutors synchronize during a
conversation, can be taken as indicators of communicative efficiency or inter-
personal rapport. Advanced analysis techniques such as dynamic time warping,
cross-correlation, or recurrence quantification are used to capture these tempo-
ral relationships (Louwerse et al., 2012). These analyses require precise tem-
poral synchronisation of multiple streams; the Lab Streaming Layer (LSL) is
commonly used for this purpose (C. Kothe, 2014).

4.6 Contextual Considerations for Measurement

The selection, implementation, and interpretation of measures in IC research
must always take the specific context of the interaction into account. Commu-

21



nication is shaped not only by the participants and their intentions, but also by
the modality through which interaction takes place (as discussed theoretically
in Section 3.1.4 regarding face-to-face communication vs. CMC), the broader
situational setting, and individual differences in cognitive, social, and sensory
capacities, such as age-related factors (see Section 3.1.5). The methodological
challenges in CMC arise directly from these psychological differences detailed in
Section 3.1.4. Even in video-based communication, slight delays, limited field
of view, or reduced nonverbal bandwidth can alter the dynamics of interac-
tion in ways that affect the interpretation of timing or behavioral alignment.
Age-related factors, theoretically outlined in Section 3.1.5, may also influence
communication behavior and its measurement. These include differences in
familiarity with digital media, auditory and visual processing capacity, or con-
versational pacing. Such factors can modulate both the observable features of
interaction and the relevance or sensitivity of particular measures. Moreover,
cultural norms and language background can influence conversational timing,
gesture use, or preferred modes of turn exchange, further complicating the inter-
pretation of cross-participant or cross-group comparisons. In ecological settings,
dual-task probes and experience sampling (ESM) capture moment-to-moment
burdens and context shifts. A careful contextualisation of methodological de-
cisions is therefore essential. Measures that are informative and appropriate in
one setting may be inadequate or misleading in another. This holds particu-
larly true for paradigms that attempt to simulate natural conversation under
controlled conditions. The degree to which such settings approximate real-world
interaction should be critically assessed, and any limitations made explicit when
interpreting results. Contextual awareness thus plays a crucial role in ensuring
that the conclusions drawn from IC research are both valid and transferable.
We recommend transparent reporting of synchronisation quality and exclusion
criteria, and—where feasible—preregistration to constrain analytic flexibility.

5 Technical Solutions and Applications

The following applications illustrate how insights from psychological and tech-
nological perspectives translate into practice. We deliberately present three
prototypical domains that differ in maturity: assistive listening devices (well-
established), conversational agents (rapidly evolving), and social VR (emerging
and visionary). Together, they highlight current achievements while contin-
uously raising new questions about how psychological mechanisms and media
technologies must be jointly considered to design effective, inclusive, and human-
centered communication environments.

5.1 Assistive Listening Devices - Application

Assistive Listening Devices (ALDs) are designed to enhance sound perception
(often with a focus on speech) and reduce background noise, enabling better
IC in face-to-face communication and CMC scenarios. Indeed, a prototypical
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and notoriously difficult communication scenario in hearing research is known as
the cocktail party (Cherry, 1953). Accordingly, the quest for an assistive cocktail
party processor, enabling close-to-natural IC in challenging acoustic conditions,
has been a research topic for many decades.

ALDs are helpful for both hearing-impaired (HI) and normal-hearing (NH)
individuals. Examples of ALDs for HI people include hearing aids and cochlear
implants, aiming to compensate the consequences of hearing loss. However, the
success of IC can also be improved for NH individuals, e.g., in acoustically chal-
lenging situations like meetings, classrooms, and public events. Here, ALDs can
facilitate conversations, enhance listening experiences and reduce distractions.

Modern hearing aids employ a range of methods to enhance IC. Their signal
processing features aim to counteract the effect of hearing loss (e.g., with wide
dynamic range compression) and to enhance signals with an emphasis on speech
(Kates, 2008). A popular approach is the use of spatial filtering of impinging
sound signals. This allows a focus on sound arriving from a certain direction,
while attenuating sounds from other directions. In conventional hearing aids,
these directions are fixed, with sound from the back being attenuated (Doclo
et al., 2015). After directional filtering, the incoming speech signal is then fur-
ther enhanced via spectro-temporal noise suppression (e.g., Martin, 2001; Vary
and Martin, 2024). The combination of all processing steps has to satisfy strict
constraints with respect to latency (typically < 10 ms) and power consump-
tion (∼ 1 mW). A careful joint optimization of the features mentioned above
may further improve the listening experience (Kortlang et al., 2017; May et al.,
2018). In addition, wireless connectivity in modern hearing aids allows user-
adjustable controls and direct audio streaming from remote microphones and
devices, facilitating improved CMC.
State-of-the-art research in ALD technology focuses on computational acoustic
scene analysis (CASA) with source separation (e.g. Hassager et al., 2017; May
et al., 2018; Zhang et al., 2025; Zohourian and Martin, 2016) in combination
with methods for auditory attention estimation. CASA aims to provide detailed
knowledge about the number and types of sound sources along with their posi-
tion in relation to the ALD user. Thus, attention estimation algorithms based
on user behavior (e.g. head movements and gaze direction) can use this infor-
mation and audio streams provided by CASA to enhance and attenuate certain
signals. Hence, speakers of interest can be enhanced while interfering speakers
may be attenuated. This enables improved IC in situations where attention-
agnostic speech enhancement does not lead to the desired result (Doclo et al.,
2015).

The latest state-of-the-art hearing aids are able to track multiple speech
sources and use a spatial filter to select the one assumed to be most relevant to
the listener. These devices make use of recent findings in response timing and
turn-taking (Holler et al., 2015) that suggests an average 200 ms response time
in adult dyadic conversations. Then, an automatic conversation analysis based
on the response times between an utterance of the hearing aid user and the
multitude of acoustic signals received allows the spatial selection of the desired
acoustic source.
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For NH individuals, ALDs can improve IC as well. For CMC scenarios, active
noise cancellation (Liebich et al., 2018) is useful to deal with ambient noise and
established in many Bluetooth® (Bluetooth SIG, Inc., Kirkland, WA, USA)
headphones and earbuds. Regarding face-to-face communication, audio systems
enable clear conversations in acoustically subpar spaces (e.g. conference halls)
when fitted to the acoustic conditions of the room, amplifying speech without
back coupling and additional reverberation.

5.2 Conversational Agents

Conversational agents (or chatbots), i.e. computer-mediated dialogue systems,
are now common in human-computer interaction (Clark et al., 2019). While
conversational agents have been around since the 1960s (ELIZA, Weizenbaum,
1966), they have become increasingly popular in recent years by the advent
of large language models (LLMs). There is also evidence that conversational
agents are treated similarly as real humans (computers as social actors; Nass
and Moon, 2000). Especially when they are designed to act in an emotionally
intelligent fashion they are capable of building a trustful relationship with their
users.

LLMs are often used as conversational agents (e.g. ChatGPT). In contrast
to earlier versions of conversational agents which used simple pattern matching
algorithms, LLMs are context-sensitive and can be used to generate individ-
ual responses that allow plausible language-based interactions. Studies have
demonstrated that verbal output of a LLM is evaluated as empathetic and lik-
able (Ovsyannikova et al., 2025) and that persons are sensitive to the commu-
nicative style and personality traits which are prompted in the language model
(Kroczek et al., 2025). Overall, AI controlled (embodied) conversational agents
have great potential to allow for naturalistic IC with a computer.

Embodied conversational agents combine a computer-mediated dialogue sys-
tem with an embodied agent, that is a virtual agent or a robot. For instance, in
VR one can sit face-to-face with a virtual person and the output of the dialogue-
system is presented as synthesized voice, lip-synced by the agent. Importantly,
this approach allows including nonverbal information in conversations with the
agents (Ehret et al., 2023).

Recent research highlights the potential of conversational agents to assist
older adults, supporting various aspects of cognitive and emotional well-being.
Companion robots using LLMs can, for example, provide social and emotional
support, with older adults expecting active engagement, personalization, privacy
protection, and empathy (Irfan et al., 2024), while Talk2Care, an LLM-based
voice assistant, can facilitate communication between healthcare providers and
older adults (Yang et al., 2024). Thus, AI-based conversational agents have
shown promise in enhancing mental well-being for older adults. However, chal-
lenges remain, including the need for increased technological literacy and acces-
sible designs tailored for older adults (Chen and Wen, 2024).
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5.3 Social VR

Many of the above considerations are relevant in the design of collaborative
virtual spaces. Social VR aims at closely mirroring real-life social interactions in
a virtual environment where users are represented by avatars and where they can
communicate in real-time via verbal and nonverbal behaviors (Hennig-Thurau
et al., 2023). These properties make social VR a direct application for IC as it
allows to engage in direct eye contact or present gestures when communicating
with others (Cummings and Shore Ingber, 2024). The metaverse, for instance,
is a collective virtual shared space created through the convergence of VR and
the Internet, and it implements social VR as a key feature. Envisioned as a
persistent, immersive, and interactive digital space, it provides an environment
where people can work, play, and socialize using embodied conversational agents
and other digital assets. Typically, users interact in real-time using avatars,
voice, text, and gestures, ideally feeling a sense of presence with others (Son
and Rubo, 2025). In the metaverse, users can also create, buy, sell, and own
digital goods, individually designed spaces, and share experiences. Preferably, it
is used via a VR headset but may also be accessed through a desktop computer
display and an audio headset. While the term metaverse has been coined in
Neal Stephenson’s 1992 science fiction novel Snow Crash, many commercial
implementations of these concepts are also available, for example, (Linden Lab,
2025, Meta, 2025, Microsoft, 2025). Although the metaverse aims at creating
and supporting a digital economy, also using cryptocurrencies and virtual goods,
the evolution of its economic or social value is difficult to predict at this time.
However, it already has specific applications, for instance, in training technical
personnel for comprehensive assembly and service processes, also in conjunction
with AR technologies (Teamviewer, 2025).

While there is accumulating evidence that social VR provides users with
interactive experiences that match real-life encounters, it is still a matter of
debate how such virtual interactions can be optimally presented while ensuring
safety and privacy (McGill, 2021, see also Section 6). These challenges need to
be addressed when social VR is used for IC. Interestingly, previous attempts to
characterize IC in social VR have largely focused on visual aspects of interactive
cues like gaze or avatar appearance, while acoustic features have been mostly
neglected. Especially, virtual acoustics may play a crucial role here, as real-time
reproduction of room acoustics may add context information on communicative
situations (e.g., being in an office or the terrace of a cafe) and spatial audio
rendering can give additional cues on who is speaking in a multi-talker scenario
(see Section 3.2.4).

Taken together, social VR and its implementation in the metaverse are likely
to have a major impact on IC scenarios in the future. However, additional
research is required to specify how general principles of IC translate to social
VR and which policies are required to ensure safe interactions.
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6 Ethical Considerations

As IC technologies increasingly shape how people engage with one another—across
domains like healthcare, education, or customer service—they raise pressing eth-
ical concerns. These systems do not merely transmit content; they co-construct
interaction, often invisibly. A special role is played by VR, which makes it easy
to capture a wide range of complex behaviors, such as body movements, gaze,
or gestures, on a scale not possible in traditional settings. While this offers
rich opportunities for analysis and system improvement, it also amplifies eth-
ical concerns about data use, surveillance, and user autonomy. This makes it
essential to reflect critically on how IC systems affect user autonomy, privacy,
inclusion, and social trust, especially when working with populations that are
already marginalized or more susceptible to harm.

A core ethical concern in both the use and study of IC systems is the han-
dling of sensitive, multimodal data. Interactive systems typically rely on input
from multiple channels like speech, gaze, facial expression, movement, physio-
logical responses, and this data can reveal more than users intend. Accordingly,
informed consent procedures must be more than an administrative formality.
For populations discussed in Section 5.1 for hearing impairments and in Section
5.2 for adaptive agents (e.g., older adults with declining cognitive capacities or
hearing impairments), standard consent protocols may not suffice. Layered or
adaptive explanations, repeated consent checkpoints, and easily accessible pri-
vacy settings should be part of ethical design and data collection (Nissenbaum,
2011).

Researchers and developers alike should adopt a data minimization approach
and favor local or on-device processing where feasible. Data handling policies
must align not only with legal standards such as the General Data Protection
Regulation (GDPR, Voigt and von dem Bussche, 2017), but also with user
expectations and lived experiences. In fact, given the uneven global landscape of
privacy regulation, ethical practices in IC research must go beyond compliance,
ensuring transparency and protection even where no strict legal requirement
exists. When AI models are involved, transparency-by-design is essential. This
becomes especially important for the kinds of predictive or adaptive systems
(such as conversational agents) discussed in Section 5.2, where the system may
modulate turn-taking or adapt to user cues in real-time. Without transparency,
these mechanisms risk becoming invisible forms of behavioral steering (Gratch
et al., 2007; Lundberg and Lee, 2017).

Moreover, the capacity of IC systems to analyze, predict, or even guide user
behavior raises ethical concerns around manipulation and agency. For instance,
conversational agents that adaptively mirror emotional tone or anticipate re-
sponses—discussed in Section 5.2—may blur the line between support and sub-
tle coercion (J. Bailenson, 2018). This is particularly relevant when studying
groups with reduced assertiveness or increased susceptibility to social pressure,
such as children or users with cognitive vulnerabilities. Researchers should
therefore consider embedding real-time transparency indicators, and evaluating
systems not just on efficiency but on perceived autonomy and trust.
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Bias is another major issue—both in system performance and in the as-
sumptions embedded in communication norms. As shown in Section 5.1, cer-
tain groups—such as neurodivergent individuals, non-native speakers, or those
with atypical prosody—are particularly at risk of being misrepresented or mis-
interpreted by IC systems trained on normative data (Hovy and Spruit, 2016;
Koenecke et al., 2020). These biases are not always evident during development
but can surface subtly in interaction, leading to exclusion, discomfort, or re-
duced usability. We strongly recommend incorporating systematic bias audits
and cross-group validation as part of any IC research or deployment pipeline.

The ethical imperative extends beyond the individual to questions of inclu-
sivity and access. As emphasized in Section 5.2, IC systems should accommo-
date diverse communication needs, including those of individuals with hearing
loss, speech differences, neurodivergence, and culturally divergent turn-taking
norms. Usability testing must include these groups from the outset—not as af-
terthoughts. Furthermore, assistive technologies must be designed with an eye
toward empowerment over dependency, avoiding surveillance-style monitoring
or extractive data practices (Dignum, 2019).

To ensure ethical relevance and social value, IC research should also adopt
participatory design approaches wherever feasible. This means engaging users—not
just as participants, but as co-designers—particularly those who are frequently
excluded from technology development processes. These methods are especially
valuable when working with neurodivergent users, older adults, or individuals
with limited digital literacy, whose needs are often underrepresented in main-
stream datasets and design choices.

In addition, ethical reflection should include the long-term use and impact
of IC systems. Many technologies are not deployed in a one-off setting, but
rather evolve through updates, model re-training, or ongoing interaction. This
requires longitudinal accountability—such as regular bias monitoring, impact
assessments, and avenues for user feedback long after initial deployment. Ques-
tions of who maintains responsibility for these systems over time—and how users
can meaningfully withdraw consent—should be addressed early on.

Finally, as IC systems become more complex and resource-intensive (e.g.,
multimodal VR setups or LLMs for real-time communication), ethical reflec-
tion should briefly consider ecological sustainability and infrastructural justice.
Researchers and institutions should remain aware of the energy consumption,
hardware dependencies, and digital inequalities that can result from high-tech
implementations, particularly in under-resourced settings.

From a research methodology perspective, this means researchers must take
responsibility not only for the aspects of IC that can directly be measured,
but also for those that remain invisible to their chosen methods. For example,
methods such as eye tracking or EEG can provide highly temporally precise data
points, but these often reflect only a narrow part of the interaction and may
overlook the broader communicative context. A participant might show strong
neural markers of listening effort, yet at the same time report feeling socially
excluded because their camera was turned off—something that the physiolog-
ical data alone would not reveal. In line with the reflexive stance discussed
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in Section 4.3, we therefore recommend combining quantitative measures with
qualitative approaches (e.g., participant interviews, usability diaries) to reveal
less visible aspects of IC, such as hidden burdens, unmet needs, or negative side
effects. Ethical reporting also requires addressing ambivalence, uncertainty, or
emotional responses observed during studies, especially when working with vul-
nerable populations (Nosek et al., 2015).

Ultimately, ethical reflection in IC research must be as dynamic as the sys-
tems it studies. It is a continuous, relational process, not a checklist. The
goal is not only to avoid harm but to actively design technologies that sup-
port equitable, transparent, and meaningful human connection. This requires
shared responsibility across design, deployment, and governance—anchored in
accountability, inclusivity, and care.

7 Summary and Future Directions

The future of VR-based IC will be characterized by the convergence of advanced
technologies, evolving user needs, and growing ethical awareness. Immersive
platforms, such as virtual and augmented reality, promise to bridge the gap
between face-to-face and computer-mediated communication by incorporating
rich, multimodal signals into digital interactions. However, simulating the nat-
ural timing, context sensitivity, and emotional depth of real-life communication
remains challenging. AI, especially in the form of LLMs and embodied con-
versational agents, is transforming the way we interact with machines. These
systems are becoming increasingly adept at interpreting and responding to ver-
bal and nonverbal cues, raising questions about trust, empathy, and user au-
tonomy. Their potential is particularly promising in healthcare and assistive
applications, especially for older adults and people with disabilities.

At the same time, research must continue to improve our ability to mea-
sure interaction quality, synchrony, and engagement. While advances in mobile
methods, neural monitoring, and behavioral analytics open up new possibili-
ties, they also require careful interpretation and ethical oversight. Ensuring
inclusivity, privacy, adaptability, and transparency will be as crucial as tech-
nical innovation here. Participatory design and interdisciplinary collaboration
are key to developing IC systems that are effective, equitable, and respectful of
diverse users and contexts.

Finally, it will be challenging to align the rapidly growing technical capa-
bilities of VR-based communication with human communication requirements,
considering the individual needs of communication partners and ethical consid-
erations. Close cooperation between different disciplines is required to develop
these technical possibilities and evaluate them in terms of user needs. This
cross-disciplinary primer highlighted some of these methods, such as modern
assistive listening devices and neuro-cognitive methods. The future of IC lies
in creating technologies that support genuinely human-centred, adaptive and
ethically grounded interaction across both physical and virtual spaces.
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