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Abstract
Multimodal Large Language Model (MLLM) Personalization is a
critical research problem that facilitates personalized dialogues with
MLLMs targeting specific entities (known as personalized concepts).
However, existing methods and benchmarks focus on the simple,
context-agnostic visual identification and textual replacement of
the personalized concept (e.g., “A yellow puppy”→ “Your puppy
Mochi”), overlooking the ability to support long-context conversa-
tions. An ideal personalized MLLM assistant is capable of engaging
in long-context dialogues with humans and continually improving
its experience quality by learning from past dialogue histories. To
bridge this gap, we propose LCMP, the first Long-Context MLLM
Personalization evaluation benchmark. LCMP assesses the capabil-
ity of MLLMs in perceiving variations of personalized concepts and
generating contextually appropriate personalized responses that re-
flect these variations. As a strong baseline for LCMP, we introduce
a novel training-free and state-aware framework TAME. TAME
endows MLLMs with double memories to manage the temporal
and persistent variations of each personalized concept in a differ-
entiated manner. In addition, TAME incorporates a new training-
free Retrieve-then-Align Augmented Generation (RA2G) paradigm.
RA2G introduces an alignment step to extract the contextually
fitted information from the multi-memory retrieved knowledge
to the current questions, enabling better interactions for complex
real-world user queries. Experiments on LCMP demonstrate that
TAME achieves the best performance, showcasing remarkable and
evolving interaction experiences in long-context scenarios.

CCS Concepts
• Computing methodologies→ Computer vision; • Human-
centered computing→ Human computer interaction (HCI).
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1 Introduction
In the not-so-distant future, when you talk to your AI assistant, it
can truly remember you. Imagine that in such a moment, you ask
the assistant: “What should my pet kitten eat this morning?”. The
assistant analyzes a live photo of your kitten, recognizing signs of
physical fatigue and loss of appetite. It then revisits a previous dia-
loguewhere youmentioned that your kitten was recently diagnosed
with chronic kidney disease. Combining these visual cues with con-
textual information, it responds: “Since your kitten looks tired this
morning and has chronic kidney disease, a warmed-up portion of
low-phosphorus prescription food would be ideal.” This scenario,
which combines personalized understanding and generation with
visual and textual information, is closely tied to the core task of
Multimodal Large Language Model (MLLM) Personalization [3, 22].

An important notion inMLLMPersonalization is the personalized
concept, which can be defined as a user-specific entity rather than a
generic one (e.g., your dog Charlie, my best friend Calvin), charac-
terized by its unique attributes (e.g., name, appearance, preference,
and connection). As illustrated in Fig. 1, existing works in this field
focused on improving the MLLM’s capability in simple visual iden-
tification and textual replacement of personalized concepts [3, 12,
22, 24], such as rephrasing an image caption from “A yellow puppy
is playing with a cardboard box” to “Your puppy Mochi is play-
ing with a cardboard box.” Among these works, MyVLM [3] added
external classifiers to recognize specific concepts and learned an
embedding for each concept to personalize the outputs of MLLMs.

Although significant progress has been made toward the current
goal ofMLLMPersonalization, existingworks and evaluation bench-
marks remain single-turn and context-agnostic, as MLLMs neither
maintain dialogue state nor leverage contextual information for
more coherent and high-quality interactions with the user. In con-
trast, we envision a personalized MLLM assistant that learns from
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Q: Describe this image.

A: Your puppy Mochi is playing with 
cardboard box.

A: Your puppy Mochi has recently 
seemed to gain weight.

Q: Can you see any difference in this image?

Context-Agnostic Personalized MLLM (Prior Work)

State-Aware Personalized MLLM (Our Envisionment)

Q: I need prepare food for my puppy.
Do you have any recommendations?

A: Although it currently really likes 
eating this dog food, considering it has 
recently gained weight, healthy meals 
should be prepared for it, such as …

State

Figure 1: Comparison with prior work: Our envisioned state-
aware personalized MLLM assistant learns from historical
dialogue to improve the quality of ongoing conversations.

past interaction contexts to continually improve the interactive
experience with the user. In this work, we concretize this improve-
ment in interactive experience during prolonged interactions as
follows: a personalized MLLM assistant can refine the modeling of
attributes to a personalized concept based on past dialogues, enabling
more accurate and contextually appropriate personalized responses
when referring to this concept in future conversations. For instance, as
shown in Fig. 1, an intelligent personalized MLLM assistant should
learn from the historical dialogue context to recognize that your
puppy Mochi has become fatter recently (a change in its physical
condition attribute) and should therefore suggest a light diet.

In this work, we focus on perceiving and modeling the variations
of long-term and short-term attributes of personalized concepts dur-
ing prolonged interactions for improved interactive experience in
MLLM Personalization. The long-term attributes refer to relatively
stable properties that persist with the personalized concept (e.g.,
pet’s name, favorite food). In contrast, short-term attributes refer
to transient and frequently updated properties that are effective
only within the immediate short-term context following their mod-
ification (e.g., ongoing activity, recent physical condition). To this
end, we propose the first Long-Context MLLM Personalization
evaluation benchmark (LCMP). Building upon a well-designed au-
tomatic pipeline, LCMP endows each personalized concept with
fine-grained temporal-scale attributes across both short- and long-
term horizons, and constructs multi-turn vision-language dialogues
that incorporate diverse user-driven modifications over these tem-
poral properties. The evaluation is designed to assess the capability
of an MLLM to manage the variations of both types of attributes
by combining and interpreting them within extended dialogues,
thereby generating contextually fitted personalized responses.

To cope with the MLLM Personalization under long context sce-
narios, we propose TAME, a novel Training-free and state-Aware
Personalized MLLM Assistant powered by Double MEmories. As a
strong baseline for LCMP, our framework equips the personalized

MLLM assistant with a double-memory architecture: one memory
stores static and universal personalized knowledge, while the other
monitors dynamic contextual information throughout the interac-
tion. Specifically, we first introduce a fresh Dynamic State Memory
(DS Memory) to continually track multimodal contextual informa-
tion throughout the dialogue, with a focus on capturing any varia-
tions to the short- and long-term attributes of personalized concepts.
In addition, we propose a new Static Personalized Memory (SP Mem-
ory), which maintains each personalized concept along with its
associated long-term and stable attributes. To ensure the efficiency
and timeliness of the DSMemory, we introduce a novelDoubleMem-
ory Transition mechanism, which updates the long-term attributes
in the SP Memory by referencing the DS Memory, while discarding
outdated short-term attributes from earlier dialogue stages. This
mechanism enables the MLLM to gradually become more intelligent
and better aligned with the user through continuous interactions.
Finally, unlike prior works that rely on costly training to make
MLLMs “remember” abundant personalized concepts [3, 22, 24],
we draw inspiration from retrieval-augmented generation (RAG)
techniques [16] in modern LLMs [6, 27] and introduce a novel
training-free Retrieve-then-Align Augmented Generation (RA2G)
recipe. Concretely, RA2G first retrieves question-related personal-
ized information from both static and dynamic memories. It then
organizes and aligns the multi-memory retrieved content with the
user’s query to generate responses grounded in the most relevant
while appropriate multimodal contextual information. Our main
contributions are listed as follows:
• To the best of our knowledge, we pioneer unearthing long-context
scenarios as a more valuable direction for MLLM Personaliza-
tion. We then propose LCMP, the first benchmark for evaluating
Long-Context MLLM Personalization.

• We introduce TAME, a novel training-free and state-aware per-
sonalized MLLM assistant powered by double memories. As a
strong baseline for LCMP, TAME is capable of perceiving fine-
grained variations in both short- and long-term attributes of
personalized concepts, and generating responses that are faithful
to appropriate multimodal contextual information.

• Extensive experiments and cases conducted on LCMP showcase
that TAME achieves remarkable personalized interaction quality
in long-context vision-language conversations, establishing a
strong baseline for long-context MLLM Personalization.
The code and data for our proposed LCMP and TAME are avail-

able at https://github.com/ronpay/TAME.

2 Related Work
2.1 MLLM Personalization
MLLM Personalization aims at enabling MLLM to remember and
understand user-specific concepts for personalized language re-
sponse generation [3, 12, 22]. Pioneering work MyVLM [3] and
Yo’LLaVA [22] brought initial definition and objective for this task
with effective methods proposed. MyVLM introduced external clas-
sification heads to recognize specific concepts and learned an em-
bedding for each concept for personalized generation of MLLMs.
Yo’LLaVA learned specific prompt tokens for the identification

https://github.com/ronpay/TAME
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and personalized generation of each concept. However, their ap-
proaches require frequent test-time training for each newly intro-
duced personalized concept, which leads them less practical for
real-world scenarios. Following studies attempted to alleviate the
issue of repetitive training by conducting prior large-scale fine-
tuning on MLLM [12, 24]. For instance, PVIT [24] employed visual
fine-tuning on large-scale personalized dataset to equip MLLMs
with the capability for personalized conversations. Nevertheless,
both repetitive test-time training and large-scale fine-tuning are
computationally expensive and not applicable to closed-source
MLLMs (e.g., GPT-4o [2]), which significantly limits their practical
deployment. Furthermore, current goal of MLLM Personalization
has primarily focused on simple visual recognition and textual sub-
stitution of personalized concepts. Consequently, existing methods
remain context-agnostic and thus fail to improve the quality of the
interactive experience during prolonged human interactions.

To bridge this gap, we propose the LCMP benchmark, which
evaluates the effectiveness of a personalized MLLM assistant in
leveraging dialogue context to generate more contextually fitted
responses. To adapt LCMP, we introduce a novel training-free and
state-aware baseline method TAME. TAME maintains double mem-
ories to store both static, universal personalized concept informa-
tion and dynamic contextual information. It then designs a new
RA2G paradigm, which effectively harnesses these memories to
generate more contextually appropriate personalized responses in
a training-free manner. Concurrent work PeKit [25] and R2P [8]
also realized training-free MLLM Personalization. However, they
remain stateless and fail to progressively improve the experience
quality of the MLLM assistant over prolonged user interactions.

2.2 Retrieval-Augmented Generation
Retrieval-augmented generation (RAG) has emerged as a power-
ful technique for enhancing the generative capabilities of large
language models (LLMs) by integrating external knowledge re-
trieval, rather than relying solely on pre-trained parametric knowl-
edge [7, 9, 14, 16, 28]. RAG offers greater scalability and enables
LLMs to adapt to new datasets and scenarios without requiring
parameter updates, making it a more cost-effective and flexible
solution. For instance, Self-Rag [4] employed special tokens to
make retrieval adaptive and controllable. PipeRAG [14] enables
low-latency RAG by pipelining retrieval and generation with flexi-
ble intervals and a system-aware performance model. Recent work
also explored introducing RAG into MLLMs [13, 15, 21, 26]. For
example, ReAuSE [21] replaces discriminative retrieval with autore-
gressive document ID generation, enabling seamless integration of
retrieval into MLLMs. Inspired by the cost-efficiency of RAG, we
introduce a novel RA2G paradigm for long-context MLLM Person-
alization. RA2G is specifically designed for our TAME, enabling
it to coordinate knowledge from multiple memories and align the
most relevant contextual information for personalized generation.

3 The Proposed LCMP Benchmark
3.1 Limitations of Prior Benchmarks
In the context of MLLM Personalization, the notion of personalized
concept plays a central and important role.

Table 1: Comparison among prior benchmarks in MLLM
Personalization and our proposed LCMP.

Personalized Concept Evaluation

Benchmark Image Attributes Type Context

MyVLM [3] ✓ ✗ Caption ✗

Yo’LLaVA [22] ✓ ✗ Caption, VQA ✗

P-Bench [24] ✓ ✓ Caption, VQA ✗

PerVA [8] ✓ ✗ Caption, VQA ✗

LCMP ✓ ✓ (long, short-term) Multi-Turn VQA ✓

Definition 1 (Personalized Concept). A personalized concept
refers to a user-specific entity (e.g., “my dog”) with an image as visual
identifier and individualized attributes and features (e.g., “fur color
of my dog”), distinguishing it from generic concepts [3, 22].

Prior work in MLLM Personalization primarily focused on iden-
tifying the visual characteristics of personalized concepts and re-
placing generic objects with personalized references during gener-
ation [3, 22, 24]. Nevertheless, such personalized MLLM assistants
are not intelligent enough, overlooking the improvement of ex-
perience quality by learning from contextual information during
prolonged interactions with humans. To concretize such experience
improvement, we propose the following plausible measurement:
Remark 1. A state-aware personalized MLLM assistant should be
able to capture any changes in personalized concepts during real-world
human interactions, specifically changes in the attributes associated
with each concept, and generate contextually appropriate personalized
responses when referring to such concepts in future interactions.

However, as shown in Table 1, prior benchmarks either provide
only coarse-grained characterizations of personalized concepts (e.g.,
images and personalized captions only [3, 22]) or evaluate the ca-
pabilities of personalized MLLM assistant using context-agnostic
simplified tasks such as captioning or single-turn VQA (e.g., “Is my
car blue?”). As a result, they fail to assess the ability of personal-
ized MLLM assistant in leveraging contextual information from
previous interactions to improve the quality of future interactions.

3.2 LCMP Benchmark Construction
In this study, to overcome the limitations of existing benchmarks in
MLLM Personalization, we propose LCMP, the first long-context
MLLM personalization evaluation benchmark. As shown in Table 1,
our LCMP features context-aware evaluations through multi-turn
VQA tasks and focuses on assessing the ability of personalized
MLLM assistant to learn from past vision-language dialogues to
capture variations in personalized concept attributes. To further re-
fine the evaluation, we define two types of attributes with different
temporal scales observed during long-term human interactions:
Definition 2 (Short-Term Attribute). A short-term attribute is a
temporal, transient, and frequently updated property of a personalized
concept (e.g., recent physical condition of my pet dog). As illustrated
in Fig. 2, such an attribute is only valid within a short-term context
following its most recent definition or modification.

Definition 3 (Long-Term Attribute). A long-term attribute is a
stable and persistent property of a personalized concept (e.g., the color
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Q: He absolutely loves this food.

A: Okay, I'll remember that.

Q: He's on a diet now, so we need to reduce 
its food intake.

A: Got it, I will supervise it to eat some 
foods that are appropriate for its diet.

Q: What kind of food should I give him?

A: For his diet, I'd suggest a weight 
control cat food.

Q: It seems that the diet worked! What food 
do you suggest as a reward for it?

A: That's great! I will recommend his 
favorite food: milk.

Long-Term Attribute  Period :
Milk is Cheeto’s favorite food.

Short-Term Attribute  Period :
Cheeto is on a diet.  

Figure 2: Conceptual illustration of long-term (persistent)
and short-term (temporal) attributes. Short-term attributes
can override long-term ones to reflect dynamic context.

of my car). As illustrated in Fig. 2, such an attribute remains valid
across long-term interactions, unless it is explicitly modified.

Based on the definitions, as presented in Fig. 3, we present the
automatic construction of LCMP from three progressive steps: (1)
personalized concept construction, (2) multi-turn vision-language
dialogue contexts construction, and (3) evaluation question con-
struction. For each personalized concept construction, we first
randomly sample a raw image I that contains an entity (e.g., a
cat) from open-source dataset Microsoft COCO [17] to form a new
personalized concept C. We then prompt an MLLM (Gemini-2.5-
Pro [10]) to endow the concept C with a set of long-term attributes
L = {𝐿𝑖 }𝑂𝐿

𝑖=1 and short-term attributes S = {𝑆𝑖 }𝑂𝑆

𝑖=1, based on both
its visual features and the inherent characteristics of the entity:

L, S =MLLM(Pattr,I), (1)

wherePattr is the prompt for personalized attribute generation, with
a concise version: “You are generating short- and long-term attributes
for a personalized concept based on its original image. Your goal is
to define visual traits, behaviors, and preferences that feel natural
and realistic.” After repeating 𝑁 times, we construct a personalized
concept set E𝑐 = {C𝑖 }𝑁𝑖=1 for LCMP, where each concept C has
fine-grained characterizations: C = {I,S,L}.

Building upon these personalized concepts with pre-defined
both short- and long-term attributes, we now perform multi-turn
vision-language dialogue contexts construction. Specifically,
for each personalized concept C, we prompt the MLLM to produce
a set of simulated historical vision-language dialogues:

D = {𝐷𝑖 }𝑁𝑑

𝑖=1 = {(𝑄hist,𝑖 , 𝐴hist,𝑖 )}𝑁𝑑

𝑖=1 =MLLM(Pcont, C), (2)

where 𝐷𝑖 = (𝑄hist,𝑖 , 𝐴hist,𝑖 ) represents each turn of dialogue with a
vision-language question 𝑄hist,𝑖 and a corresponding answer 𝐴hist,𝑖 ,
and Pcont is the prompt designed for dialogue context generation
with a brief version: “You are generating multi-turn vision-language

dialogue based on the provided concept’s short- and long-term attri-
butions. The dialogue should gradually reveal the concept’s attributes
through natural visual conversation.” Notably, since both short- and
long-term attribute variations can lead to changes in the visual ap-
pearance of a personalized concept across different dialogue turns,
we employ the autoregressive generative model GPT-Image-1 [23]
to generate these images while preserving a consistent visual style.
As illustrated in Fig. 3, these multi-turn dialogues are designed
to include the definition and subsequent modifications of both
short- and long-term attributes for that personalized concept, as-
sisting the personalized MLLM assistant in better understanding
and modeling each personalized concept during long-time inter-
actions. After providing each personalized concept C with a set
of vision-language dialogue contexts D, we obtain a contexts set
E𝑑 = {D𝑖 }𝑁𝑖=1 = {(𝑄hist,𝑖 , 𝐴hist,𝑖 )}𝑁×𝑁𝑑

𝑖=1 , where D𝑖 is the set of his-
torical dialogue contexts designed for personalized concept C𝑖 .

Finally, based on the historical multi-turn vision-language dia-
logue contexts, we conduct evaluation question construction.
To simulate real-world scenarios where the MLLM can learn from
past dialogue contexts to better align with users when referring to
their personalized concepts, while also balancing the practicality
and feasibility of evaluation, we construct single-turn dialogues
(VQA) for evaluation instead of full multi-turn conversations. Specif-
ically, for each set of multi-turn vision-language dialogue contexts
D ∈ E𝑑 , we prompt the MLLM to construct several easy and hard
VQA questions that require understanding and reasoning over the
given context for answering:

Q𝐸 = {𝑄𝑒,𝑖 , 𝐴𝑒,𝑖 }𝑁𝑒

𝑖=1 =MLLM(Peasy,D), (3)

Q𝐻 = {𝑄ℎ,𝑖 , 𝐴ℎ,𝑖 }𝑁ℎ

𝑖=1 =MLLM(Phard,D), (4)

where𝑄𝑒,𝑖 = (V𝑖 ,T𝑖 ) is an easy VQA question withV𝑖 denoting the
visual input (i.e., an image related to the question) and T𝑖 denoting
the textual input (i.e., the question), and 𝐴𝑒,𝑖 is the corresponding
free-text golden answer. Notably, each single-turn dialogue (VQA)
(𝑄𝑒,𝑖 , 𝐴𝑒,𝑖 ) or (𝑄ℎ,𝑖 , 𝐴ℎ,𝑖 ) represents a single complete evaluation.
The easy and hard VQA questions are defined as follows:
Definition 4 (Easy VQA Question). As illustrated in Fig. 3, an
Easy VQA Question targets either short- or long-term attributes of a
personalized concept in isolation. It requires the MLLM to recognize
the concept itself and recall a single type of attribute without jointly
reasoning over both time-sensitive and time-stable information.

Definition 5 (Hard VQAQuestion). As illustrated in Fig. 3, a Hard
VQA Question requires the MLLM to jointly consider and reason over
both short- and long-term attributes of a personalized concept. Such
questions typically involve identifying attribute changes over time,
resolving conflicts between persistent and transient preferences, and
adapting to contextual shifts based on historical interactions.

The Peasy is the prompt designed for easy VQA question gen-
eration with a concise version: “You are generating personalized
questions based on the dialogue history about a given concept. Each
question should be image-grounded and fully answerable based on
the historical dialogue, focusing on a single attribute of the concept.”,
While the Phard prompt builds upon Peasy by increasing the diffi-
culty: (Same asPeasy, but) each question should involve multiple short-
and long-term attributes and be challenging to answer. Combining
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Long-term Attribute

Short-term Attribute

Most Enjoyable Food:
Oil-soaked tuna

Appearance: 
short silver-grey fur 
with a distinct sheen

Health status:
Need to eat dental 

health kibble to 
improve gum Health

Recent Activity: 
Recently Fascinated by 

a dust bunny

Q: When it comes to food, his 
absolute favorite is tuna packed in 

oil. Nothing makes him happier.

A: Got it. Smokey's favorite food is 
tuna in oil. 

Q: We just got back from the vet. 
The vet suggested we try this special 
dental health kibble for his gums. 

A: I've noted vet's advice: a special 
dental health kibble for gum health.

Q: I’m at the pet store. 
Remind me, which kind does 

Smokey love the most?

Q: I need to purchase the 
most recent food for him. 

What do you think is suitable?

COCO Image Corpus

Sample

Attributes 
Generation

Gemini

…

…

Dialogue 
Construction

…… (More Turns)

Easy VQA Question

Hard VQA Question

Evaluation 
construction

Target

Construct

Construct

Target

Target

GPT-Image GPT-Image

Personalized Concept Construction Multi-turn Dialogue Contexts Construction Evaluation Question Construction

Figure 3: Construction pipeline of LCMP benchmark.

easy and hard VQA questions for each set of multi-turn vision-
language dialogue contexts, we derive the evaluation question
set E𝑒,𝑞 = {Q𝐸,𝑖 }𝑁𝑖=1 = {(𝑄𝑒,𝑖 , 𝐴𝑒,𝑖 )}𝑁×𝑁𝑒

𝑖=1 and Eℎ,𝑞 = {Q𝐻,𝑖 }𝑁𝑖=1 =

{(𝑄ℎ,𝑖 , 𝐴ℎ,𝑖 )}𝑁×𝑁ℎ

𝑖=1 .
During evaluation, as illustrated in Fig. 4, each assistant is

provided with the complete historical vision-language dialogue
context and is then required to answer an easy or hard VQAquestion
that is related to a personalized concept. This setup effectively
assesses the capability of personalized MLLM assistant to learn
and interpret variations in each personalized concept from past
interactions, and to generate responses that are both personalized
and contextually appropriate for the current personalized concept:

𝐴𝑒/ℎ = ΦMLLM (Pans-ex, Ed,Qe/h), (5)

where Pans-ex is an example prompt designed for generating an-
swers with a brief version: “You are a personalized assistant tasked
with handling concept-specific visual questions. Based on the history
of personalized dialogue with the user, your role is to identify the
concept in question and synthesize both its short- and long-term at-
tributes into a grounded, contextual response.”. It is worth noting
that, to better simulate challenging and complex real-world applica-
tions, we do not explicitly pre-specify which personalized concept
is involved in each evaluation question 𝑄𝑒 and only provide the
entire past historical context E𝑑 for the assistant.

As shown in Fig. 4, we follow the definition of easy and hard
questions (cf. Definition 4–5) and propose different evaluation
metrics for assessing the quality of responses for two kinds of
VQA questions. For the free-text answer 𝐴𝑒 to an easy question
𝑄𝑒 , where only a single type of attribute (either short- or long-
term) is involved, we define two metrics: the accuracy (ACC-F)
of the free-text response, and the scoring point rate (SPR), which
measures the proportion of responses that explicitly reference the
relevant attribute variation of the personalized concept. For the
free-text answer 𝐴ℎ to a hard question 𝑄ℎ , we retain ACC-F and
additionally introduce two metrics: the scoring point rate for cor-
rectly referencing long-term attributes (SPR-L) and for short-term
attributes (SPR-S), as each question is related to both short- and
long-term attributes. All metrics are automatically evaluated by
open-source LLM (Qwen2.5-72B [29]), where each response is as-
signed 1 for correctness and 0 otherwise when comparing to the

Easy VQA Question Evaluation

Hard VQA Question Evaluation

Q: I’m at the pet store. Which 
kind does he love the most?

Q: I need to purchase the 
most recent food for him. 

What do you think is suitable?

A: Smokey’s absolute favorite
food is tuna packed in oil. Qwen

           A: Although he really likes to eat 
           oil-soaked tuna, considering its

recent health status, dental
health kibble is better. Qwen

Figure 4: Evaluation pipeline for LCMP benchmark.

golden answer, and the final score reflects the proportion of correct
responses over all evaluated samples. To enrich the diversity of the
evaluation formats, we also provide a single-choice (four-option)
version for both easy and hard VQA questions by converting the
original free-text answer 𝐴𝑒/ℎ into one correct option along with
three distractors. Accordingly, we also define ACC-C, the propor-
tion of correctly selected choices, to quantify the accuracy of this
multiple-choice evaluation setting. We provide additional details,
including prompt templates for both construction and evaluation
of LCMP, in Section A.

4 Methodology: TAME
4.1 Overview
In this section, we present the task definition of MLLM Personal-
ization under our LCMP, along with the pipeline of our TAME.
Task Definition. Unlike prior work that only focuses on context-
agnostic simple VQA questions in MLLM Personalization, we pro-
vide a new definition under long-context vision-language dialogue
scenarios. The objective of MLLM Personalization under LCMP is to
enable theMLLM to leverage historical multi-turn dialogue contexts
involving a user’s personalized concepts, and accurately answer
VQA questions grounded in those personalized concepts. We do not
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Q: When it comes to food, his 
absolute favorite is tuna in oil.

A: His favorite food is tuna in oil…

Static Personal Memory 

Dynamic State Memory
cat 01: milk is favorite.
cat 02: favorite food is 
Oil-packed tuna.

Double Memory 
Transition 

Q: I’m at the pet store. Which 
food should I buy for him?

cat 01: food intake cut 
needed recently.

cat 01: milk is favorite.

2.Align A: For his diet, 
suggest weight 
control cat food 

instead of his 
favorite milk.

Q: He absolutely loves this food.

A: Okay, I'll remember that.

Q: He's on a diet now, so we need 
to reduce its food intake.

A: Got it, I will supervise it to eat 
some foods that are appropriate…

cat 01

cat 02

cat 01

History Vision-Language Dialogues Dual Memory Construction

cat 01: milk is favorite.

cat 01: food intake cut 
needed recently.

cat 02: favorite food is 
Oil-packed tuna.

cat 01: milk is favorite.

1.Retrieve

Retrieve-then-Align Augmented Generation

cat 01

User Question

Construct

Smokey likes 
drinking milk, 

but he has a diet 
plan recently.

…… (More Turns)

…

…

…

3. Gen-
erate

Personalized Answer

Figure 5: Overall framework of TAME, a novel training-free and state-aware personalized MLLM assistant.

explicitly distinguish the easy and hard VQA questions for simplic-
ity. We define a set of personalized concepts as E𝑐 = {C𝑖 }𝑁𝑖=1, and
the set of historical multi-turn vision-language dialogue contexts as
E𝑑 = {D𝑖 }𝑁𝑖=1, which encapsulate the visual features (i.e., images)
of each personalized concept along with their associated short- and
long-term attributes. Notably, each single-turn history dialogue
(𝑄hist,𝑖 , 𝐴hist,𝑖 ) also has an Cid, which is a concept id uniquely as-
sociated with the personalized concept appearing in this dialogue,
and will be utilized to identify the dialogue contexts related to this
personalized concept. A VQA query is defined as 𝑄 = (I,T) ∈ E𝑞 ,
where I denotes the visual input (i.e., an image relevant to the ques-
tion), and T denotes the textual input (i.e., the question itself). The
goal of personalized MLLM assistant is to generate a contextually
fitted personalized free-text answer or an option for 𝑄 by consider-
ing the whole historical dialogue contexts:𝐴 = ΦMLLM (Pans, Ed,Q).
Our Pipeline.As illustrated in Fig. 5, our TAME is the first training-
free and state-aware personalized MLLM assistant. TAME first in-
troduces a Double-Memory architecture: a Dynamic State Memory
that captures and tracks the variations of attributes for personal-
ized concepts (Section 4.2), and a Static Personalized Memory that
retains long-term, stable attributes (Section 4.3). Besides, a Double
Memory Transition mechanism is proposed to incrementally trans-
fer long-term attributes from the Dynamic State Memory to the
Static Personalized Memory and drop the outdated short-term at-
tributes (Section 4.4). Finally, a training-free Retrieve-then-Align
Augmented Generation paradigm is designed to facilitate more
contextually fitted personalized generation for queries (Section 4.5).
The algorithm of our TAME is in Algorithm 1.

4.2 Dynamic State Memory Construction
To ensure that the assistant can effectively capture the variations
of each personalized concept, specifically the changes in their at-
tributes that are critical for improved human experience quality dur-
ing prolonged interaction, we first introduce a Dynamic State Mem-
ory (DS Memory)M𝑑 . Specifically, for each past vision-language
dialogue (𝑄hist = (I,T), 𝐴hist), the personalized MLLM assistant
ΦMLLM is instructed to first determine whether the DS Memory
requires an update (e.g., an attribute of a personalized concept is

newly defined or modified), and then updateM𝑑 if necessary:

M𝑑 ← ΦMLLM (Pdsm,M𝑑 , 𝑄hist, 𝐴hist), (6)

where Pdsm is the prompt designed for the update of DS Memory
through three atomic operations [30]: Add: Add a new attribute for
a personalized concept, Modify: Modify an existing attribute, and
Remove: Remove an existing attribute, with a concise version: “You
are maintaining a dynamic state memory for a specific concept. Your
task is to analyze historical dialogues to identify and extract visual
traits or behavioral attributes of the concept. Add new attributes when
newly revealed, modify existing ones if conflicts arise, and remove
when necessary.” Each memory item 𝑚𝑑 ∈ M𝑑 is stored in the
format:𝑚𝑑 = < Cid, Attr >, where Cid is a concept id uniquely
associated with each personalized concept, and Attr is the attribute
record which may contain both textual and visual information of
the attribute associated with that Cid.

4.3 Static Personalized Memory Construction
To improve the efficiency of the DS Memory and better manage the
two types of attributes, we further introduce a Static Personalized
Memory (SP Memory) M𝑠 . In contrast to the DS Memory, the
SP Memory is not directly updated based on historical dialogues.
Instead, it is modified only through transitions from the DSMemory,
serving to stabilize long-term attribute representations:

M𝑠 ← ΦMLLM (Ptran,M𝑑 ,M𝑠 ), if𝜓trigger (M𝑑 ) = True, (7)

where Ptran is the prompt designed for transferring the memory
item from the DS to the SP Memory using the same three atomic
operations defined in the prior section, with a brief version: “You’re
managing a transition from dynamic state memory to static personal-
ized memory. Your task is to ensure efficiency by identifying persistent,
stable information within dynamic memory, removing it, and append-
ing it to static personalized memory.” And𝜓trigger is designed for the
double memory transition mechanism that will be discussed in the
next section. Each memory item𝑚𝑠 ∈ M𝑠 has a similar structure
as the DS Memory: 𝑚𝑠 = < Cid, Attr >, where each Attr is a
long-term attribute for the personalized concept with that Cid.
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Algorithm 1 TAME Algorithm
Require: Historical dialogue contexts E𝑑 , User query 𝑄 = (I,T),

MLLM ΦMLLM, Memory size threshold 𝜏 , Similarity threshold
𝜙 , Category set K

Ensure: Personalized answer 𝐴, Updated memoriesM𝑑 andM𝑠

1: Initialize:M𝑑 ← ∅,M𝑠 ← ∅
2: /* Phase 1: Double Memory Construction*/
3: for each historical dialogue (𝑄hist, 𝐴hist) ∈ E𝑑 do
4: M𝑑 ← ΦMLLM (Pdsm,M𝑑 , 𝑄hist, 𝐴hist)
5: if 𝜓trigger (M𝑑 ) = True then
6: if ∃𝑚𝑑 ∈ M𝑑 , Long-Term(𝑚𝑑 ) = True then
7: M𝑠 ← ΦMLLM (Ptran,M𝑑 ,M𝑠 )
8: end if
9: if |M𝑑 | > 𝜏 then
10: Remove outdated short-term attributes
11: end if
12: end if
13: end for
14: /*Phase 2: Retrieve-then-Align Augmented Generation*/
15: {Ient1 ,Ient2 , . . . ,Ient𝑛 } ← Segment(I,K)
16: for each entity image Ient in segmented images do
17: Cid← arg max(I𝑘 ,T𝑘 ) ∈M𝑑∪M𝑠

18: ( Φ𝑣 (Ient ) ·Φ𝑣 (I𝑘 )
∥Φ𝑣 (Ient ) ∥ ∥Φ𝑣 (I𝑘 ) ∥ +

Φ𝑡 (T) ·Φ𝑡 (T𝑘 )
∥Φ𝑡 (T) ∥ ∥Φ𝑡 (T𝑘 ) ∥ )

19: Locate memoryMc
𝑑
← { (Cid, Attr) ∈ M𝑑 | Cid = c }

20: Locate memoryMc
𝑠 ← { (Cid, Attr) ∈ M𝑠 | Cid = c }

21: Collect these two memories to formMc
f

22: H ← ΦMLLM (Palign, 𝑄,Mf)
23: end for
24: 𝐴← ΦMLLM (Pans, 𝑄,H)
25: /* Phase 3: Memory Update with Current Interaction */
26: Add (𝑄,𝐴) to historical dialogues
27: UpdateM𝑑 using eq. (6):
28: M𝑑 ← ΦMLLM (Pdsm,M𝑑 , 𝑄,𝐴)
29: return 𝐴,M𝑑 ,M𝑠

4.4 Double Memory Transition
In this section, we detail the Double Memory Transition mechanism.
Specifically, we define the trigger function𝜓trigger (·) as follows:

𝜓trigger (M𝑑 ) ≜

True, if |M𝑑 | > 𝜏 ;
True, if ∃𝑚𝑑 ∈ M𝑑 , Long-Term(𝑚𝑑 ) = True;
False, otherwise.

(8)
Here, 𝜏 is the maximum size of the DS Memory, which is set to
ensure both efficiency and temporal relevance. After each update
of the DS Memory with historical dialogue contexts, the trigger
function is first invoked to check whether any memory item𝑚𝑑

contains a long-term attribute. If this condition is satisfied, a transi-
tion operation is triggered (cf. eq. (7)) to transfer the relevant item
into the SP Memory. Subsequently, the trigger function is executed
again by TAME to examine whether the memory size exceeds 𝜏 . If
this is true, a First In, First Out (FIFO) policy is applied to discard
the outdated short-term attributes for that personalized concept.

4.5 Retrieve-then-Align Augmented Generation
Mainstream works in MLLM Personalization typically fine-tune
MLLMs for personalized generation [3, 12, 24], which is costly and
infeasible for closed-source MLLMs. To overcome this limitation
and better adapt our double-memory framework, inspired by the
RAG technique in modern LLMs, we propose a novel training-free
Retrieve-then-Align Augmented Generation (RA2G) paradigm. This
paradigm first retrieves relevant personalized concept information
frommultiple memories, then aligns it with the user query to extract
the most contextualized knowledge for generation. Specifically, for
each user question𝑄 = (I,T), we first employ the zero-shot open-
set grounding model to localize entities and segment them in the
original query image I, generating refined entity-wise images:

Segment(I,K) = {Ient1 ,Ient2 , . . . ,Ient𝑛 }, (9)

where K is a predefined category set designed to cover nearly all
entity types. To simplify the narrative, we consider the case that
only one entity image Ient is derived (i.e., only one personalized
concept is related), but TAME can handle the multi-concept sce-
narios. We then compare Ient with the visual information I𝑘 (i.e.,
images) and textual information T𝑘 (i.e., attributes) from each item
𝑚𝑘 in both memories to identify the corresponding Cid for the
personalized concept in Ient:

𝑚∗ = arg max
𝑚𝑘 ∈ (M𝑑∪M𝑠 )

( Φ𝑣 (Ient) · Φ𝑣 (I𝑘 )
∥Φ𝑣 (Ient)∥ ∥Φ𝑣 (I𝑘 )∥

+ Φ𝑣 (Ient) · Φ𝑡 (T𝑘 )
∥Φ𝑣 (Ient)∥ ∥Φ𝑡 (T𝑘 )∥

),

(10)
where c is the retrieved Cid in 𝑚∗ for Ient, while Φ𝑣 and Φ𝑡 are
embedding models for retrieval. We then locate memory items
M𝑐 = Mc

𝑑
∪ Mc

𝑠 fromM𝑑 ∪ M𝑠 that share the same Cid = c,
and retrieve the most relevant 𝐸 items with respect to the user
query from the located memoriesM𝑐 if the number of items inM𝑐

exceeds 𝐸, forming a set of valuable contextsMc
𝑓
. The contextsMc

𝑓

are then fed into the MLLM with the user question for alignment,
which aims to extract the most relevant information while filtering
out noise from the multi-memories:

H = ΦMLLM (Palign, 𝑄,Mc
𝑓
), (11)

where H denotes the user-query aligned textual contextual in-
formation derived from historical vision-language dialogues, and
Palign is the prompt designed for alignment with a concise version:
“You are extracting information aligned with the user’s question from
concept-related historical context to support accurate and relevant
answers.”. Finally, the aligned contextual information is fed with
the user query to generate the contextually fitted response:

𝐴 = ΦMLLM (Pans, 𝑄,H) . (12)

After answering user queries, the resulting query-answer pairs
become part of the historical dialogue and is used by TAME to
update the double memories.

5 Experiments
5.1 Experimental Setup
In this section, we present a concise version of the experimental
setup, with a detailed version at Section D.
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Table 2: Performance comparison on the LCMP-E and LCMP-H datasets. The best results are in black bold, while the second-best
are underlined. Higher values of ACC-C, ACC-F, SPR, SPR-L, and SPR-S indicate better performance.

Methods MLLM Backbone Training Free State Aware
LCMP-E LCMP-H

ACC-C ACC-F SPR ACC-C ACC-F SPR-L SPR-S

MyVLM LLaVA-v1.6-vicuna-7B
✗ ✗

39.16 9.58 14.58 32.22 8.33 11.11 12.78
LLaVA-v1.6-mistral-7B 42.91 10.83 13.75 35.56 15.56 17.22 18.89

Yo’LLaVA LLaVA-v1.5-7B
✗ ✗

40.41 6.47 16.81 28.89 10.92 10.34 19.54
LLaVA-v1.5-13B 42.08 5.42 15.83 30.56 14.44 11.67 21.11

RAP LLaVA-v1.5-13B
✗ ✗

46.66 4.18 31.38 39.11 3.91 36.31 17.88
Phi3-V-3.8B 52.08 12.13 19.25 45.81 7.82 10.61 7.26

PeKit Qwen2.5-VL-7B
✓ ✗

53.33 25.83 30.83 46.11 17.78 16.11 20.00
InternVL3-8B 56.25 27.92 28.33 42.22 22.22 17.78 30.56

R2P Qwen2.5-VL-7B
✓ ✗

44.17 38.33 44.58 39.44 33.33 40.55 37.22
InternVL3-8B 43.75 40.41 42.91 39.44 38.33 42.22 40.55

TAME
Qwen2.5-VL-7B

✓ ✓
75.41 46.11 47.08 66.11 46.11 43.88 49.44

InternVL3-8B 77.08 52.22 58.75 69.44 56.66 53.33 56.66

Baselines. To assess the effectiveness of TAME, we compare it with
several competitive baselines in MLLM Personalization, including
MyVLM [3], Yo’LLaVA [22], RAP [12], PeKit [25], and R2P [8].
Benchmarks and Metrics. We evaluate all models on our pro-
posed LCMP benchmark, which consists of 30 personalized con-
cepts, including Pet (10), Object (10), and Person (10). We generate
approximately 420 historical dialogues, 240 simple questions, 180
hard questions, and 720 personalized images. As mentioned in Sec-
tion 3, LCMP has two subsets: LCMP-E, containing Easy VQA ques-
tions involving single-type attributes, and LCMP-H, containing
Hard questions that involve reasoning over double-type attributes.
For LCMP-E, we introduce three evaluation metrics: Accuracy of
Choice questions (ACC-C), Accuracy of Free-text questions (ACC-
F), and Scoring Point Rate (SPR). For LCMP-H, we refine SPR into
two metrics, SPR-Long-term Attribute (SPR-L) and SPR-Short-term
Attribute (SPR-S), to better accommodate questions that require
reasoning over both types of attributes. Notably, while LCMP fo-
cuses on the long-context aspect of MLLM Personalization, its VQA
questions also involve assessing the capabilities of personalized
MLLM assistant emphasized in prior benchmarks (e.g., visual iden-
tification and textual replacement of personalized concepts).
Implementation Details. In this study, we employ the MLLM
Qwen2.5-VL-7B [5] and InternVL3-8B [31] as backbone for TAME.
The pre-defined maximum size 𝜏 for the DS Memory is set to
10. To retrieve related concepts, we use the Grounding-DINO [20]
model for open-set grounding on the query image, and adopt
the Jina-Embedding-v4 [11] to generate embeddings for both
visual and textual inputs. We define a fixed category set K =

{person, animal, household item, personal belonging} to filter
candidates. The details for implementing the baselines on LCMP
are in Section D.

5.2 Main Performance
We compare TAME with 5 competitive baselines on LCMP, includ-
ing LCMP-E and LCMP-H datasets, with results reported in Table 2.
From the results, we have the following observations. Repetitive
training-based methods such as MyVLM and Yo’LLaVA perform

worse on both datasets, as storing abundant contextual informa-
tion in a purely parametric manner proves ineffective when facing
complex, information-rich scenarios. For baseline RAP, which only
requires a single round of training and incorporates memory mech-
anisms to store personalized information for subsequent training-
free inference, demonstrates moderate improvements. However,
their dataset-specific pre-training limits generalization to newly
emerging personalized concepts and scenarios, particularly in cases
where user queries are state-aware and demand long-context under-
standing rather than simple visual identification. Baselines PeKit
and R2P, which employ the RAG mechanism for training-free
MLLM Personalization, achieve promising performance on both
datasets. This is largely attributed to the RAG mechanism to store
and leverage abundant historical dialogue contexts for state-aware
personalized generation. However, storing the variations of both
short- and long-term attributes of personalized concepts in a single
memory complicates the retrieval process when searching for the
most appropriate context for generation, especially in cases where
both types of attributes are required. These drawbacks significantly
limit their performance on LCMP-H.

In contrast, our TAME achieves the best performance on both
datasets, providing the highest experience quality under the long-
context MLLM Personalization scenarios. These performance im-
provements stem from the superior design of the double-memory
mechanism, which equips personalized MLLM assistant with more
fine-grained memory management capabilities to handle the com-
plex real-world variations within each personalized concept. More-
over, the RA2G paradigm enables more question-aligned contexts
to be derived from multi-memory knowledge, facilitating more ap-
propriate and well-adapted personalized generation. As illustrated
in Fig. 6, compared to R2P baseline, TAME provides more accurate
and fitted personalization for complicated user queries that contain
complex variations of personalized concept attributes.

5.3 Ablation Study
We conduct an ablation study to assess the role of each component
in TAME on LCMP-H dataset, and the results are presented in Ta-
ble 3. To evaluate the Double-Memory mechanism, we design three



Towards Training-Free and State-Aware Personalized MLLM Assistant KDD ’26, August 09–13, 2026, Jeju Island, Republic of Korea

Q: When it comes to toys, his favorite is the 
simplest thing: a cardboard tube from a 
toilet paper roll. He''ll chew in it for days.

A: How cute! I've noted that Pip's favorite 
toy is a simple cardboard tube.

Q: Well, his favorite cardboard tube is officially 
gone. He chewed it into a million tiny pieces.  I'll have 

to find him a new one.

A: I see, the cardboard tube has been fully 
destroyed. I've logged this event. Time for a new toy!

Historical Dialogues in the Context of the Given Questions (Hamster Pip)

Hard Question 
AQ: Well, he finally destroyed his favorite toy. He seems a bit bored now. Based on what he likes, what do you think would be a 

good, safe, and cheap replacement to get for him?

Answer 
from
R2P

Considering Pip's preferences, a great replacement for 
his favorite cardboard tube would be another cardboard 
tube, but you could switch it up a bit with a different 

size or shape for variety.

Easy Question
Q: Look at the aftermath Remind me, what did you note happened to his favorite cardboard tube?

Answer 
from
R2P

A: Pip, the Syrian hamster, with some pieces of what 
appears to be a treat in front of him. It’s not clear if 

this treat is related to any specific event. 

Answer 
from 

TAME

Since Pip has just chewed up his beloved cardboard 
tube, the best replacement would be another cardboard 
tube from a toilet paper or paper towel roll. It’s his 

favorite, safe to chew, and free!

Answer 
from 

TAME

Pip's favorite cardboard tube was completely chewed 
into a million tiny pieces. He destroyed it entirely! 

Looks like it's time to find him a new toy to chew on.

Figure 6: Case study of easy and hard VQA in LCMP between TAME and competitive baseline R2P.

Table 3: Ablation study on core components in TAME.

LCMP-H
Module Variant ACC-C ACC-F SPR-L SPR-S

Double
Memory

w/o DS Memory 64.44 43.33 40.00 47.78
w/o SP Memory 66.11 43.89 43.33 54.44
w/o Memory 65.55 42.78 40.00 49.44

RA2G w/o Alignment 63.88 41.11 47.78 48.33
w/o Retrieval 67.22 48.33 51.66 49.44

TAME ALL 69.44 56.66 53.33 56.66

variants: (1) w/o DS Memory, which eliminates the DS Memory,
(2) w/o SP Memory, which removes the SP Memory, and (3) w/o
Memory, where both memories are removed. We observe that
eliminating either type of memory leads to a significant perfor-
mance drop in TAME, as the absence of either short- or long-term
attribute storage results in incomplete context during generation.
Moreover, removing the memory mechanism leads to a significant
performance degradation, as directly retrieving from abundant di-
alogue contexts without a well-structured organization becomes
increasingly complex and noisy. To validate the RA2G paradigm, we
introduce two variants: (1) w/o Alignment, where the retrieved
multi-memory contextual information is directly leveraged for per-
sonalized generation without the alignment process, and (2) w/o
Retrieval, where the abundant context information of all personal-
ized concepts is first abbreviated and then fed into TAME one-time
for alignment and generation without any filtering. We observe a
clear performance decline in the variant w/o Alignment, as simply
providing all retrieved contexts from multi-memory to the MLLM
assistant introduces substantial noise under complex real-world
user queries (i.e., both types of personalized concept attributes
varying in LCMP-H dataset). These irrelevant contexts can mislead

the MLLM and result in inaccurate responses. Moreover, removing
the retrieval module also leads to a noticeable performance de-
cline, as incorporating excessive irrelevant or even noisy contexts
complicates both the alignment and generation processes.

6 Conclusion
In this work, we introduced the first benchmark (LCMP) to quan-
titatively evaluate the interaction quality of personalized MLLM
assistant under long-context scenarios, focusing on the capability
of MLLMs in capturing the complex variations in personalized con-
cepts in multi-turn vision-language dialogues for more contextually
fitted responses. Besides, we proposed TAME, a novel baseline for
LCMP that is training-free and state-aware. TAME equips personal-
ized MLLM assistant with double memories to effectively manage
variations in personalized concepts across different time scales.
Moreover, the Retrieve-then-Align Augmented Generation para-
digm matches the most contextually relevant information from
multi-memory retrieval, facilitating contextually appropriate per-
sonalized generation. Experiments and cases on LCMP show that
TAME achieves superior performance, highlighting its potential as
a promising state-aware MLLM assistant for future applications.

Acknowledgments
This work was supported by National Natural Science Foundation
of China (Grant No. 62572097, No. 62176043, and No. U22A2097).



KDD ’26, August 09–13, 2026, Jeju Island, Republic of Korea Rongpei Hong et al.

References
[1] Marah Abdin, Jyoti Aneja, Hany Awadalla, Ahmed Awadallah, Ammar Ahmad

Awan, Nguyen Bach, Amit Bahree, Arash Bakhtiari, Jianmin Bao, Harkirat Behl,
Alon Benhaim, Misha Bilenko, Johan Bjorck, Sébastien Bubeck, Martin Cai, Qin
Cai, Vishrav Chaudhary, Dong Chen, Dongdong Chen, Weizhu Chen, Yen-Chun
Chen, Yi-Ling Chen, Hao Cheng, Parul Chopra, Xiyang Dai, and Matthew et. al
Dixon. 2024. Phi-3 Technical Report: A Highly Capable Language Model Locally
on Your Phone. arXiv (2024).

[2] Josh Achiam, Steven Adler, Sandhini Agarwal, Lama Ahmad, Ilge Akkaya, Floren-
cia Leoni Aleman, Diogo Almeida, Janko Altenschmidt, Sam Altman, Shyamal
Anadkat, et al. 2023. Gpt-4 technical report. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.08774
(2023).

[3] Yuval Alaluf, Elad Richardson, Sergey Tulyakov, Kfir Aberman, and Daniel Cohen-
Or. 2024. Myvlm: Personalizing vlms for user-specific queries. In European
Conference on Computer Vision. Springer, 73–91.

[4] Akari Asai, Zeqiu Wu, Yizhong Wang, Avirup Sil, and Hannaneh Hajishirzi. 2023.
Self-rag: Self-reflective retrieval augmented generation. In NeurIPS 2023 workshop
on instruction tuning and instruction following.

[5] Shuai Bai, Keqin Chen, Xuejing Liu, Jialin Wang, Wenbin Ge, Sibo Song, Kai
Dang, Peng Wang, Shijie Wang, Jun Tang, Humen Zhong, Yuanzhi Zhu, Mingkun
Yang, Zhaohai Li, Jianqiang Wan, Pengfei Wang, Wei Ding, Zheren Fu, Yiheng
Xu, Jiabo Ye, Xi Zhang, Tianbao Xie, Zesen Cheng, Hang Zhang, Zhibo Yang,
Haiyang Xu, and Junyang Lin. 2025. Qwen2.5-VL Technical Report. arXiv.org
abs/2502.13923 (2025).

[6] Tom B. Brown, Benjamin Mann, Nick Ryder, Melanie Subbiah, Jared Kaplan,
Prafulla Dhariwal, Arvind Neelakantan, Pranav Shyam, Girish Sastry, Amanda
Askell, Sandhini Agarwal, Ariel Herbert-Voss, Gretchen Krueger, Tom Henighan,
Rewon Child, Aditya Ramesh, Daniel M. Ziegler, Jeffrey Wu, Clemens Winter,
Christopher Hesse, Mark Chen, Eric Sigler, Mateusz Litwin, Scott Gray, Benjamin
Chess, Jack Clark, Christopher Berner, Sam McCandlish, Alec Radford, Ilya
Sutskever, and Dario Amodei. 2020. Language Models are Few-Shot Learners. In
Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems (NeurIPS).

[7] Tian-Yi Che, Xian-Ling Mao, Tian Lan, and Heyan Huang. 2024. A hierarchical
context augmentation method to improve retrieval-augmented llms on scientific
papers. In Proceedings of the 30th ACMSIGKDDConference on Knowledge Discovery
and Data Mining. 243–254.

[8] Deepayan Das, Davide Talon, Yiming Wang, Massimiliano Mancini, and Elisa
Ricci. 2025. Training-Free Personalization via Retrieval and Reasoning on Fin-
gerprints. arXiv preprint arXiv:2503.18623 (2025).

[9] Wenqi Fan, Yujuan Ding, Liangbo Ning, Shijie Wang, Hengyun Li, Dawei Yin,
Tat-Seng Chua, and Qing Li. 2024. A survey on rag meeting llms: Towards
retrieval-augmented large language models. In Proceedings of the 30th ACM
SIGKDD conference on knowledge discovery and data mining. 6491–6501.

[10] Google DeepMind. 2025. Gemini 2.5 Pro Model Card. Google DeepMind.
https://storage.googleapis.com/model-cards/documents/gemini-2.5-pro.pdf Last
updated June 27, 2025. PDF available from storage.googleapis.com.

[11] Michael Günther, Saba Sturua, Mohammad Kalim Akram, Isabelle Mohr, Andrei
Ungureanu, Bo Wang, Sedigheh Eslami, Scott Martens, Maximilian Werk, Nan
Wang, and Han Xiao. 2025. jina-embeddings-v4: Universal Embeddings for
Multimodal Multilingual Retrieval. arXiv.org abs/2506.18902 (2025).

[12] Haoran Hao, Jiaming Han, Changsheng Li, Yu-Feng Li, and Xiangyu Yue. 2024.
RAP: Retrieval-Augmented Personalization for Multimodal Large Language Mod-
els. arXiv e-prints (2024), arXiv:2410.13360.

[13] Bohan Hou, Haoqiang Lin, Xuemeng Song, Haokun Wen, Meng Liu, Yupeng Hu,
and Xiangyu Zhao. 2025. FiRE: Enhancing MLLMs with Fine-Grained Context
Learning for Complex Image Retrieval. In Proceedings of the 48th International
ACM SIGIR Conference on Research and Development in Information Retrieval.
803–812.

[14] Wenqi Jiang, Shuai Zhang, Boran Han, Jie Wang, Bernie Wang, and Tim Kraska.
2025. PipeRAG: Fast Retrieval-Augmented Generation via Adaptive Pipeline
Parallelism. In Proceedings of the 31st ACM SIGKDD Conference on Knowledge
Discovery and Data Mining V. 1. 589–600.

[15] Jian Lang, Zhangtao Cheng, Ting Zhong, and Fan Zhou. 2025. Retrieval-
Augmented Dynamic Prompt Tuning for Incomplete Multimodal Learning. In
AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence (AAAI). 18035–18043. doi:10.1609/aaai.
v39i17.33984

[16] Patrick Lewis, Ethan Perez, Aleksandra Piktus, Fabio Petroni, Vladimir Karpukhin,
Naman Goyal, Heinrich Küttler, Mike Lewis, Wen-tau Yih, Tim Rocktäschel,

et al. 2020. Retrieval-augmented generation for knowledge-intensive nlp tasks.
Advances in neural information processing systems 33 (2020), 9459–9474.

[17] Tsung-Yi Lin, Michael Maire, Serge Belongie, James Hays, Pietro Perona, Deva
Ramanan, Piotr Dollár, and C Lawrence Zitnick. 2014. Microsoft coco: Common
objects in context. In Computer Vision–ECCV 2014: 13th European Conference,
Zurich, Switzerland, September 6-12, 2014, Proceedings, Part V 13. Springer, 740–
755.

[18] Haotian Liu, Chunyuan Li, Yuheng Li, and Yong Jae Lee. 2024. Improved Baselines
with Visual Instruction Tuning.. In Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition
(CVPR). 26286–26296.

[19] Haotian Liu, Chunyuan Li, Qingyang Wu, and Yong Jae Lee. 2023. Visual in-
struction tuning. Advances in neural information processing systems 36 (2023),
34892–34916.

[20] Shilong Liu, Zhaoyang Zeng, Tianhe Ren, Feng Li, Hao Zhang, Jie Yang, Qing
Jiang, Chunyuan Li, Jianwei Yang, Hang Su, Jun Zhu, and Lei Zhang. 2024.
Grounding DINO: Marrying DINO with Grounded Pre-training for Open-Set
Object Detection.. In European Conference on Computer Vision (ECCV). 38–55.

[21] Xinwei Long, Zhiyuan Ma, Ermo Hua, Kaiyan Zhang, Biqing Qi, and Bowen
Zhou. 2025. Retrieval-Augmented Visual Question Answering via Built-in Au-
toregressive Search Engines. In Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial
Intelligence, Vol. 39. 24723–24731.

[22] Thao Nguyen, Haotian Liu, Yuheng Li, Mu Cai, Utkarsh Ojha, and Yong Jae Lee.
2024. Yo’LLaVA: Your Personalized Language and Vision Assistant.. In Conference
on Neural Information Processing Systems (NeurIPS).

[23] OpenAI. 2025. GPT Image 1: State-of-the-art image generation model. https:
//platform.openai.com/docs/models/gpt-image-1.

[24] Renjie Pi, Jianshu Zhang, Tianyang Han, Jipeng Zhang, Rui Pan, and Tong Zhang.
2025. Personalized Visual Instruction Tuning. In The Thirteenth International
Conference on Learning Representations.

[25] Soroush Seifi, Vaggelis Dorovatas, Daniel Olmeda Reino, and Rahaf Aljundi. 2025.
Personalization Toolkit: Training Free Personalization of Large Vision Language
Models. arXiv.org abs/2502.02452 (2025), arXiv:2502.02452.

[26] Manan Suri, Puneet Mathur, Franck Dernoncourt, Kanika Goswami, Ryan A Rossi,
and Dinesh Manocha. 2025. VisDoM: Multi-Document QA with Visually Rich
Elements Using Multimodal Retrieval-Augmented Generation. In Proceedings of
the 2025 Conference of the Nations of the Americas Chapter of the Association for
Computational Linguistics: Human Language Technologies (Volume 1: Long Papers).
6088–6109.

[27] Hugo Touvron, Thibaut Lavril, Gautier Izacard, Xavier Martinet, M. Lachaux,
Timothée Lacroix, Baptiste Rozière, Naman Goyal, Eric Hambro, Faisal Azhar,
Aur’elien Rodriguez, Armand Joulin, Edouard Grave, and Guillaume Lample.
2023. LLaMA: Open and Efficient Foundation Language Models. arXiv.org
abs/2302.13971 (2023).

[28] Junda Wu, Cheng-Chun Chang, Tong Yu, Zhankui He, Jianing Wang, Yupeng
Hou, and Julian McAuley. 2024. Coral: collaborative retrieval-augmented large
language models improve long-tail recommendation. In Proceedings of the 30th
ACM SIGKDD Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining. 3391–3401.

[29] Qwen An Yang, Baosong Yang, Beichen Zhang, Binyuan Hui, Bo Zheng, Bowen
Yu, Chengyuan Li, Dayiheng Liu, Fei Huang, Guanting Dong, Haoran Wei, Huan
Lin, Jian Yang, Jianhong Tu, Jianwei Zhang, Jianxin Yang, Jiaxin Yang, Jingren
Zhou, Junyang Lin, Kai Dang, Keming Lu, Keqin Bao, Kexin Yang, Le Yu, Mei Li,
Mingfeng Xue, Pei Zhang, Qin Zhu, Rui Men, Runji Lin, Tianhao Li, Tingyu Xia,
Xingzhang Ren, Xuancheng Ren, Yang Fan, Yang Su, Yi-Chao Zhang, Yunyang
Wan, Yuqi Liu, Zeyu Cui, Zhenru Zhang, Zihan Qiu, Shanghaoran Quan, and
Zekun Wang. 2024. Qwen2.5 Technical Report. arXiv.org abs/2412.15115 (2024).

[30] Andrew Zhao, Daniel Huang, Quentin Xu, Matthieu Lin, Yong-Jin Liu, and Gao
Huang. 2024. ExpeL: LLM Agents Are Experiential Learners.. In AAAI Conference
on Artificial Intelligence (AAAI). 19632–19642.

[31] Jinguo Zhu, Weiyun Wang, Zhe Chen, Zhaoyang Liu, Shenglong Ye, Lixin Gu,
Yuchen Duan, Hao Tian, Weijie Su, Jie Shao, Zhangwei Gao, Erfei Cui, Yue Cao,
Yangzhou Liu, Haomin Wang, Weiye Xu, Hao Li, Jiahao Wang, Han Lv, Dengnian
Chen, Songze Li, Yinan He, Tan Jiang, Jiapeng Luo, Yi Wang, Cong He, Botian Shi,
Xingcheng Zhang, Wenqi Shao, Junjun He, Ying Xiong, Wenwen Qu, Peng Sun,
Penglong Jiao, Lijun Wu, Kai Zhang, Hui Deng, Jiaye Ge, Kaiming Chen, Limin
Wang, Min Dou, Lewei Lu, Xizhou Zhu, Tong Lu, Dahua Lin, Yu Qiao, Jifeng Dai,
andWenhai Wang. 2025. InternVL3: Exploring Advanced Training and Test-Time
Recipes for Open-Source Multimodal Models. arXiv.org abs/2504.10479 (2025).

https://storage.googleapis.com/model-cards/documents/gemini-2.5-pro.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1609/aaai.v39i17.33984
https://doi.org/10.1609/aaai.v39i17.33984
https://platform.openai.com/docs/models/gpt-image-1
https://platform.openai.com/docs/models/gpt-image-1


Towards Training-Free and State-Aware Personalized MLLM Assistant KDD ’26, August 09–13, 2026, Jeju Island, Republic of Korea

Algorithm 2 LCMP Benchmark Construction Algorithm
Require: Microsoft COCO dataset, MLLM (Gemini-2.5-Pro), Image

Generative Model (GPT-Image-1)
Ensure: Personalized concept set E𝑐 , dialogue contexts set E𝑑 ,

evaluation question sets E𝑒,𝑞 and Eℎ,𝑞
1: Initialize: E𝑐 ← ∅, E𝑑 ← ∅, E𝑒,𝑞 ← ∅, Eℎ,𝑞 ← ∅
2: for 𝑖 = 1 to 𝑁 do ⊲ Construct 𝑁 personalized concepts
3: // Phase 1: Personalized Concept Construction
4: Sample raw image I𝑖 from Microsoft COCO dataset
5: Generate attributes using eq. (1):L𝑖 ,S𝑖 ← MLLM(Pattr,I𝑖 )
6: Construct personalized concept: C𝑖 ← {I𝑖 ,S𝑖 ,L𝑖 }
7: Update concept set: E𝑐 ← E𝑐 ∪ {C𝑖 }
8: // Phase 2: Multi-turn Vision-Language Dialogue Con-

struction
9: Generate dialogue contexts using eq. (2): D𝑖 ←

MLLM(Pcont, C𝑖 )
10: for each dialogue turn 𝐷 𝑗 ∈ D𝑖 where 𝑗 = 1 to 𝑁𝑑 do
11: if attribute variations affect visual appearance then
12: Generate image using Image Generative Model
13: Update 𝑄hist, 𝑗 with generated visual content
14: end if
15: end for
16: Update dialogue set: E𝑑 ← E𝑑 ∪ {D𝑖 }
17: // Phase 3: Evaluation Question Construction
18: Generate easy questions using eq. (3): Q𝐸,𝑖 ←

MLLM(Peasy,D𝑖 )
19: Generate hard questions using eq. (3): Q𝐻,𝑖 ←

MLLM(Phard,D𝑖 )
20: for each question 𝑄𝑒,𝑗 ∈ Q𝐸,𝑖 where 𝑗 = 1 to 𝑁𝑒 do
21: Construct visual-textual pair: 𝑄𝑒,𝑗 ← (V𝑗 ,T𝑗 )
22: Generate corresponding answer 𝐴𝑒,𝑗

23: Create single-choice version with three distractors
24: end for
25: for each question 𝑄ℎ,𝑗 ∈ Q𝐻,𝑖 where 𝑗 = 1 to 𝑁ℎ do
26: Construct visual-textual pair: 𝑄ℎ,𝑗 ← (V𝑗 ,T𝑗 )
27: Generate corresponding answer 𝐴ℎ,𝑗

28: Create single-choice version with three distractors
29: end for
30: Update evaluation sets: E𝑒,𝑞 ← E𝑒,𝑞 ∪ {Q𝐸,𝑖 }
31: Update evaluation sets: Eℎ,𝑞 ← Eℎ,𝑞 ∪ {Q𝐻,𝑖 }
32: end for
33: // Final Assembly
34: Construct complete benchmark: 𝐿𝐶𝑀𝑃 ← {E𝑐 , E𝑑 , E𝑒,𝑞, Eℎ,𝑞}
35: return E𝑐 , E𝑑 , E𝑒,𝑞, Eℎ,𝑞

A More Details about LCMP
A.1 Algorithm of Construction
As shown in Algorithm 2, we provide a complete algorithm proce-
dure for constructing the LCMP benchmark.

A.2 Presentation of Construction Prompts
In this section, we provide complete prompts employed in person-
alized concept construction (Fig. S1), multi-turn vision-language
contexts construction (Fig. S3), evaluation question construction

(Figs. S4 to S6), evaluating free-text answers (Fig. S11), and evalu-
ating scoring points (Fig. S12). Further, we also provide a prompt
template (Fig. S2) to generate contextual personalized images.

A.3 Construction Details
To enrich diversity and personalization in personalized concepts
generation, we supplement the Microsoft COCO dataset with a
small set of manually collected raw images focusing on pet and
object concepts.

We then employ a set of advanced pre-trained generative models
to construct personalized concepts with their associated dialogues
and evaluations. Specifically, we utilize Gemini-2.5-Pro [10], a
state-of-the-art reasoning model with visual understanding, to sim-
ulate realistic personalized scenarios. For consistent and natural
personalized image synthesis, we leverage GPT-Image-1 [23], an
auto-regressive image generation model, which conditions on the
raw concept images together with contextual queries. These pow-
erful closed-source models are accessed via their official APIs.

For free-text and scoring point evaluations, we employ an open-
source LMM (Qwen-2.5-72B-Instruct [29]) to provide robust and
reproducible evaluation results. The generations are configured
with a temperature setting of 0.8.

A.4 Concepts Overview in LCMP
In this section, we present the portrait of all concepts in Fig. S13,
including Pet (10), Object (10), and Person (10), constructed in the
proposed LCMP benchmark.

B Case Study of Concepts in LCMP
In this section, we demonstrate the complete information for a
personalized concept in Figs. S14 to S17 including constructed per-
sonalized attributes, dialogue contexts, and evaluation questions.

C Case Study of TAME
In this section, we present case studies on TAME, focusing on
managing dynamic state memory and static personalized mem-
ory (Fig. S18), and demonstrate the retrieve-then-align augmented
generation (Fig. S19).

D Detailed Experimental Setup
D.1 Description of Baselines
In the experiments, we compare TAMEwith several competitive and
popular baselines in MLLM Personalization, including MyVLM [3],
Yo’LLaVA [22], RAP [12], PeKit [25], and R2P [8]. Here, we provide
detailed description on these baselines.
• MyVLM pioneers the personalization of general VLMs so they
can understand and talk about concepts unique to a given user. It
augments LLaVA [18, 19] with external concept heads that first
detect a target entity and then inject a learned concept embed-
ding into the model’s mid-level features, guiding the decoder to
mention the concept naturally.
• Yo’LLaVA frames subject personalization as learning a compact
representation from only a few example images. It encodes the
subject into a small set of latent prefix tokens that sit between
the vision encoder and LLaVA’s language decoder, binding visual
attributes to text without touching backbone weights.
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• RAP turns a generic MLLM into a user-aware assistant by adding
an external memory layer. A key–value store “remembers” user
facts and portraits, a multimodal retriever selects the most rele-
vant keys at inference, and the generator conditions on both the
query and retrieved context to tailor its answer.
• PeKit argues that strong personalization can be achieved entirely
at inference time. It pairs off-the-shelf visual descriptors with
retrieval-augmented generation and lightweight visual prompts,
injecting the correct identity or object instance into any MLLM
decoder without gradient updates.
• R2P shows that a MLLM can personalize itself using nothing
but its pre-trained weights and a clever retrieval stack. It distills
each personalized concept into a sparse fingerprint of discrim-
inative attributes, retrieves candidate fingerprints at run time,
and employs chain-of-thought reasoning to verify them before
generation.

D.2 Implementations of Baselines
Notably, since these personalized MLLM baselines are originally
designed to tackle personalized concept captioning or context-
agnostic simple VQA, it requires special crafting to adapt them
to our proposed long-context personalization VQA (first intro-
duced in this work). We provide the detailed implementations
for adapting these baselines to our LCMP as follows:
• MyVLM. Following the original paper setup, we adopt a pre-
trained LLaVA model, then we train concept heads for each
concept on historical VQA of LCMP using the same training
configuration. During inference, we strictly follow the same set-
ting as in the original paper. Notably, since this training strategy
is designed for LLaVA architecture, we only evaluate MyVLM
under pre-trained LLaVA models.
• Yo’LLaVA. In the original paper, Yo’LLaVA adapts its framework
for new concepts by training concept-specific learnable prompts
on images with their associated personalized captions. Then, un-
der the setting of LCMP, we train its framework on historical
VQA, which enables Yo’LLaVA to not only recognize the concept
in images, but also learn contextual attributes of each concept.

The training configuration follows the original paper setting.
During inference, we first utilize every learnable prompt to iden-
tify concepts in the provided image of each VQA, and insert the
identified concept’s prompt before the VQA, and prompt LLaVA
to answer the question. Notably, since this training strategy is
designed for LLaVA architecture, we evaluate Yo’LLaVA under
pre-trained LLaVA models.
• RAP. RAP requires fine-tuning pre-trained MLLMs on large-
scale personalized datasets. Due to the large resource overhead
associated with re-fine-tuning, we directly employ the fine-tuned
models RAP-LLaVA-13b and RAP-Phi3-mini [1] provided by the
original paper to conduct evaluation. Since LCMP constructs
more realistic historical dialogues to model the concept attributes,
rather than directly providing the human-organized textual de-
scriptions required by RAP. For better adapting RAP to LCMP,
we employ the fine-tuned model to organize the historical VQA
dialogues to form formatted textual descriptions for each concept.
In addition, the remaining inference part follows the same steps
as in the original paper.
• PeKit. PeKit is a training-free personalized MLLMmethod, so we
set up the sameMLLM backbone (i.e., Qwen2.5-VL-7B, InternVL3-
8B) for all training-free methods PeKit, R2P, and our TAME for
fair comparison. And, similar to RAP, we also provide an LMM-
organized textual description for each concept as the concept
description which PeKit requires. During inference, we strictly
follow the original paper’s setup. The code of PeKit and R2P were
not available when conducting this paper, so we strictly follow
the paper to set up the pipeline.
• R2P. R2P is another training-free personalized MLLM method.
This method requires pre-established category and fingerprint
attributes for each concept, and we employ the same MLLM to
preprocess the historical dialogues to offer this information. For
other parts, we strictly follow the original paper’s setup.

D.3 Implementation Environment
All experiments are conducted on a system equipped with an Intel
Core i9-14900K CPU, a single NVIDIA L40S GPU with 48 GB of
VRAM, and 128 GB of RAM.
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Prompt for Personalized Concept Construction (Pet Example)

Role Setting:
You are an expert in creating high-quality datasets for top AI research projects. Your core task is to
create a detailed, imaginative, and logically coherent "long-term profile" for pets. This profile will
serve as the foundation for "narrative dialogue generation" and "question generation".

Task Instructions:
I will provide a picture of a pet along with its name and breed. Based on this information, please strictly
follow the YAML template below to generate a complete Long-Term Profile for this pet.

Core Logic and Rules:
1. Strict format compliance: Must output complete YAML.
2. Blueprint first: develop the pet’s long-term stable traits in appearance and behavior.
3. Create conflict: in behavior.preferences, define clear and potentially conflicting loves and hates.
4. Drafts are core: the history, easy_questions, and hard_question sections are concise directive sentences,
not full dialogues.
5. Logical linking: history drafts must relate to appearance and behavior and lay groundwork for questions;
hard questions must explicitly require combining long-term and short-term information for reasoning.

YAML Template (Final Version):

{ Example of Personalized Concept }

Figure S1: Prompt template personalized concept construction using a pet as an example.

Prompt for Personalized Image Generation

Generate an image of this person/pet/object using the quality and style of mobile phone photography that
matches the attributes from the person/pet/object in the reference image.

{personalized_raw_image}
{visual_attributes}
The content of the image should be:
{image_prompt}

Ensure the background is diverse and varied—reflecting the content requirements with multiple complementary
settings (e.g., indoor, outdoor, playful, serene)—while keeping the object as the focal point.

Guidelines:
+ Use vivid, concrete details.
+ Keep composition balanced and focused on the object.
+ Incorporate a variety of backgrounds that align with the specified content requirements.

Figure S2: Prompt template for personalized image generation.
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Prompt for Historical Dialogue Construction (Pet Example)

Task Objective:
You are a professional AI data engineer, specializing in creating high-quality, structured synthetic
conversation data. Your task is to convert a given concept Profile (for example, a pet profile) into a
detailed, YAML-formatted conversation history.

This generated conversation history will be used to train and evaluate a personalized AI assistant, so
it must be self-contained, i.e.: All information required to answer future questions must be explicitly
reflected in this conversation history.

Core Instructions
You will receive a complete Profile document. Your task is:

Strictly use only the history section (including the knowledge and event lists) from the Profile document
as your sole information source for generating conversation content.
Expand each “story seed” in the history section into a natural “turn” of user and assistant conversation.
Format all generated turns as a complete YAML file; all generated content must be in English.
YAML Structure and Field Generation Rules

For each seed in history, generate a YAML entry following these field rules:

* turn: An integer starting from 1, representing the order of the conversation.
* log_type: If the seed comes from the history.knowledge list, this field must be knowledge. If the seed
comes from the history.event list, this field must be event.
* user_input: Naturalized: Rewrite the original “story seed” as a natural, conversational user input.
Imagine a pet owner chatting with their AI assistant. First-person perspective: Use “I”, “my pet”, etc.,
in the first person. Image reference: If the turn requires an image (which is the case most of the time),
or using an image does not conflict and helps the narrative, explicitly mention the image in the user
input, e.g., “Look at this photo. . . ”, “I just took a picture. . . ”, [IMAGE]. At least half of the turns
must include images. Example: Turn the seed "Introduce Smokey’s appearance: his sleek silver-grey coat
and yellow-gold eyes." into "Here’s my cat, Smokey. Let me show you how he looks! [IMAGE] He has a sleek
silver-grey coat and golden-yellow eyes."
* assistant_response: Acknowledge and record: Write a brief, friendly, confirmatory AI assistant response.
Indicate that it has understood and recorded the information. Example: "Got it, Smokey is a beautiful cat
with a sleek silver-grey coat and golden-yellow eyes. I’ve noted that."
* image_prompt: Generate image description: Create a clear, concise, and specific image generation prompt
for the visual element in this turn. This prompt should allow an image generation model to accurately draw
the required scene. Include core elements: Your description should include the subject (e.g., "Smokey, a
Russian Blue cat"), action, state, and key features. Set to null if no image: If a particular conversation
turn truly does not require an image for explanation (e.g., a purely conceptual statement), set this field
to null.
* image_id: Create a simple, unique ID. Format: turn_<turn_number>_<keyword>. keyword should briefly
summarize the image content. Example: turn_1_profile_photo

Key Principles
Faithful to the original: The generated content must accurately reflect the core information in the history
seeds. Consistent: Ensure the conversation flows logically and matches the interaction style of a long-term
user with their AI assistant. Information completeness: The final generated YAML history must contain all
the clues needed to answer all easy_questions and hard_questions in the Profile. The final model cannot
access the Profile, only the YAML conversation you generate.

{ Example of Dialogue History }

input:
{ Personalized Concept Profile }

Figure S3: Prompt template for historical dialogue construction using a pet as an example.
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Prompt for Easy Question Construction (Pet Example)

Task Objective:
Create an easy question dataset for a personalized MLLM assistant. You will play the role of a pet owner
and, based on the provided pet profile (Long-Term Profile) and conversation history with the assistant
(History Turns), ask the assistant an easy, natural question.

Core Requirements:
1. History-Based Generation: Each question you ask must be answerable solely using the provided ‘History
Turns‘. The model evaluated will not have access to the ‘Long-Term Profile‘, only the conversation history.
2. Natural Dialogue Flow: The question should sound like a real, natural dialogue between a pet owner and
a smart assistant. Avoid stilted or exam-like questions. You may reference previous dialogue or events.
3. Image is Indispensable: Each question must be accompanied by an image. This image should not be
decorative, but should be essential for raising the question, providing context, or being the core of the
question. The user might say "Look at this picture [IMAGE]..." or the question will directly reference the
image content.
4. Follow Draft Intent: Each generated question should correspond to one intent from the ‘easy_questions‘
drafts.
5. Include High-Quality Multiple-Choice Questions: Each question must provide four multiple-choice options
(‘options‘).
* Source of Distractors: The three incorrect distractors should seem plausible but be incorrect, ideally
sourced from other attributes mentioned in the ‘Long-Term Profile‘ (for example, when asking about favorite
food, use foods the pet dislikes or is less fond of from the profile as distractors).
* Correct Answer: Another field, ‘answer‘, must clearly indicate which option is the correct answer, and
its content should be consistent with the core of the ‘ideal_answer‘.
6. Strict Output Format: The final output must be in YAML list format. Each question entry should
include ‘id‘, ‘type‘, ‘question‘, ‘image_prompt‘, ‘evaluation_criteria‘ (containing ‘ideal_answer‘ and
‘key_points‘), ‘options‘, ‘answer‘, and ‘image_id‘.

Execution Steps:
1. Select a Question Draft: Choose one intent from the ‘easy_questions‘ draft list that you wish to
instantiate.
2. Locate Historical Evidence: In ‘History Turns‘, find the exact dialogue which supports answering the
question.
3. Design a Natural Question and Scenario: * Question: Design a natural way to ask the question.
* Image Prompt: Design an image that is closely related to the question scenario.
* Type: Determine whether the question is about a stable attribute of the pet or a recent event.
4. Define Evaluation Criteria and Multiple-Choice Options: * Ideal Answer: Write a concise and accurate
ideal answer.
* Key Points: Extract the single most important core information point from the answer.
* Construct Multiple-Choice Options: Design four options for the question based on the ‘Long-Term Profile‘.
The correct answer should match the core of the ‘ideal_answer‘. The other three options (distractors)
should be other relevant content mentioned in the profile, to increase plausibility. For example, if asking
about a favorite food, use other foods mentioned in the profile as distractors.
* Determine Multiple-Choice Answer: Select the correct answer from the four options.
5. Complete and Format: * Assign a unique ‘id‘ to the question.
* Create a unique ‘image_id‘, formatted as ‘sq_<cid>_description‘.
* Consolidate all information into the specified YAML format.

Now, based on the above instructions and the provided Profile and History, generate a concrete YAML entry
for each draft in ‘easy_questions‘ from the Profile.
Generated Easy Questions Template:
{ Example of Easy Questions }

input:
{ Personalized Concept Profile }
{ Historical Dialogue History }

Figure S4: Prompt template for easy question construction using a pet as an example.
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Prompt for Hard Question Construction (Pet Example)

Task Objective:
Create a hard question dataset for a personalized MLLM assistant. You need to play the role of a pet owner
and, based on the provided pet profile (Long-Term Profile) and conversation history with the assistant
(History Turns), pose a complex, natural question that requires reasoning to answer.

Core Challenge:
The key to the question is that it must force the model to combine long-term knowledge (Knowledge)
and short-term events (Event) for reasoning. The answer should not come from a single history entry,
but should result from the integration, comparison, or causal inference of two or more pieces of information.

Core Requirements:
1. Based on History Generation: Each question you ask must be answerable solely through the provided History
Turns. The model cannot access the Long-Term Profile at evaluation; it can only use the dialogue history.
2. Natural Dialogue Flow: The question should sound like a real, natural conversation between a pet owner
and an intelligent assistant. Avoid stiff, exam-like questions.
3. Image is Indispensable: Each question must be accompanied by an image. This image should depict the
short-term event or the core of the conflict and is key for introducing the question, providing context, or
forming the core of the question.
4. Follow Draft Intent: Each generated question should correspond to an intent in the hard_question drafts.
5. Smartly Choose Question Type: Based on the question draft and the nature of historical events, choose the
most suitable type from the following to design the question: - State Identification: Use when short-term
events describe a short-term change that contradicts the pet’s long-term appearance or routine state. -
Causal Inference: Use when a short-term event shows an unexpected result. - Counterfactual Reasoning: Use
when you need to predict, recommend, or make hypothetical suggestions based on the pet’s comprehensive
preferences. 6. Strict Output Format: The final output must be in YAML list format, including all specified
fields.

Steps:
1. Choose a hard question draft: Select one of the intents from the hard_question draft list. For example,
select "Provide the image of Smokey in the elf hat. Ask to explain his expression...".
2. Locate historical bases (multiple): In the History Turns, find all information needed to answer the
chosen question. This usually includes:
- A long-term knowledge (Knowledge): Turn 2 mentions "he absolutely hates being dressed up."
- A short-term event (Event): Turn 9 mentions "I put this little elf hat on him for two seconds."
3. Compose the hard question and scenario:
- Choose Question Type: The above example is a typical State Identification.
- Question: Design a natural way to ask, for example: "Look at this photo [IMAGE], I know he’s cute, but
based on what you know about him, can you explain his expression? He doesn’t look very happy."
- Image Prompt: The image description should depict the short-term event, e.g., a photo of Smokey wearing
an elf hat with an annoyed expression.
4. Define Evaluation Criteria:
- Ideal Answer: Write an ideal answer that integrates long-term knowledge and short-term event. For example:
"This is Smokey. He is wearing an elf hat, which is a kind of outfit he usually hates. So, he looks very
annoyed and displeased, which matches his long-term dislike for wearing any clothes."
- Key Points: Distill the two most important core information points in the answer and clearly mark their
source type.

Figure S5: Prompt template for hard question construction using a pet as an example.
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Prompt for Hard Question Construction (Pet Example) (Continue)

5. Design Multiple-Choice Options and Answer:
- Options: Create a list of 4 options.
- Correct Option: There must be one option that is fully consistent with the core logic of the ideal answer.
- Distractors: The other three options should be misleading. Good distractors typically:
* Use only long-term knowledge (e.g., "He doesn’t like Christmas.")
* Only describe the short-term event without reasoning (e.g., "He’s just curious about the hat.")
* Are plausible but contradict the historical record (e.g., "He might just be tired.")
* Make a wrong or opposite inference from the historical information (e.g., "He likes wearing hats, just
not this one.")
- Answer: Provide the string identical to the correct option as the standard answer.

6. Complete and Format:
- Assign a unique id to the question.
- Create a unique image_id in the format cq_<id>_description.
- Integrate all information into the specified YAML format, all content in English.

Now, based on the instructions above and the provided Profile and History, generate a specific YAML entry
for every draft in the Profile’s hard_question list.

{ Example of Hard Questions }
input:
{ Personalized Concept Profile }
{ Historical Dialogue History }

Figure S6: Prompt template for hard question construction using a pet as an example (continue).
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Prompt for Dynamic State Memory Construction

You are a strict Data Entry Assistant for ‘concept_id‘.
Your task is to update the Dynamic Memory (temporary buffer) based on the Current Conversation.

## GOAL
Extract new information provided in the conversation.
- If the User provides new facts, preferences, or current status → ADD to memory.
- If the User updates/corrects existing info → MODIFY the existing memory.
- If the conversation is just chit-chat (greetings, thanks) → DO NOTHING (Output []).

## INPUT DATA
Existing Dynamic Memory:
```yaml
{Input: Existing Dynamic Memory (Numbered List)}
```

Current Conversation:
* User Input: "question"
* Assistant Response: "answer"
* Attached Image: "Yes" if img else "No"

## CRITICAL RULES
1. Be Specific: Do not write "User asked a question." Write "User asked about the weather."
2. No Duplicates: Check the Existing Dynamic Memory list; if already present, do not add again.
3. Concise: Keep memory strings under 25 words.
4. Context: Use the name "concept_id" instead of "it" or "he/she".
5. Visual: Include the word "visual" if it relates to appearance.

## OUTPUT FORMAT
Provide a # Analysis comment first, then the YAML code box.

```yaml
- concept_id: "concept_id"
op: "add" # or "modify" or "remove"
memory: "The specific content extracted"
target_id: 1 # only required for "modify" or "remove"
```

If no updates are needed, output: []

Generate the output: (Start with # Analysis then YAML code box)

Figure S7: Prompt for dynamic state memory construction used in TAME.
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Prompt for Double Memory Transition.

You are a strict Memory Manager. Your goal is to move PERMANENT FACTS from Dynamic Memory to Static Memory,
while leaving TEMPORARY EVENTS alone.

## INPUT DATA
Current Dynamic Memory (Recent observations) for ‘concept_id‘:
```yaml
{Input: Current Dynamic Memory (Numbered List)}
```

Current Static Memory (Long-term facts) for ‘concept_id‘:
```yaml
{Input: Current Static Memory (Numbered List)}
```

## CLASSIFICATION RULES (CRITICAL)
1. PERMANENT FACTS (MOVE these):
* Characteristics that rarely change (e.g., names, species, breeds, personality traits, physical features,
favorite foods, owner’s name).
* Action: Create a static_ops entry to ADD it and a dynamic_ops entry to REMOVE it.
* Visual Cues: Include the word "visual" if it relates to appearance.

2. TEMPORARY EVENTS (DO NOT MOVE):
* Things happening right now or recently (e.g., eating, sleeping, mood swings, current activities).
* Action: IGNORE. Do not create any operations for these.

## OUTPUT FORMAT
Provide a # Analysis comment first, then the YAML code box.

```yaml
## **Dynamic Memory Operations** (to remove transferred items):
dynamic_ops:
- concept_id: "concept_id"
op: "remove"
target_id: 2 # remove item 2 because it was moved

## **Static Memory Operations** (to add/modify/remove persistent information):
static_ops:
- concept_id: "concept_id"
op: "add"
memory: "Luna is a cat"
```

If no Permanent Facts are found, return empty lists:
```yaml
dynamic_ops: []
static_ops: []
```

Generate the output: (Start with # Analysis then YAML code box)

Figure S8: Prompt for double memory transition used in TAME.



KDD ’26, August 09–13, 2026, Jeju Island, Republic of Korea Rongpei Hong et al.

Prompt for Alignment.

# TASK: MEMORY EXTRACTION
You are a precise information extraction agent. Your goal is to identify and list specific, detailed
memories from the provided [MEMORY] that relate to the [USER QUESTION].

# CONSTRAINTS
- OUTPUT FORMAT: Use a simple bulleted list only.
- DO NOT ANSWER: Do not answer the question itself.
- NO PROSE: Do not include an intro, outro, or conversational filler.
- ACCURACY: Only extract memories present in the [MEMORY].

# INPUT DATA
- USER QUESTION: "question"
- IMAGE ATTACHED: "Yes" if img else "No"
- MEMORY CONTENT: —
{Input: Original Memory Context (Concept ID + Static Memory + Dynamic Memory)}
—

# INSTRUCTIONS
1. Analyze the [USER QUESTION] to determine what specific information is being sought.
2. Scan the [MEMORY CONTENT] for specific attributes like dates, names, colors, or quantities.
3. DETAIL LEVEL: Provide descriptive phrases rather than single words.
4. List each relevant detail as a single, concise bullet point.
5. Stop immediately after the last bullet point.

# EXTRACTED MEMORIES:

Figure S9: Prompt for alignment used in TAME.
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Prompt for Answer Generation.

# TASK: Personalized Concept Analysis
You are a precision-focused AI assistant. Your goal is to answer questions about a specific CONCEPT by
synthesizing its permanent traits (Static) and its current state (Dynamic).

# INPUT DATA
- CONCEPT CONTEXT: {context_prompt}
- USER QUESTION: "question"
- IMAGE STATUS: "Image provided: Yes" if img else "Image provided: No"

# ANALYSIS REQUIREMENTS
To provide a complete answer, you must evaluate:
1. Static Profile: What are the permanent traits, core preferences, and stable features of this concept?
2. Dynamic State: What are the recent updates, temporary changes, or current behaviors?
3. Synthesis: If recent data contradicts permanent traits, highlight the shift (e.g., "Usually X, but
currently Y").

# OUTPUT CONSTRAINTS (STRICT)
- Format: Write exactly ONE concise paragraph.
- Style: Be conversational but factually dense.
- Accuracy: Use only the provided memory context. If the answer is unknown, state that clearly.
- Visuals: If an image is present, integrate visual evidence with the known conceptual features.

# RESPONSE:
[Insert your single-paragraph response here]

Figure S10: Prompt for answer generation used in TAME.

Prompt for Evaluating Free-text Answers.

Please evaluate whether the following predicted answer is an acceptable substitute for the ideal answer.

Ideal Answer: {ideal_answer}

Predicted Answer: {predicted_answer}

Consider:
- Does the predicted answer support the same general conclusion?
- Is the predicted answer factually compatible with the ideal answer (i.e., not contradictory)?
- You may overlook missing nuances or slightly less precise phrasing if the main intent is still preserved.

Respond with only "YES" if the predicted answer is acceptable, or "NO" if it is not.

Figure S11: Prompt for evaluating free-text answers used in LCMP.
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Prompt for Evaluating Scoring Points of Answers.

Please evaluate whether the following answer addresses the given key point.

Key Point: {key_point}

Answer: {predicted_answer}

Respond with only "YES" if the answer clearly addresses this key point, or "NO" if it doesn’t.

Figure S12: Prompt for evaluating scoring points of answers used in LCMP.



Towards Training-Free and State-Aware Personalized MLLM Assistant KDD ’26, August 09–13, 2026, Jeju Island, Republic of Korea

Pet

<bunny_1> <cat_1> <cat_2> <dog_1> <dog_2>

<fish_1> <hamster_1> <hamster_2> <parrot_1> <parrot_2>

Person

<person_1> <person_10> <person_2> <person_3> <person_4>

<person_5> <person_6> <person_7> <person_8> <person_9>

Object

<backpack_1> <backpack_2> <cup_1> <cup_2> <doll_1>

<doll_2> <guitar_1> <guitar_2> <keyboard_1> <keyboard_2>

Figure S13: Personalized Concepts Overview.
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Personalized Concept: cat_1 (Smokey)

Basic Information
Name: Smokey
Species: Feline
Breed: Russian Blue

Appearance
A sleek male Russian Blue with a solid, shimmering silver-grey coat, piercing yellow-gold eyes, and an
expression that often looks unimpressed or judgmental.

Key Visual Features:
 Solid, short silver-grey fur with a distinct sheen
 Intense, almond-shaped yellow-gold eyes
 A slender, elegant build with long legs
 Long, prominent white whiskers
 Refuses to wear a collar, finding them undignified

Behavior & Personality
Personality Traits:

 Dignified and somewhat aloof
 A creature of habit, dislikes disruptions to his routine
 Quiet and observant, rarely meows but is very expressive with his eyes
 Enjoys affection strictly on his own terms

Preferences:
 Loves toys: A red laser pointer dot
 Loves toys: Simple, crinkled balls of foil
 Hates toys: Noisy toys with bells or squeakers
 Hates toys: Large, fluffy plush toys
 Loves food: Tuna packed in oil
 Loves food: Freeze-dried chicken treats
 Hates food: Any kind of wet food with gravy or sauce (considers it messy)
 Hates food: Standard dry kibble (finds it boring and beneath him)
 Loves activities: Napping in warm sunbeams
 Loves activities: Being gently brushed with a soft-bristle brush
 Loves activities: Silently judging household activities from a high perch, like the top of a

bookshelf
 Hates activities: Being dressed up in any kind of costume or clothing
 Hates activities: Loud noises and sudden movements
 Hates activities: Having his belly touched

Easy Questions Draft
1. Ask what Smokey was wearing in the holiday photo, based on a short-term event.
2. Ask what Smokey's favorite food is, based on his long-term knowledge.
3. Ask what toy Smokey recently rejected, based on a short-term event.
4. Ask what activity Smokey loves for relaxation, based on his long-term knowledge.
5. Ask why Smokey ran away from the visiting child, based on a recent event.
6. Ask what his primary fur color is, based on his long-term appearance.
7. Ask what kind of food the vet recently recommended, based on a short-term event.
8. Ask what kind of toy he actually enjoys, based on his long-term preferences.

Hard Questions Draft
1. Provide the image of Smokey in the elf hat. Ask to explain his expression. The user must connect his
long-term hatred of costumes with the short-term evidence of him wearing one to infer his annoyance.
2. Pose a preference conflict question: Why didn't Smokey eat the new gourmet tuna his owner bought? The
user must combine the knowledge that he loves tuna (long-term) but hates gravy (long-term) to resolve the
conflict presented by the short-term event.
3. Create a 'what-if' question: If his owner starts feeding him the dental kibble recommended by the vet,
how will Smokey likely react? The user must infer his displeasure by combining his long-term hatred of
kibble with the short-term necessity of the medicated food.
4. Ask to predict Smokey's behavior: A guest is coming over with a loud, energetic puppy. Where would you
expect to find Smokey during the visit? The user must synthesize his personality (aloof, hates loud
noises) to predict he would be hiding on a high perch or under a bed.
5. Pose a behavioral anomaly question: Why would Smokey, who loves the laser pointer, be so fascinated by
a simple dust bunny? The user should reason that this is a temporary, instinct-driven distraction,
contrasting his stable preference with a fleeting behavior.
6. Create a recommendation question: Based on everything you know, what would be the perfect 'I'm sorry'
gift for Smokey after the hat incident? The user must suggest something that aligns with his established
loves (tuna in oil, laser pointer) and avoids his hates (costumes, noisy toys, gravy).

Figure S14: Presentation of Concept content for Personalized Concept (Cat 1).
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History Dialogues: cat_1 (Smokey)
Turn 1
User:

Hey, I want to create a profile for my cat, Smokey. Here's a picture of him. [IMAGE] He's
a Russian Blue with a sleek, silver-grey coat and these really intense yellow-gold eyes.

Assistant:
Hello! Smokey is a very handsome cat. I've noted his appearance: a Russian Blue with a
silver-grey coat and yellow-gold eyes.

Image Prompt:
A high-quality, clear photo of Smokey, a sleek male Russian Blue cat. He has a shimmering silver-
grey coat and intense, almond-shaped yellow-gold eyes. He is looking directly at the camera with a
dignified, slightly unimpressed expression.

Turn 2
User:

One thing you should know is that he absolutely hates being dressed up. No costumes, no
sweaters, nothing. He finds it completely undignified.

Assistant:
Understood. I've added a strong preference for Smokey: he hates wearing any kind of
costume or clothing.

Turn 3
User:

When it comes to food, his absolute favorite is tuna packed in oil. Nothing makes him
happier.

Assistant:
Got it. Smokey's favorite food is tuna in oil. I've saved that as a top preference.

Image Prompt:
A photo of a can of premium tuna in oil sitting on a kitchen counter next to Smokey's food bowl.
Smokey, the silver-grey Russian Blue cat, is sitting nearby with an expectant and pleased
expression, his yellow-gold eyes bright with anticipation as he waits for his favorite meal.

Turn 4
User:

On the flip side, he despises messy wet food, especially if it has any kind of gravy or
sauce. He's very particular about it.

Assistant:
Okay, I've noted a strong dislike: Smokey will not eat wet food with gravy or sauce.

Turn 5
User:

Here's a photo of him doing his favorite thing. [IMAGE] He absolutely loves just napping
in a warm sunbeam. It's his go-to activity for relaxing.

Assistant:
That looks so peaceful. I've recorded that one of Smokey's favorite activities is napping
in sunbeams.

Image Prompt:
A photo of Smokey, the silver-grey Russian Blue cat, curled up asleep in a bright, warm patch of
sunlight on a wooden floor. He looks completely content and relaxed.

Turn 6
User:

For playtime, his favorite toy is the red laser pointer. He will chase that little red dot
forever. It's the one thing that really gets him moving.

Assistant:
I see! Smokey loves playing with a red laser pointer. I've added it to his profile.

Image Prompt:
A photo showing a red laser pointer device lying on a coffee table or floor, with a small red dot
visible on a nearby wall or carpet. Smokey, the silver-grey Russian Blue cat, is in a playful crouch
position, his yellow-gold eyes intensely focused on the red dot, ready to pounce.

Figure S15: Presentation of Dialogue Contexts for Personalized Concept (Cat 1).
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Easy Questions: cat_1 (Smokey)

Question 2
Question:

I m at the pet store, looking at this whole wall of cat food [IMAGE], and I m a bit
overwhelmed. Remind me, which kind does Smokey love the most?

Options:
A) Tuna packed in oil
B) Freeze-dried chicken treats
C) Any wet food with gravy
D) Standard dry kibble

Ideal Answer:
His absolute favorite food is tuna packed in oil.

Scoring Points:
 correctly mention tuna in oil.

Question 3
Question:

Look at this neglected toy [IMAGE]. Why has Smokey completely ignored this new little
mouse I bought?

Options:
A) It had a noisy jingle bell inside.
B) He was distracted by a dust bunny.
C) It was a large, fluffy plush toy.
D) He prefers being brushed instead of playing.

Ideal Answer:
He rejected it because it's a toy mouse with a jingle bell inside, and he dislikes noisy
toys.

Scoring Points:
 correctly mention the toy was a mouse with a jingle bell.

Question 4
Question:

It's so quiet at home, I bet Smokey is relaxing in his favorite way again, just like in
this photo [IMAGE]. What s his favorite way to relax?

Options:
A) Chasing the red laser pointer
B) Napping in warm sunbeams
C) Getting his belly rubbed
D) Silently judging everyone from a bookshelf

Ideal Answer:
His favorite activity for relaxation is napping in warm sunbeams.

Scoring Points:
 correctly mention napping in sunbeams.

Question 5
Question:

I m still thinking about when my friend s kid visited yesterday. See, Smokey is still
hiding here [IMAGE]. What exactly made him bolt like that?

Options:
A) The child made a loud, sudden noise.
B) The child tried to pet his belly.
C) The child was holding a noisy toy with a bell.
D) The child tried to pick him up.

Ideal Answer:
He ran away because the visiting child tried to pet his belly, which he hates.

Scoring Points:
 correctly mention that the child tried to touch his belly.

Figure S16: Presentation of Easy Questions for Personalized Concept (Cat 1).
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Hard Questions: Smokey (cat_1)

Question 1
Question:

Look at this photo [IMAGE]. I know he's adorable, but based on what you know about him,
can you explain his expression? He really doesn't look happy.

Options:
A) His expression is likely due to the hat being physically uncomfortable, rather than a

general dislike for costumes.
B) He is known to dislike loud noises, so his annoyance probably stems from a sound in

the room, not the hat itself.
C) Given his long-standing hatred for being dressed up, his annoyed expression is a

direct reaction to wearing the elf hat.
D) He is naturally aloof, so this judgmental look is his typical expression and is

unrelated to the festive hat he is wearing.
Ideal Answer:

This is Smokey. He's wearing an elf hat right now, and according to your previous
description, he really hates being dressed up. So, he looks very irritated and
displeased, which completely fits his long-standing dislike of wearing any clothes or
accessories.

Scoring Points:
 Smokey has a long-term aversion to any form of clothing (long-term information).
 He's currently wearing an elf hat, which explains his annoyed expression (short-term

information).

Question 2
Question:

I bought this new tuna cat food yesterday [IMAGE], but after sniffing it, he just walked
away. Why isn't he eating it? Isn't tuna his favorite?

Options:
A) He must be in the mood for his other favorite, freeze-dried chicken, and is simply

rejecting the tuna for now.
B) Although he loves tuna, he specifically despises messy food with gravy, so he is

rejecting this meal due to the sauce.
C) He is a creature of habit and likely distrusts the new food brand, even though the

main ingredient is tuna.
D) Perhaps he prefers tuna packed in water, and this specific variety, packed in oil or

gravy, is not to his liking.
Ideal Answer:

Even though tuna is Smokey's favorite, he also hates any wet food with gravy or sauce.
Since this new tuna food comes with gravy, he refuses to eat it, which fits his picky
tastes.

Scoring Points:
 Tuna is Smokey's favorite food (long-term information).
 He dislikes foods with gravy, and this new food has gravy (long-term rule applied to

short-term event).

Question 3
Question:

We just got back from the vet, who recommended this special dental kibble for Smokey's
gum health. If we actually start feeding this to him, what do you think his reaction will
be?

Options:
A) He'll likely refuse it at first, as you've said he finds kibble boring, only eating it

reluctantly when very hungry.
B) He will probably eat it without issue, as he's smart enough to know that food

recommended by a vet is good for him.
C) He'll only eat the kibble if it's mixed with his favorite food, tuna in oil, to mask

the texture and flavor.
D) Since he is a creature of habit, he will be very upset by the change and will likely

refuse all food for a while.
Ideal Answer:

This might be a bit challenging. Based on what you've said before, Smokey dislikes
standard dry kibble. Even though this dental kibble is recommended for his health, he's
likely to show reluctance, may eat very little, or only eat it when he's extremely
hungry.

Scoring Points:
 Smokey has a long-standing dislike of dry kibble (long-term information).
 The vet recently recommended special dental kibble as a necessity (short-term

information). Figure S17: Presentation of hard questions for personalized concept (cat 1).
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Q: Hey, I want to start a profile for 
my dog. This is Ghost! He's an 
American Pit Bull Terrier mix, mostly 
white, and he always wears this 
bright red collar.
A: What a handsome dog! Okay, I've 
got it: Ghost is a white American Pit 
Bull Terrier mix who wears a bright 
red collar. His profile is started.

Historical Dialogues
1. A dog named Ghost is an American Pit 
Bull Terrier mix, mostly white, and wears a 
bright red collar.

Dynamic State (DS) Memory

1. A dog named Ghost is an American Pit Bull 
Terrier mix, mostly white, and wears a bright 
red collar.

Static Personalized (SP) Memory

Q: It's this old white frisbee with a 
'Beech-Nut' logo on it . He's 
obsessed with it. Here's a picture of 
him with it.
A: Got it. Ghost's absolute favorite 
toy is his old white frisbee with the 
'Beech-Nut' logo. I've added this to 
his preferences.

Turn  1

Turn 2

1. Ghost recent received a birthday 
present, which is a big, squeaky plush 
duck.
2. Ghost's favorite toy is a white frisbee 
with a 'Beech-Nut' logo.

1. A dog named Ghost is an American Pit 
Bull Terrier mix, mostly white, and wears a 
bright red collar.

1. Ghost recent received a birthday 
present, which is a big, squeaky plush 
duck.
2. Ghost's favorite toy is a white frisbee 
with a 'Beech-Nut' logo.

1. A dog named Ghost is an American Pit Bull 
Terrier mix, mostly white, and wears a bright 
red collar.
2. Ghost's favorite toy is a white frisbee with a 
'Beech-Nut' logo.

Turn 3

Q: gh, my aunt, who means well, got 
Ghost a birthday present. It's a big, 
squeaky plush duck. He won't even 
touch it, of course. [IMAGE]
A: I see. I've logged a recent event: 
Ghost received a squeaky plush 
duck for his birthday but is showing 
no interest in it.

1. Ghost recent received a birthday 
present, which is a big, squeaky plush 
duck. 1. A dog named Ghost is an American Pit Bull 

Terrier mix, mostly white, and wears a bright 
red collar.

1. Ghost recent received a birthday 
present, which is a big, squeaky plush 
duck.

Remove DS Memory 1

Update  DS Memory 1 to SP Memory 1

Add DS Memory 1

Keep DS Memory 1Add DS Memory 1

No Update  to SP Memory

Add DS Memory 2 Keep DS Memory 1 & Remove DS Memory 2

Update DS Memory 2 to SP Memory 2

Q: Also, just so you know, he absolutely hates 
plush toys. If he gets one, he just rips it to shreds 
in seconds to get the squeaker out. It's a 
complete waste.
A: Okay, that's a very clear preference. I've noted 
that Ghost hates and destroys plush toys with 
squeakers. I'll remember that.

1. Ghost recent received a birthday present, 
which is a big, squeaky plush duck.
2. Ghost shows no interest in big, squeaky 
plush toys as a persistent behavior.

1. Ghost recent received a birthday present, 
which is a big, squeaky plush duck.
2. Ghost shows no interest in big, squeaky 
plush toys as a persistent behavior.

1. A dog named Ghost is an American Pit Bull 
Terrier mix, mostly white, and wears a bright 
red collar.
2. Ghost's favorite toy is a white frisbee with a 
'Beech-Nut' logo.
3. Ghost shows no interest in big, squeaky 
plush toys as a persistent behavior.

Turn 4

Add DS Memory 2

Keep DS Memory 1 & Remove DS Memory 2

Update DS Memory 2 to SP Memory 3

Figure S18: Case study of TAME in correctly managing memory for coming dialogues.

Q: I'm thinking of getting Ghost a 
new toy. Look at this one [IMAGE]. 
Before I buy it, remind me what kind 
of toys I told you he absolutely 
hates?

Question
Static Personalized (SP) MemoryDynamic State (DS) Memory

1. Ghost recent received a birthday present, which is a big, 
squeaky plush duck.
2. Ghost's favorite toy is a white frisbee with a 'Beech-Nut' 
logo.
3. Ghost shows no interest in big, squeaky plush toys as a 
persistent behavior.
4. Ghost enjoys being fed peanut butter.

1. A dog named Ghost is an American Pit 
Bull Terrier mix, mostly white, and wears a 
bright red collar.
(More SP Memories…)

1. Ghost recent received a birthday 
present, which is a big, squeaky plush 
duck.
(More DS Memories… )

1. Retrieve Based on User Question

Ghost has shown a consistent dislike for big squeaky plush 
toys, even recently when he was given a large squeaky plush 
duck for his birthday and showed no interest in it at all. His long-
term favorite remains a white frisbee with a “Beech-Nut” logo, 
and his preference hasn’t changed despite the new plush toy.

2. Align With User Question 

A: Ghost has shown a consistent dislike for big squeaky 
plush toys, even recently when he was given a large 
squeaky plush duck for his birthday and showed no interest 
in it at all. His long-term favorite remains a white frisbee with 
a “Beech-Nut” logo, and his preference hasn’t changed 
despite the new plush toy. So based on his history, toys that 
are large, squeaky, and plushy are the kind he absolutely 
hates.

Retrieved 
Memory

Aligned 
Memory

Generated Answer

3. Answer

Figure S19: Case study of TAME in correctly conducting retrieve-then-align augmented generation.


	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Related Work
	2.1 MLLM Personalization
	2.2 Retrieval-Augmented Generation

	3 The Proposed LCMP Benchmark
	3.1 Limitations of Prior Benchmarks
	3.2 LCMP Benchmark Construction

	4 Methodology: TAME
	4.1 Overview
	4.2 Dynamic State Memory Construction
	4.3 Static Personalized Memory Construction
	4.4 Double Memory Transition
	4.5 Retrieve-then-Align Augmented Generation

	5 Experiments
	5.1 Experimental Setup
	5.2 Main Performance
	5.3 Ablation Study

	6 Conclusion
	References
	A More Details about LCMP
	A.1 Algorithm of Construction
	A.2 Presentation of Construction Prompts
	A.3 Construction Details
	A.4 Concepts Overview in LCMP

	B Case Study of Concepts in LCMP
	C Case Study of TAME
	D Detailed Experimental Setup
	D.1 Description of Baselines
	D.2 Implementations of Baselines
	D.3 Implementation Environment


