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Abstract  
In the field of Human-Robot Interaction (HRI), the appearance of robots plays an important role as it 

influences users’ perceptions and expectations of their behaviour, shaping the overall user 

experience. This research project explores the potential of generative artificial intelligence (AI) as a 

design tool to assist robot designers in making informed decisions about robot face design. The 

central research question addressed in this study is, “How to create a tool that simplifies image 

generation to generate robot faces to assist robot designers in their decision-making?”  

To answer this question, the project examines ways to integrate AI-driven image generation 

models into robot face design to enhance the overall design process. Additionally, the project 

investigates the potential value of these tools in educational and design contexts. The research 

methodology comprises a background research phase, including a literature review on essential 

factors in designing robot faces, as well as an examination of the latest advancements in digital 

decision-making and AI tools, gathering new insights for incorporating into a novel tool. The research 

further utilises the creative technology design method.  

As part of the ideation phase, a stakeholder analysis was conducted to understand the 

perspectives and needs of users. The analysis, together with the background research, served as a 

foundation for brainstorming and ideation, of which two concepts were chosen for further 

development into prototypes. The first prototype is an interactive software solution that guides users 

through setting up their own image generation model, with a specific focus on robot face-related 

imagery. This solution is implemented as a Jupyter Notebook, offering the versatility to run the file 

on cloud servers, given the resource-intensive nature of image generation. The second prototype is 

an informative guide presented as a poster, providing insights and guidelines for AI-driven robot face 

design. This guide is tailored to beginners in the AI field and is compatible with various existing 

image-generation tools, enabling easy sharing on social media platforms for increased accessibility. 

While the prototypes show potential, further user testing is required to validate their 

effectiveness in enhancing the robot face design process. The study aims to contribute to the 

advancement of Human-Robot Interaction and AI-driven design tools, facilitating more efficient and 

creative decision-making processes in the field of robotics. 
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1. Introduction 
The rapid advancements in robotics have been widely recognised and continue to stimulate growth 

in various fields, ranging from manufacturing to healthcare, education, and entertainment [1]. In 

certain areas, the increasing use of robotics means the need for robots to interact with humans 

naturally and intuitively is becoming more pressing. To enhance Human-Robot interaction, the 

appearance of a robot is a significant factor. From the sleek and minimalistic designs of industrial 

robots to the cute and expressive features of social robots, the look of a robot can significantly 

influence how we perceive and interact with it [2]. Part of designing an appearance can be the 

inclusion of a face. Designers are needed to design these robot faces, and with that comes the need 

for design tools. As a bachelor project in 2017, Eva Velt created a database called ‘The Robot 

Facebook,’ consisting of 102 analysed robot faces [3]. The robot Facebook has been set up as a 

collection-based design tool for (education of) the future generation of social robot designers. 

The field of Artificial Intelligence (AI) has also made tremendous strides in recent times. Large 

language models Like GPT-4 [4] and image generation models like DALL-E [5] and Stable Diffusion [6] 

have set new standards for what technology can achieve. These tools might offer a radically different 

approach to robot design and designers.  

1.1 Research Question 
This project aims to explore how generative AI can be used as a design tool in the field of Human-

Robot Interaction, perhaps trained by a data set such as the Robot Facebook. Furthermore, this 

project will explore where and how such tools might have value for education and design. The 

research question “How to create a tool that simplifies image generation to generate robot faces to 

assist robot designers in their decision making?” will be used to guide the project and will be 

supported through the use of the following sub-research questions: “What tools currently exist in 

terms of digital (design) decision making?”, “What is the performance of current existing generation 

tools?”,  “what parameters are important to consider when designing a face?” and “In what media 

format can a tool that simplifies image generation be useful?” 

1.2 Method 
The first sub-research question, “What tools currently exist in terms of digital (design) decision-

making?” will be answered using an internet and literature survey, focused on the state-of-the-art of 

existing tool mechanisms used for decision-making in different fields. To answer the second sub-

research question, “What is the performance of current existing generation tools?” a software 

evaluation will be performed by assessing the performance and suitability of different Image 

generation models (IGM’s). A literature review will be performed to answer the third sub-research 

question, “What parameters are important to consider when designing a face?”. The last sub-

research question, “In what media format can a tool that simplifies image generation be useful?” will 

be used during the ideation and specification phases, eventually resulting in a prototype of a tool to 

simplify image generation to generate robot faces to answer the main research question “How to 

create a tool that simplifies image generation to generate robot faces to assist robot designers in 

their decision-making?”. 

1.3 Outline 
This report aims to provide an overview of the development process for a tool to simplify image-

generation techniques to generate robot faces. The report begins by detailing the background 

research that informed the development of the tool in Chapter 2. To guide this research, the first 

three sub-research questions introduced previously will be used as the main aim of the background 

research. Following the background research results, the final sub-research question and, eventually 

main research question is answered through the realization of a tool in the subsequent chapters.  
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Chapter 3 provides an overview of the methods and techniques used to create a tool, while 

Chapter 4 outlines the potential stakeholders of the final product. Chapter 5 delves into the ideation 

process kickstarting the development. Chapter 6 then outlines the process of forming the final 

specifications of the tool. Chapter 7 details the process of realizing a tool, while Chapter 8 focuses on 

results and testing to determine if the tool satisfies the specifications outlined in Chapter 6. In 

Chapter 9, the overall process and the results of the testing phase are discussed, this chapter also 

explores the research limitations and suggestions for future work. The report concludes in Chapter 

10 by comparing the final result to the main research question, ensuring it has been successfully 

answered. Followed by the appendix and references used throughout the research process. 
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2. Background research  
Background research, guided by three sub-questions, was conducted to lay a foundation for the 

project. The first sub-question focuses on current digital decision-making tools available and will be 

looking at the state-of-the-art of related projects and tools that can serve as inspiration and decision-

making mechanisms used in various fields. To answer the second sub-question, a software evaluation 

of different image generation models will be conducted to determine their performance and 

suitability for the project. Finally, a literature review will be conducted to answer the third sub-

question, which focuses on identifying essential factors to consider when designing robot faces.  

2.1 AI-based generative design tools 
AI-based generative design tools have been making waves in various fields by offering a novel 

approach to creating and enhancing content using artificial intelligence. These versatile tools can be 

used for digital imaging, graphic design, video editing, marketing, 3D modeling, and much more. This 

section explores currently available generative design tools that may serve as sources of inspiration 

for the project. These design tools have been identified through online searches using terms like 

"generative design tools" and "AI-powered design tools.” 

2.1.1 Adobe Firefly 
Adobe Firefly is a family of creative, generative AI models that can generate new content from text 

prompts, images, or mood boards. It can create new images, text effects, vectors, brushes, textures, 

and more for a wide variety of creative purposes [7]. Currently, in beta, Adobe Firefly will eventually 

be integrated into Adobe's popular creative suite of products such as Photoshop, Illustrator, Express, 

and Experience Manager. This integration will offer generative AI tools specifically designed for 

creative use cases, workflows, and needs [8]. Unlike other AI models such as Midjourney and Dall-E, 

Adobe Firefly is transparent about the data its models have been trained on [9]. The first beta model 

of Firefly has been trained on a mix of Adobe Stock images, openly licensed content, and public 

domain content that is no longer protected by copyright. As a result, the content generated through 

Firefly can be used commercially. Creators can enhance the capabilities of Firefly by training it with 

their own works [8]. Adobe showcases several (future) use cases for Firefly on its website, ranging 

from generating entirely new content through a text prompt to producing variations of specific 

content within an image or a combination of the two seamlessly and efficiently [7]. Figure 1 shows 

one of the use cases of adobe firefly. 

 
Figure 1: Adobe Firefly Beta prompt generation Source: [9] 

2.1.2 Ansys 
Ansys is a leading company in providing engineering simulation software for various industries and 

applications, covering a wide range of physics, such as aerospace, automotive, electronics, energy, 

healthcare, and manufacturing. Their software solutions enable engineers and designers to create, 
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test, and optimize products faster and more accurately [10]. However, the traditional simulation 

process can be highly time-consuming and computationally expensive, which limits the number of 

designs that can be evaluated. Ansys is incorporating AI and machine learning methods to overcome 

this challenge to enhance simulation performance. By training neural networks via data-driven and 

physics-informed methods, Ansys can use augmented simulation to speed up their processes by 100 

times [11]. This simulation technology empowers engineers to optimize designs for performance, 

cost, weight, and sustainability by enabling them to generate and evaluate design alternatives with 

greater accuracy quickly. 

For instance, Ansys Discovery, one of the products Ansys offers, uses Generative Design to 

explore design alternatives rapidly based on material properties and constraints. It utilizes topology 

optimization to iterate quickly and influence product development at the start of the design process. 

The product offers real-time viewing of results, minimizing downtime and frees designers to focus on 

engineering [12]. An optimized part by Ansys Discovery can be seen in Figure 2. 

 
Figure 2: An optimal part created by Discovery Live’s topology optimization tool Source: [13] 

2.2 (digital) decision-making mechanisms 
In our daily lives, we are constantly faced with various decisions, ranging from mundane tasks such as 

grocery shopping and choosing an outfit to more complex decisions such as selecting a university or 

contemplating a job offer. These decisions often require significant time and effort, which could be 

better spent on other tasks. Many companies have recognized this need and have developed tools to 

streamline the decision-making process, such as online dating platforms or comparison websites like 

Independer [14]. This section explores the different decision-making approaches and their distinct 

mechanisms. 

2.2.1 Online dating 
To illustrate effective decision-making tools, online dating is a relevant and intriguing example. With 

the proliferation of available dating apps today, individuals have access to an unprecedented number 

of potential matches. With this abundance of options comes the need for effective decision-making. 

Online dating applications can be viewed as decision-making tools where users must evaluate and 

make choices based on the information presented to them. The design of these applications is critical 

to the decision-making process. For instance, the layout and presentation of user profiles can 

significantly influence how users perceive and evaluate potential matches [15]. Additionally, features 

such as swiping, filtering, and matching algorithms all contribute to the overall effectiveness of online 

dating applications. 
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In 2012, Tinder disrupted the online dating industry with its simple system, swipe right if you 

are interested, swipe left if not. It allowed users to quickly browse through potential matches and 

make decisions based on their initial impressions, as seen in Figure 3. The effectiveness of this design 

can be attributed to the Western cultural associations of the right side with righteousness and the 

left side with anything flawed [16]. Numerous other dating apps have since adopted this concept and 

even extended to other areas such as the job and housing market. 

 
Figure 3: Decision-making mechanism of Tinder Source: [17] 

2.2.2 Video games 
Video games are another field where decision-making is of great importance, as most games require 

players to make choices that can impact the gameplay and story. Some video games, like ‘Detroit: 

Become Human,’ are designed entirely around the concept of decision-making, with players making 

choices in-between cinematic sequences that can affect the story’s outcome, as seen in Figure 4. The 

decision-making process in such games can be highly complex, as choices made by the player can 

lead to vastly different outcomes. 

 
Figure 4: flowchart of a sequence in Detroit: become human Source: [18] 

Another example very applicable to this research is the process of character creation within 

games. This process allows the player to create a virtual character that satisfies the player’s 

preferences. Some games only present simple choices like the color of a piece of clothing, while 

other games present the player with complete control of the look of their character down to 

individual facial features. Decision-making here is usually done in the form of vertical sliders, as 

displayed in Figure 5, where left and right are the extremes of a particular decision, for example, eye 

width. Other choices can be made through the use of an item menu, as shown in Figure 6, offering 
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different options and often a preview of the chosen decision, think of diverse hairstyles. While this 

vast array of choices can provide players with a lot of freedom, it can also be overwhelming for some, 

leading to decision fatigue and frustration. Offering too many options can be counterproductive, as 

players may feel overwhelmed and unable to make a decision. On the other hand, providing too few 

options may not offer enough creative control, leading to a lack of engagement. Thus, striking the 

right balance regarding the number and variety of choices presented to players is very important in 

creating a positive and engaging gaming experience.  

 
Figure 5: Character creation in Skyrim Source: [19] 

 
Figure 6: Hairstyle selection in The Sims Mobile Source: [20] 
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One way to limit the number of choices a player needs to make is by using a randomized 

option. Usually, this option randomizes a value for a specific highlighted factor, but this 

randomization can also be applied to all available elements at once. Creative takes on the randomize 

feature is that of the Nintendo Wii’s ‘Look-Alike’ feature, as displayed in Figure 7, 8, and 9. The 

Nintendo Wii game console allows players to create personal figures called ‘Miis’ that can be used in 

a multitude of games available on the Wii [21]. A Mii can be created from scratch, allowing the user 

to choose from a select number of facial features, or the Mii can be created via a so-called ‘Look-

Alike’ menu. When selecting this option, the player is greeted with a sizable grid that includes a 

variety of faces with widely different features. When the player chooses one of the presented faces, 

a new grid is generated based on the previously selected face. The new grid shows less variation in 

the range of options, only varying in a limited set of features per option. This way, the player can 

pinpoint exactly what they liked and didn’t like about the previously chosen version until they are 

fully satisfied. 

 
Figure 7: Starting screen Look-Alike feature Source: [22] 

 
Figure 8: specification screen Look-Alike feature Source: [22] 

 
Figure 9: Follow-up specification screen Look-Alike feature Source: [22] 
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2.2.3 Guess Who? 
‘Guess Who?’ [23] is a popular board game that has been played for decades. It is a game of 

deduction and decision-making. The board(s), displayed in Figure 10, consists of several faces 

mirrored for two players. These two players take turns asking yes or no questions to eliminate 

potential options until one player correctly guesses the other player's selected face. While it may 

seem like a simple game, the game’s design can be seen as a pretty unique but effective tool for 

decision-making. One of the key aspects that make ‘Guess Who?’ stand out is its focus on the process 

of elimination. Players must ask strategic questions to eliminate as many potential options as 

possible, as the opposite player may only answer with yes or no, ultimately leading to the 

identification of a specific character. This binary system is a simple yet powerful tool for decision-

making, as it allows individuals to systematically eliminate options until they arrive at the desired 

outcome. The board is designed to effectively hide specific faces that you, as a player, have 

eliminated as a potential target. Because of this mechanism, the board only shows characters that 

the player has yet to decide between. The board remembers the eliminated and non-eliminated 

characters for the player and only indicates the non-eliminated characters to the player, allowing the 

player to come up with more targeted questions to potentially eliminate more characters from the 

raster.  

 
Figure 10: The board game "Guess Who?" Source: [23] 

2.2.4 Conclusion 
In various aspects of our lives, decision-making plays a significant role. Our day begins with a 

decision, ends with a decision, and many more are made in between. Designing something means, in 

essence, making decisions aimed toward a specific goal. As such, there are many different takes on 

tools that aim to streamline the decision-making process. In online dating, the layout and 

presentation of user-profiles greatly influence users' perception and evaluation of potential matches. 

The use of swiping left or right to make a decision is a widely adapted mechanism today, mainly 

because it is easy to understand. In video games, players must make decisions that impact gameplay 

and story; these decisions can appear in various forms. Depending on the amount presented to 

players, these decisions can lead to a positive or negative gaming experience. Providing the option to 

randomize certain choices can be beneficial to achieve a balance. The Nintendo Wii's ‘Look-Alike’ 

feature for Miis is an example of a creative take on the randomize option. Lastly, the popular board 
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game ‘Guess Who?’ also is an interesting take on decision-making, where through a process of 

elimination, players strategically ask yes-or-no questions to narrow down a list of potential 

candidates and ultimately arrive at the correct answer. Examining these existing tools, some with 

unique designs and mechanisms, has been a valuable source of inspiration for creating a tool that 

facilitates the design process. 

2.3 Software evaluation of current IGM’s 
In the context of the project, various image generation models (IGMs) were evaluated to determine a 

model that could potentially be used for the project or perhaps expanded with a personal database. 

These IGMs were assessed based on different performance indicators, such as their accuracy in 

responding to the provided prompt, quality of the generated image, generation speed, ease of use, 

and ease of integration into other projects. Another key consideration in selecting these AI models 

was their use of tokens or other means of regulating and monetizing their use. 

2.3.1 DALL-E 
The first Image generation model that was evaluated was called DALL-E. DALL-E is an AI system 

developed by OpenAI that can create realistic images and art from a description in natural language. 

It uses a version of the GPT-3 Transformer model to interpret natural language input and generate 

corresponding images. It can combine concepts, attributes, and styles in novel ways [5]. OpenAI is 

currently providing its newest version called DALL-E 2, this version is supposedly more realistic and 

accurate than its predecessor and can generate images with 4x greater resolution [24]. 

From the tests performed on DALL-E, the conclusion could be made that the model is very 

advanced. A simple request like “robot face” takes the tool around 8 seconds; the results are shown 

in Figure 11. When reviewing the results from this request, it becomes clear that DALL-E can 

generate an abundance of styles, some more useful than others. It is thus essential to be precise with 

your request, the inclusion of terms like “photograph of” and “realistic” seems to generate robot 

faces that are closer to real-life designs rather than drawings or cartoons. “Mugshot” appears to 

make sure the robot face is captured from the front and fully visible, which was considered the 

optimal framing for testing purposes, terms like “no side view” contributed to this same goal. The 

improved results can be seen in Figure 12.  

Besides generating images from text prompts, DALL-E can generate images based on other 

images. This functionality can be likened to the 'Look-Alike' feature mentioned earlier, as both 

present the user with variations on a previous iteration. To test out this feature, the first picture 

shown in Figure 12 was used as an input for this feature, the results can be seen in Figure 13. Lastly, 

DALL-E offers a tool called ‘Outpainting’, which allows users to highlight sections in an image they 

want to be re-generated while the rest of the image stays the same, the results of this can be seen in 

Figure 14, where the neck and left eye of the original robot have been highlighted for re-generation. 
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Figure 11: DALL-E interface and results for "robot face" 

 
Figure 12: DALL-E results for "photograph of a robot face, mugshot" 

 
Figure 13: DALL-E "generate variations" feature 

 
Figure 14: DALL-E "Overpainting" feature 

A downside to DALL-E is its token system. Users are given 15 tokens each month, and each 

generation costs one token, they can buy more tokens if they want to perform more generations. 

OpenAI currently offers an API for its models, which includes its image generation model DALL-E but 

also its language models like ChatGPT and GPT-4. The use of this API is also monetized, for their 

image model, prices range from $0.016 to $0.020 per image [25]. The API also has a rate limit for its 



 
17 

various models, for image generation specifically this comes down to 50 images per minute [26]. 

Regarding the feasibility of utilizing this image model in a practical tool for robot designers, its token 

system could represent a limitation. For the purpose of research in this project however, this can 

potentially be overlooked as OpenAI provides $5 worth of free credit that can be utilized within the 

initial three months of using their API [25]. 

2.3.2 Stable Diffusion 
Stable Diffusion was the second Image Generation model evaluated. It is a product of Stability AI, a 

company that develops open-source AI models for various domains such as image, language, audio, 

video, 3D, and biology [27]. Stability AI also provides a tool called DreamStudio, which gives access to 

their hosted image generation models, including Stable Diffusion. However, this tool uses a credit 

system. Alternatively, Stable Diffusion can be used as an open-source model without any credit 

system, but it needs to be hosted on the user's own system. To test the model, some websites, such 

as Stablediffusionweb [28] offer “free” versions of Stable Diffusion. This website uses demo models 

from Huggingface [29], a community platform for AI enthusiasts that offers a variety of models, 

datasets, and guides for hosting them. To test out Stable Diffusion, the demo models on 

Stablediffusionweb were used. There are multiple demo models available on the website, but they all 

seem to be based on Stable Diffusion and supported by Google TRC program, a program that offers 

usage of Google’s Tensor Processing Units for research purposes in machine learning [30]. The 

prompt “Robot face” was used as a starting point in testing each model. 

The first model identified was provided by CompVis, who host public weights for Latent 

Diffusion and Stable Diffusion models [31]. It was later identified to be Stable Diffusion version 1. The 

model generated the images in 10 seconds, and the results are shown in Figure 15, Figure 16, and 

Figure 17. The model seemed to require a similar text prompt input as DALL-E and similarly produced 

images with diverse styles. The model also had some parameters that could be changed, but these 

were not directly accessible. The seed parameter changed every time the website was reloaded, but 

it did not seem to affect the final result, as shown in Figure 15 and Figure 16.  

 
Figure 15: Two generations performed with different seeds using Stable Diffusion 1 by CompVis 
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Figure 16: Two generations performed with the same seed using Stable Diffusion 1 by CompVis 

To test how the model would respond to specific text prompts, the prompt “photograph of a 

robot face, mugshot” was used. The results are shown in Figure 17. The term “mugshot,” which 

mostly ensured that the image generated showed the robot's face from the shoulders up, also 

seemed to add some other features that are typical of a mugshot. As a mugshot usually is a term 

used for a picture taken after an arrest, the generated images seemed to include items such as a 

letter board and a height meter, Figure 18 is included for reference. The model also seemed to use 

specific lighting and color aspects that are common in a mugshot, this conclusion could be further 

supported by the similar styling for the pictures generated by the previous model DALL-E in Figure 

12. 

 
Figure 17: Three generations performed with the prompt “photograph of a robot face, mugshot” using Stable Diffusion 1 by 

CompVis 
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Figure 18: stylized recreation of items typically included in a mugshot Source: [32] 

A second model offered on the website made use of two different prompt fields, as can be 

seen in Figure 19, a positive and negative prompt. This could cause the result to potentially be more 

accurate. The model is provided by StabilityAI, the creators of the original stable diffusion. The model 

was identified as Stable Diffusion 2.1, a newer version than the previous model. Generation took 

around 60/80 seconds per prompt, most likely due to the higher interest as it is an improved version 

over the last model, the results are presented in Figure 20. Unlike the previous model, there are less 

advanced settings available. The only advanced setting available for this model was the guidance 

scale, however, unlike the previous model it was adjustable. A higher guidance scale as shown in 

Figure 21, caused for the generated image to be grainier and the model seemed to struggle more 

overall with the generation, as one of the generations only presented 3 results. 
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Figure 19: Interface of Stable Diffusion 2.1 by stabilityAI and HuggingFace 

 
Figure 20: Two generations performed using the prompt “robot face” using Stable Diffusion 2.1 
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Figure 21: Two generations performed using the prompt “robot face” using Stable Diffusion 2.1 with Guidance Scale 40   

2.3.3 Midjourney 
The third Image Generation Model evaluated was Midjourney. Midjourney is developed and hosted 

by Midjourney, Inc., an independent research lab based in San Francisco [33]. Much like the previous 

two models, Midjourney can generate images of various types and styles, such as landscapes, 

portraits, animals, abstract art, and more. A big difference with the previous models lies in the fact 

that the model is only accessible through the social media platform Discord [34]. This Discord 

channel is accessible via the main website of Midjourney and only requires a Discord account to be 

set up. The Discord channel allows users to interact with the model by typing in prompts in specific 

chat rooms and receiving thumbnails or full-quality images in return. the system is supposedly built 

upon an API, however this API has not been made public (yet) [35]. Midjourney allows users to 

generate up to 25 images for free, after which they are required to purchase a membership starting 

from 10 dollar a month for 200 images.  

Attempts have been made to test the model via the Discord platform. However, these 

attempts were met with a message indicating that the model was currently unavailable due to high 

demand. The message prompted to either purchase a subscription or try again later. Despite this, the 

available chat rooms displayed results of other users who were testing the model and from these 

requests, it was apparent that the quality of the generated images is exceptionally high, surpassing 

the quality of the previously analyzed models. Figure 22 displays some pictures generated by other 

users as a reference. It should be noted, however, that this assumption is based on requests from 

other users who may have had more experience with the tool and are able to generate more 

complex requests as a result. The available chatrooms furthermore included discussions about the 

structure of text prompts and potential improvements to create better prompts. Because of its 

dependency on the Discord platform and lack of API access, the model itself may pose some 

problems when it comes to implementing it in a prototype, however, the surrounding community 

could be a valuable resource. 
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Figure 22: Images generated by Midjourney as a reference Source: [36] 

2.3.4 Robohash 
RoboHash [37] is a web service that allows users to generate unique robot images from any text 

input. Unlike the other tools described before, RoboHash is not based on a complex image 

generation model, but rather on a small dataset of different robot facial features. Every new 

"generation" chooses a randomized feature from this dataset to create a new unique robot. The 

website offers various small databases designed by different artists, this causes the robots that are 

generated to all have a cohesive look that works well, but the amount of generatable robot faces is 

limited. The generated robot is also seemly random as the input does not seem to impact the output 

in a meaningful way, other than the fact that the same input generates the same output. The input is 

most likely hashed, and the resulting value is used to generate an image, resulting in a unique robot 

face that is consistent every time the same input is provided. The name RoboHash likely refers to this 

process of hashing the input to generate a robotic image. 

 
Figure 23: some robots generated using RoboHash Source: [37] 

2.4 Important factors to consider when designing robot faces 
When it comes to human appearances, our attention is usually drawn to the face first. The human 

brain is wired in such a way that we are especially adept at recognizing faces, to the extent that we 

may even perceive them in inanimate objects. This cognitive tendency is referred to as Face 

pareidolia and it arises from the brain's natural inclination to seek out patterns in our surroundings 

[38], [39]. Some things that have come increasingly in these surroundings in recent years, are robots. 

From the Robotic arms used in the automotive industry to self-driving dinner trays delivering food at 
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your local restaurant, robots can be identified more and more in our daily lives, and they are 

advancing rapidly. While there might be a debate if robots are specifically inanimate objects, it is a 

fact that this phenomenon does apply to them, some of the instances incidental and some of them 

on purpose.  

The intentional inclusion of faces in social robot designs is becoming increasingly common 

and can be done in a variety of ways. Strategically positioning cameras to resemble eyes, 

incorporating speaker grills that mimic a mouth or molding the surrounding plastic to include a nose 

are some examples. To simplify the process to include these factors in robot design, tools are being 

considered. To be able to design such a tool one must get themselves familiar with the field of 

(robot) face design. As such the objective of this literature review is to look at the factors that must 

be considered when designing a robot face. These factors may include specific facial features but 

might also shed light on underlying concepts why certain decisions are made. By closely analysing 

these factors, this review aims to pinpoint the key criteria that robot designers need for their 

consideration. 

This section consists of three main sub-sections. To start off the first sub-section emphasizes 

and identifies the importance of a robot face, followed by the second sub-section, which dives into 

the different characteristics that make a robot face qualify as a robot face. The third sub-section 

explores the impact of robot faces in different contexts, such as educational or healthcare settings, 

and how this affects their design. A final sub-section concludes the review summarizing the findings 

and discussing future work. 

2.4.1 The importance of robot faces 
To determine the relevant factors to consider when designing a robot face, it is beneficial to first 

examine the significance of the robot face. Several sources were reviewed to explore different ideas 

regarding robot face design. These sources revealed a wide range of concepts, but also highlighted 

areas of overlap. Most sources agree that robots with (familiar) facial features improve interaction 

with humans because they make the robots more enjoyable, efficient, naturalistic, expressive and 

recognizable. DiSalvo et al. [2] starts off with the idea that interaction with robots should be 

enjoyable as well as efficient if they are going to become intelligent social products helping us in our 

daily lives. Goetz et al. [40] suggest that effective robot assistants should require little to no 

learning/effort from the user and should exhibit appropriate emotions and naturalistic behaviour. It 

is therefore not hard to assume that a good human-robot interaction should ideally include elements 

that humans are already familiar with, with many social robots taking on a humanoid or animal-like 

form [41].  

Based on the research of Breazeal, Blow et al. explain that an understood focal point for 

interaction is the face, by stating that “expressions are a widely used feedback mechanism and are 

easily understood by a human interaction partner” [42, p. 1]. Furthermore, Blow et al. state that a 

face is able to present visual cues that can help in the recognition of a robot’s capabilities [42]. This 

idea is supported by Chesher et al. who express that “a robot’s face and body perform affective and 

emotional expression” and adding to that concludes that the face “marks (or unmarks) distinct 

stylistic, technical, gendered and racialised identities that situate it in a cultural and historical milieu” 

[43, p. 95].  As such, a robot face can be seen as a key factor in creating a positive and effective 

human-robot interaction and should be designed with care and attention to the users’ preferences 

and expectations. 

2.4.2 Facial features for robots 
Understanding the importance of the robot face is only part of the equation; it is equally important 

to define the characteristics that make a robot face qualify as a face. This sub-section explores the 

key facial features and properties that make a robot face look like a face. Examining the literature on 
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this topic allowed for the identification of the essential elements that define a robot face, ultimately 

aiding in understanding the factors that must be considered when designing a robot face. The 

presence of facial features is an important factor in shaping human perception of robots, as 

highlighted by DiSalvo et al. [2]. The study identified six key features of robot faces that influence 

their perception: eyes, eyelids, eyebrows, nose, mouth, and ears. Among these, the nose, eyelids, 

and mouth increased the perception of humanness the most. Additionally, the study revealed that 

designed features have a greater impact on the perception of humanness as compared to suggested 

features. The same applies when increasing the number of designed features on a robot's face.  

In a different study, performed by Phillips et al. [44], the perceived presence of different 

robot components is examined. This is important because it shows how people’s impressions of a 

robot are influenced by the specific features of each component. The authors categorized the robot 

into four dimensions: Surface, Body, Facial, and Mechanical (locomotion). The results indicated that 

face and head were the most important components in the Facial category, followed by eyes and 

mouth. The Surface category, which included several facial features such as eyelashes, head hair, 

skin, nose, eyebrows, and genderedness, was also found to be of high importance. Genderedness 

refers to the degree to which an individual’s personality traits, values, and such are typical of their 

gender [45]. 

In addition to facial features, some sources suggest design spaces that can facilitate the 

design of robot faces. Chesher et al. [43] discusses a scale to robot faces that includes two ends: 

humanlike and symbolic. Blow et al. [42] proposes the use of Scott McCloud’s triangular design space 

for cartoon faces, which includes three ends: realistic, cartoon, and stylized. This design space can 

also be applied to robot faces. There is some overlap between the two sources, as the humanlike end 

of the scale could correspond to the realistic end of the triangle, while the symbolic end of the scale 

could match the cartoon and/or stylized ends of the triangle. 

2.4.3 Robot faces for varied tasks and contexts  
The previous sub-sections highlighted the importance of a robot's face in human-robot interaction 

and have shown that some facial features are more important than others. However, what if the 

same robot face is used in different environments, such as healthcare or entertainment? This sub-

section aims to investigate how different tasks or contexts could impact the design of a robot's face. 

The literature reviewed in this sub-section suggests that designing robots for specific tasks or 

contexts may require specific changes in their design. However, the implementation of such changes 

may prove challenging, as they rely in part on an individual's subjective perception of the given task 

or context. Both Joosse et al. [46] and Spatola et al. [47] suggest that people tend to unconsciously 

attribute personality traits to technology, including robots. Joosse et al. [46] found that the type of 

personality people prefer in a robot depends on the robot's intended role, and what people 

stereotypically expect from that role. Essentially, robots should be designed to match people's 

expectations of what kind of personality and behavior is appropriate for that specific task or job, 

rather than complimenting to the users' personality. Spatola et al. [47] state that anthropomorphism, 

the process of attributing human physical and/or mental characteristics to non-human entities, is a 

central part of human-robot relations. However, the level of anthropomorphism varies between 

individuals, “where some see only a plastic assembly, others naturally see social agents” [47, p. 12]. 

Where Phillips et al. [8] previously highlighted the importance of considering genderedness 

in robot design, Kuchenbrandt et al. [48] and Bernotat et al. [49] also emphasize the significance of 

gender roles and attributes when developing and designing robots in specific environments. 

Kuchenbrandt et al. [48] point out that societal gender roles have an impact on how robots are used 

and perceived by users during human-robot interactions. emphasizing the role of gender stereotypes 

in shaping users' expectations of a robot’s abilities and human-like qualities. Similarly, Bernotat et al. 

[49] found that the societal beliefs of participants about appropriate personality traits for men and 
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women, as well as their attitudes towards technology, influenced their perception of robots' 

gendered characteristics. 

Designing a robot's face for specific tasks or contexts requires considering the users' 

expectations and societal beliefs about appropriate personality traits and gender roles. 

Anthropomorphism also plays a central role in human-robot relations, but the level of it varies 

between individuals. Despite the challenges of designing robots to match users' expectations, the 

literature reviewed in this sub-section suggests that specific changes in robot design may be 

necessary for optimal human-robot interaction. 

2.4.4 Conclusion of literature review 
The objective of this literature review was to review factors, characteristics and contexts that must 

be considered when designing a robot face. Sources presented a range of factors which make a robot 

face of importance. It is widely accepted that incorporating familiar facial features into robots can 

improve human-robot interaction by making them more enjoyable, efficient, naturalistic, expressive, 

and recognizable. The face is a crucial focal point for interaction as it provides visual cues to 

recognize a robot’s capabilities and emotional expression. Therefore, a robot face plays a vital role in 

creating a positive and effective human-robot interaction, requiring careful design that considers 

users' preferences and expectations. To design a well perceived robot face, certain characteristics are 

defined that make it qualify as a face. Studies have identified six key facial features, including the 

nose, eyelids, and mouth, which increase the perception of humanness. Furthermore, facial features 

such as eyelashes, head hair, skin, eyebrows are also of high importance. As robots can be utilized in 

different areas such as education or health care, their corresponding faces require a clear design to 

portray their task. Designing robots for specific tasks or contexts may require specific changes in their 

design, which can be challenging as they rely on an individual's subjective perception of the given 

task or context. Anthropomorphism and societal gender roles also play a significant role in shaping 

users' expectations and perceptions of a robot's abilities and human-like qualities. The literature 

suggests that designing a robot's face for specific tasks or contexts requires considering the users' 

expectations and societal beliefs about appropriate personality traits and gender roles, however 

despite it being a challenge specific changes in robot design may be necessary for optimal human-

robot interaction. 

The findings of this literature review provide valuable information that can be used to design 

a tool that can generate accurate robot faces. To enhance this tool's capabilities, it would need to be 

able to simplify the user's workload by learning and applying knowledge based on the user's 

requirements, thereby reducing the need for extensive user input.  

For future research it can be of use to investigate more articles regarding the appearances 

and appeals of real human faces, as those might also provide useful feedback for the research, as of 

now only articles about specifically robot faces where used, but research shows factors of real 

human faces can also apply for robot faces. Furthermore, there is no clear design guide to designing 

robot faces, most articles found referred to design processes of different fields. 

2.5 Conclusion of background research 
In this section, a conclusion will be provided based on the background research that has been 

conducted. The background research was guided by three sub-research questions, these will be 

answered based on the findings described in this chapter. Additionally, noteworthy findings that 

have emerged during the research process will also be addressed. 

 

RQ1: What tools currently exist in terms of digital (design) decision making? 

Based on the findings presented in section 2.2, as well as 2.1 and 2.3, it can be inferred that a 

wide range of digital decision-making tools exist. These tools encompass various domains from online 
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dating to video games to traditional board games. The primary objective of these tools is typically to 

streamline the decision-making process by simplifying interactions or breaking down decisions into 

manageable sections. It seems common for most decision-making tools to provide instantaneous 

feedback on the outcomes, although certain tools may defer the display of outcomes until later 

stages. Design is, in essence, a process of decision making and thus these tools form valuable 

inspiration for creating a tool that facilitates the design process. 

Section 2.1 shows the prevalence of tools that simplify decision-making processes and the 

design workflow using AI. While tools such as Adobe Firefly are still in the early stages of 

development, solutions like those offered by ANSYS have existed for longer. This however does not 

mean that ANSYS’s tools are by any means outdated or less advanced, continuous enhancements are 

made to keep their capabilities up to date. 

In order to handle the computational requirements demanded by these AI tools, two 

approaches seem to be the most common. One approach involves offloading the computational 

workload to large servers owned by the tool providers, who often charge a fee for utilizing their 

services. Conversely, certain tools can be executed on the client side, necessitating powerful and 

costly machines or workstations capable of handling the substantial workloads.  

 

RQ2: What is the performance of current existing generation tools? 

Currently, the performance of existing generation models varies depending on the level of 

training and the intended purpose of the model. Some large models such as DALL-E, Stable Diffusion, 

and Midjourney perform exceptionally well, but these models come with higher performance 

requirements due to their extensive training. As such most of these models are hosted by the 

associations that own them, they often use a monetary system such as paying with credits per 

generation. Some models are open source and can be replicated and hosted by individuals for free, 

but this means the individual has to fill these heavy hardware requirements themselves. Stability AI 

offers its own hosted version of Stable Diffusion with a credit system, but also offers its solution as 

open source. For the open-source version, Hugging Face, a community for AI enthusiasts, provides 

guides on setting up models and even explains tools that can reduce the amount of RAM needed at 

the cost of generation speed.  

When selecting a generation tool, it is important to consider its purpose, as the capabilities 

of certain models may not be suitable for every use case. Although the capabilities of generation 

tools are continually improving, it is valuable to evaluate the suitability for the intended purpose, as 

sometimes much simpler models can be more effective. 

 

RQ3: What parameters are important to consider when designing a face? 

In section 2.4 a literature review is performed to answer what the important factors to 

consider are when designing robot faces. The review emphasizes the significance of the robot face in 

creating a positive and effective human-robot interaction and identifies the key criteria that robot 

designers need to consider when designing a robot face. 

The review is divided into three main sections. The first section examines the importance of 

the robot face, which is critical in enhancing the interaction between robots and humans, making the 

robots more enjoyable, efficient, naturalistic, expressive, and recognizable. The second section 

explores the characteristics that make a robot face qualify as a face. The review identifies six key 

features of robot faces that influence their perception and increases the perception of humanness, 

including eyes, eyelids, eyebrows, nose, mouth, and ears. The third section examines the impact of 

robot faces in different contexts, such as educational or healthcare settings, and how this affects 

their design.  
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3. Methods and techniques  
This chapter serves as a short description and explains the approach taken for the development of a 

design tool simplifying the generation of robot faces using generative AI. The Creative Technology 

design method, as defined by Mader and Eggink [50], was utilized as a guideline for the project, with 

modifications made where necessary. A generic process utilizing this method is visually represented 

in Figure 24, and can roughly be broken down into four stages: ideation, specification, realization, 

and evaluation. The process is designed with cyclic loops to allow the return to previous stages, for 

instance, to incorporate newly obtained knowledge or to create multiple iterations of a product. In 

this report, a separate chapter is dedicated to the user analysis. 

 
Figure 24: A generic Creative Technology Design Process as presented by Mader and Eggink Source: [50] 
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3.1 User analysis  

Chapter 4 focuses on user analysis and employs a stakeholder analysis to gain insights into the target 

audience and stakeholders. The analysis includes a stakeholder identification, where stakeholders for 

the robot face generation tool are categorized into groups, and a power influence graph to visualize 

and prioritize stakeholders based on their interest and influence levels.  The chapter further contains 

personas developed to help better understand the user’s goals and behaviours when interacting with 

a potential tool, The chapter concludes by establishing preliminary requirements which are derived 

from the stakeholder analysis and important when it comes to meeting user and stakeholder needs. 

3.2 Ideation 
Chapter 5 delves into the ideation phase, which allows for generating multiple design concepts and 

establishing project requirements for the design tool. To come up with these concepts, the 

background research conducted in Chapter 2 is taken into consideration. With this background 

research in mind, brainstorm sessions will be held to generate a variety of ideas. These sessions are 

aimed at generating a large number of ideas within a short timeframe and can be done using various 

approaches. The ideation process will conclude with a list of preliminary requirements that will need 

to be considered when proceeding to the next stages. 

3.3 Specification 
In the specification stage, Chapter 6, the final requirements for the end product are determined. This 

stage involves merging the preliminary requirements derived from the user analysis and ideation 

phases. To ensure a comprehensive evaluation of these requirements, the artificial personas from 

and environments Chapter 4 are taken into account when examining the requirements. This 

evaluation process may lead to iterations, prompting a return to the ideation phase, or may 

necessitate additional background research to address any identified gaps or areas of improvement. 

3.4 Realization 
In Chapter 7, the realization phase, the final requirements concluded upon from the specification 

phase will be used to create final concept(s) which will be realized into prototypes. This will be in the 

form of a hi-fi prototype. 

3.5 Evaluation 
In Chapter 8, the evaluation phase focuses on assessing the prototype developed in the realization 

chapter. It involves self-evaluation and conducting an experiment with the target group. The results 

from the self-evaluation will be leading in the conclusion of whether the tool has successfully fulfilled 

its purpose of providing assistance. The evaluation will ultimately determine the effectiveness of AI 

as a useful technology in the domains of education and design. As such, the insights and conclusions 

drawn from the evaluation phase will ultimately shape the overall assessment of the tool and its 

impact. 

3.5.1 Experiment 
An experiment has been conducted with the target group of this project to evaluate the effectiveness 

of existing image generation models and the prompt use of the target group within these models. 

The participants were (student) social robot designers from the University of Twente and the 

experiment has been performed during a lecture on social robot design, a course which is given by 

the supervisor of this project. It was originally planned for the experiment to be a user evaluation of 

the prototypes designed during the evaluation. However, a prototype was not available at the time 

of the experiment, which led to an alternative approach using existing image generation models 

instead. 
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4. User analysis 
To design something for a target audience, it is important to know the users and other stakeholders 

of this project. A stakeholder analysis will help gain insight into their identities, needs and 

requirements. This analysis continues by making a power influence graph to assess each 

stakeholder's level of influence. This graph places all the involved parties that have ‘influence’ and 

‘interest’ along its axis. personas are developed to help better understand the user’s goals and 

behaviours when interacting with the tool, ensuring that user-centric decisions guide the project's 

development. With all stakeholders identified and users laid out together with their needs and 

values, a list of preliminary requirements is set up. 

4.1 Stakeholder analysis 
A stakeholder analysis helps to understand all the involved stakeholders, what their part is in the 

development process, giving a clear image of their interests and influence. The stakeholder 

identification aims to identify the different stakeholders involved in the process, following up a 

power interest graph is used to visualise the interests and influence of each of these stakeholders. 

4.1.1 Stakeholder identification 
The stakeholders of The Robot face generation tool can be divided in five groups: The first 

stakeholders are (social) robot designers. They are envisioned to make out most of the end users of 

the tool, as they would seem most in need for a tool simplifying robot face design. The second are 

the end users of the robots designed by these designers, while they do not necessarily get to interact 

with the tool directly, they might receive a result that is heavily influenced by the tool. The third are 

the owners and researchers behind the used AI model, while most certainly unknowing, they can 

alter the course of the project heavily do they decide to change for example, the way the interaction 

with the tool is done. The fourth stakeholder is the developer of the tool. It is up to them how they 

interpret all the requirements and needs of each of the other stakeholders. Finally, The supervisor of 

this project, Edwin Dertien, acts both as a supervisor and client for this project. He helps the 

developer by providing structure and guidance throughout the process while also acting as a 

potential client for the final product. 

For the sake of simplicity, the end users of the tool are generalized as (social) robot 

designers, but in actuality, the end users could span a very large domain. To break this domain down, 

two types of differentiators will be used. One differentiates between those who have prior 

knowledge of robot facial design and those who do not. The other one differentiates between users 

who are familiar with AI and those who are not. This gives us four types of ends users: Users with 

knowledge of facial robot design and no knowledge of AI, users with knowledge of facial robot design 

and knowledge of AI, users with no knowledge of facial robot design and no knowledge of AI and 

users with no knowledge of facial robot design and knowledge of AI.  

4.1.2 Analysis through the use of power influence graph 
A stakeholder analysis aims to identify and prioritize stakeholders according to their level of interest 

and influence on the project. The interest level indicates how much a stakeholder cares about the 

project outcomes and how they will be affected by them. The influence level indicates how much 

power a stakeholder has over the project decisions and resources. A power interest graph is a useful 

tool to visualize the stakeholder analysis results. It divides the stakeholders into four quadrants 

based on their interest and influence levels: high interest-high influence (key players), high interest-

low influence (keep informed), low interest-high influence (keep satisfied) and low interest-low 

influence (monitor) [51]. The “key players” are the most important stakeholders who should be 

involved in the project closely and consulted regularly. “Keep informed” stakeholders are those who 

have a high interest in the project but little power to affect it, as such they should ideally be updated 
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frequently on the project progress and feedback. “Keep satisfied” stakeholders are those who have a 

high influence on the project but low interest in it. They should be managed carefully to avoid any 

negative impact on the project. The “monitor” stakeholders are those who have low interest and low 

influence on the project. They should be informed occasionally about the project status and 

outcomes. The power interest graph for this project is visualized in Figure 25. The numbers placed in 

the graph represent all the identified stakeholders. 

 

1. (Social) robot designers 

2. End users of robots 

3. Owners / researchers of AI models 

4. Developer 

5. Supervisor 

 
Figure 25: Power interest graph including stakeholders from the project. based on: [51] 

4.2 Personas 
To help better understand the user's goals and behaviours when interacting with the tool, some 

personas are thought of. Personas are a way of creating fictional characters that represent the 

potential users of the final product. When it comes to potential users, it has been previously 

mentioned that there are two types of differentiators. One differentiates between those who have 

prior knowledge of robot facial design and those who do not. The other one differentiates between 

users who are familiar with artificial intelligence and those who are not. All these users may have 

different expectations and preferences when using the product, and therefore it is useful to describe 

them separately. For example, users may have different motives for using the tool, such as 

commercial or personal use. Furthermore, the inclusion of users who are already familiar with 

generative technology will provide valuable insights into important features of the tool for more 

experienced users. 

The personas were created using a User Persona template of Xtensio [52], input is generated 

with the help of ChatGPT [4] and verified and adapted by the researcher. All the images used within 

the personas are not real and are generated by stable diffusion [6] the images have been generated 

with separate text prompts however the same negative prompt has been used each time, This 

(1) 

 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

 

(5) 
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“universal” negative prompt, which Is detailed below, has been designed by stable diffusion art and 

included on a variety of images to test its performance [53]. 

 

“ugly, tiling, poorly drawn hands, poorly drawn feet, poorly drawn face, out of frame, extra 

limbs, disfigured, deformed, body out of frame, bad anatomy, watermark, signature, cut off, 

low contrast, underexposed, overexposed, bad art, beginner, amateur, distorted face, blurry, 

draft, grainy, greyscale” 

 

4.2.1 Persona 1: no prior experience, not familiar with AI tool 
 

 
Figure 26: Persona 1, Has no prior experience and not familiar with an AI tool 

For the biography the following text prompt was used within ChatGPT [4]: “Create a persona of a 

person with no prior knowledge of social robot design that will end up using an image generation ai 

tool to generate robot faces”. In relation to the first text prompt, ChatGPT was asked to fill out the 

goals of this persona, and finally ChatGPT was asked to use the available information to generate 4 

character traits. The information gathered from these interactions have been adapted to fit the 

format of the template and to fit better with the vision of the researcher. The image used is 

generated by Stable diffusion [6] using the prompt: “portrait photograph of a person, LinkedIn” 3rd 

generation. 
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4.2.2 Persona 2: prior experience, not familiar with AI tool 
 

 
Figure 27: Persona 2, Has prior experience and not familiar with an AI tool 

For the biography the following text prompt was used within ChatGPT [4]: “Create a persona of a 

social robot designer student that will end up using an image generation ai tool to generate robot 

faces”. In relation to the first text prompt, ChatGPT was asked to fill out the goals of this persona, 

and finally ChatGPT was asked to use the available information to generate 4 character traits. The 

information gathered from these interactions have been adapted to fit the format of the template 

and to fit better with the vision of the researcher. The image used is generated by Stable diffusion [6] 

using the prompt: “portrait photograph of a designer student, person” 1st generation. 
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4.2.3 Persona 3: no prior experience, familiar with AI tool 
 

 
Figure 28: Persona 3, Has no prior experience and is already familiar with an AI tool 

For the biography the following text prompt was used within ChatGPT 4: “Create a persona of a 

person with no prior knowledge of social robot design but is familiar with ai in general that will end 

up using an image generation ai tool to generate robot faces”. In relation to the first text prompt, 

ChatGPT was asked to fill out the goals and frustrations of this persona, and finally ChatGPT was 

asked to use the previous information to generate 4 character traits. The information gathered from 

these interactions have been adapted to fit the format of the template and to fit better with the 

vision of the researcher. The image used is generated by Stable diffusion [6] using the prompt: 

“portrait photograph of a techsavy person, LinkedIn” 1st generation. 
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4.2.4 Persona 4: prior experience, familiar with AI tool 
 

 
Figure 29: Persona 4, has prior experience and is already familiar with an AI tool 

For the biography the following text prompt was used within ChatGPT 4: “Create a persona of a 

person with prior knowledge of social robot design and is familiar with ai in general that will end up 

using an image generation ai tool to generate robot faces”. In relation to the first text prompt, 

ChatGPT was asked to fill out the goals and frustrations of this persona, and finally ChatGPT was 

asked to use the previous information to generate 4 traits. The information gathered from these 

interactions have been adapted to fit the format of the template and to fit better with the vision of 

the researcher. The image used is generated by Stable diffusion [6] using the prompt: “portrait 

photograph of a techsavy person, LinkedIn” 1st generation. 

4.3 Interaction scenarios 
Interaction scenarios describe fictional situations in which personas interact with a potential product 

from the project. These scenarios are made up, but attempts have been made to keep the 

interactions as authentic and realistic as possible. These interaction scenarios show how each of the 

different personas might interact with the product helping to better understand the interests and 

needs of each user. 

4.3.1 Scenario: persona 1 
Rita's boss informs her about a new project that aims to teach children about emotions and empathy 

using robot faces. He emphasises the importance of realistic, expressive, and diverse robot faces for 

this project. To assist Rita in designing the robot faces, her boss provides her with access to a new AI 
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tool called DALL-E, which can generate robot faces based on text prompts. He explains that Rita can 

create robot faces simply by explaining what she wants in text. Rita becomes curious and excited 

about this new design tool. However, Rita also feels a sense of nervousness and being overwhelmed 

by the prospect of using new technology. As she has not used such advanced technologies before, 

she acknowledges the need to learn how to utilize the tool to its full potential. 

1. Rita searches online for what AI actually is and finds a lot of different news and social media 

articles explaining different things. She thinks she eventually gets what the technology is 

capable of but is still confused about all the different ways it is described.  

2. Like her boss told her, the articles mention that using AI technology is like talking like a 

human with a computer, you don’t have to learn all sorts of difficult computer languages. 

3. Rita tries to interact with the tool to test out its capabilities, she uses prompts like “robot 

with a smiley face” or “robot with a sad face” and is amazed by the imagery the AI tool 

creates. 

4. The images aren’t exactly like Rita had in mind herself, and some looked better than others, 

but the images definitely help her with being able to come up with her own designs much 

easier. 

5. Halfway through her task, her boss sends Rita a guide explaining how to create effective text 

prompts for AI specifically for robot faces, to help her in her task. Rita reads through it and 

find the information very helpful. 

6. Rita is now even more amazed by the tool, getting to know that the images are all created by 

the AI and not just taken from the internet. 

7. She also tries to use the tool again with all the interesting information she now knows like 

being able to change the style of the image of the robot and she creates a few different sets 

of robots with emotions in different art styles for fun. 

8. Some of the images generated by the tool look so good that Rita feels like she can just hand 

in the images the tool generated, and as such she hands in a few pairs of generated images 

alongside her own creations. 

9. Rita’s boss is very pleased with the results and the incredible work ethic that Rita has shown.  

10. After Rita explains that some of the images came straight from the tool, Rita’s boss tells her 

that even though they look quite good, they should not use them because of potential 

copyright problems. Something that Rita did not know before that. 

11. Rita is pleased with the results and intends to use the tool more often for other projects too 

that might not necessarily require robot faces. 

4.3.2 Scenario: persona 2 
Lisa is assigned a project that requires her to design a social robot capable of interacting with 

humans in natural and empathetic ways. She recognizes the importance of creating robot faces that 

strike a balance between being expressive and appealing, without crossing into the uncanny valley. 

Lisa's professor offers her access to an AI tool that can generate robot faces using artificial 

intelligence. This tool presents an opportunity for Lisa to explore different styles and features of 

robot faces, potentially enhancing her design process and inspiring her own original creations. 

Despite her enthusiasm, Lisa feels a sense of apprehension about using the AI tool. She has heard 

about the hype surrounding ChatGPT and has seen fake videos circulating online, making her 

question the tool's complexity and whether it might be too advanced for her to effectively utilize. 

However, Lisa maintains a hopeful mindset and recognizes the potential of the AI tool.  

1. Lisa starts by coming up with some ideas for a social robot herself, what components are 

needed, how should the robot look etc. 
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2. Eventually Lisa runs out of ideas, but instead of calling it a day and continuing tomorrow, Lisa 

decides to ask the AI tool for some inspiration.  

3. She asks for a “social robot with 2 camera’s for eyes, a speaker grill mouth and a friendly 

personality”  

4. The results she gets disappoint her a bit, while they look interesting, they don’t really include 

everything she asked for. She must be doing something wrong, the pictures on the internet 

all look so real and convincing. 

5. Lisa decides to call it a day and come back to her research another time. 

6. The next day Lisa sees a post floating around on her social media about creating robot faces 

using AI technology, exactly what she needs! 

7. Lisa reads through the post and gets a lot of good new energy to try and work with the AI 

tool. The post has given her some confidence and a lot of interesting ideas to test out. 

8. The new images that Lisa is able to produce with the AI tool already look a lot better, they 

include most of her ideas, and if they don’t she knows she can just regenerate and try again, 

the results aren’t perfect every time. 

9. The tool ends up speeding up the design process for Lisa a lot, and while she still needs to go 

over the details, she now has a rough shape of how she wants the robot to look, partially 

thanks to the generated images. 

10. Lisa intends to make the tool part of her design cycle from now on as it can definitely help 

her come up with some interesting or just funny ideas that might get her out of a creativity 

block. 

4.3.3 Scenario: persona 3 
Jonathan is introduced to a new project that requires him to delve into the state of the art when it 

comes to generative technology in specific fields. Jonathan starts testing out different AI tools but 

needs a benchmark to test how well each tool is compared to the others. A friend of Jonathan is a 

robot designer and as such Jonathan got the idea to let the tool generate robot faces and let his 

friend decide how convincing the faces looked. Although Jonathan has a solid foundation in writing 

text prompts for AI, he finds it challenging to create robot faces that meet the requirements of being 

both realistic and detailed in the context of social robot design. He recognizes that creating effective 

text prompts is crucial for the tool to generate the desired outcomes. Considering the difficulties he 

faces; Jonathan seeks resources that can guide him in creating text prompts specifically tailored to 

generating robot faces. He is determined to learn more about the principles and challenges of social 

robot design, with the aim of refining his approach and producing better results. 

1. Jonathan first tries out his usual text prompts with the different AI tools, “realistic 

photograph of a Robot face, detailed” and also tries to make use of negative prompts where 

possible. 

2. The results seem realistic but don’t seem to be especially helpful, some framing issues he has 

been struggling with before and some details he would like to have differently but he isn’t 

quite sure what more he can add to the prompt. 

3. To learn more about creating robot faces with AI, Jonathan starts looking on the internet for 

articles about the topic.  

4. Sadly, robot face specific prompt guides are a scarcity on the web and are not easy to find. 

5. He tries to read some articles about robot design in general and finds some interesting 

details he could specify in the prompts, but because he is not a robot design expert he is not 

sure what to do with all the information presented. 

6. Eventually Jonathan comes across an image of a poster on a blog, at first, he is sceptical 

about the poster as it doesn’t seem extremely academic. But something is better than 

nothing and he reads through it anyways. 
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7. After reading through the poster, Jonathan is happily surprised about the usefulness of the 

information. Of course, some academic papers will go through the topic in greater detail, but 

seeing as those papers don’t seem to exist yet this poster offers some helpful details. 

8. Jonathan takes some of the tips and keywords presented in the poster and adds them to his 

prompts. The quality of the images increases, and Jonathan is happy with the results. 

9. Jonathan shows the results to his robot designer friend and his friend is surprised with the 

quality of the generated images. Jonathan shows him the poster he found and encourages 

his friend to read through it and maybe use it in his own process. 

4.3.4 Scenario: persona 4 
David, a social robot designer with a background in computer science and psychology, is passionate 

about developing robots that can engage with humans in natural and captivating ways. He recognizes 

the potential of artificial intelligence and wants to start using AI in his own workflow. He imagines 

that using AI in his design process could seriously speed up his process and could let him spend time 

on other important aspects of the design like the realization of a physical version of a robot face for 

example.  

1. David starts looking around for AI tools that can specifically generate realistic and useful 

robot faces, however he cannot find such tools. 

2. David then turns to the conventional tools like DALL-E and stable diffusion to generate some 

faces with. 

3. David can create some very specific prompts with his knowledge of both robot design and AI 

prompting and as such is able to get some pretty interesting results. 

4. He does run into some minor problems however that cause him to have to run a lot of 

different iterations of his prompts.  

5. This isn’t exactly a problem for stable diffusion, but his DALL-E account quickly runs out of 

credits, and he slightly prefers DALL-E over stable diffusion. 

6. While talking to a friend about his ideas to combine AI and robot design, David’s friend 

shows him a poster he had heard about from another friend. 

7. The poster shows information about using AI to generate robot faces and is exactly what 

David has been looking for. 

8. The poster looks cool and has some interesting information containing it. most of it was 

already clear to David, but after reading the poster, some things just felt like they slid into 

place fully. 

9. David was now able to more effectively use terms to convey his ideas, and while the images 

are not as realistic as his own drawings can be, he is able to generate them a lot faster and in 

much higher quantities. 

10. David seems to think the tool can be a useful addition to his design process and he might 

start telling more friends about using AI when designing. 

4.4 Preliminary requirements from user analysis 
The list of preliminary requirements is a set of features and functions that the project should provide 

to meet the needs and expectations of the users and other stakeholders. The requirements are 

derived from the stakeholder analysis results, as well as from the existing documents and sources 

related to the project scope and objectives. The requirements should be clear, concise and 

consistent. They should also be prioritized according to their importance and urgency for the project 

success. 

1. The tool should be designed with user-friendliness in mind to avoid discouraging 

inexperienced designers from using AI in their design process. 
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2. The tool should include warnings regarding potentially undesirable outputs and copyright 

infringement and emphasize the need for caution when using the tool. 

3. The tool should be designed to have something interesting for everybody, so that even 

advanced users might still learn a thing or two from using the tool. 

4. The tool should allow for personalization of the generation prompt, to adapt the image to 

the ideas of the robot designer and their client. 

5. The tool should not rely exclusively on online image generation models and ideally should 

have the capability to be stored and executed locally, this to avoid dependence on the 

owners and researchers behind a used AI model. 

6. The tool should be cost-effective, striving to minimize expenses for both designers and 

developers, while maintaining its functionality and quality.  
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5. Ideation  
As stated in the methodology the ideation phase is the first phase in the Creative Technology design 

method. In this phase new concepts and ideas get generated, these concepts and ideas are built 

upon the knowledge gained from the background research performed in Chapter 2 and take into 

account requirements set in the user analysis. In the end, the preliminary requirements will be 

revisited and passed on to the specification phase, and two selected concepts will be further 

developed during the realization phase. 

5.1 Initial conceptualization 
The graduation project's initial concept emerged from an early brainstorming session. The initial 

proposal presented a broad and flexible framework, allowing the researcher to shape it as they saw 

fit. The brainstorming session resulted in the development of an initial concept, which influenced the 

researcher's choice of the topic. The envisioned goal of the project was to develop a fully self-built 

and trained AI system that could generate robot faces with varying characteristics based on user 

input, the level of user input required would depend on the experience of the user. The user 

interface was later envisioned to resemble a specific Wii-style character selection process as 

described in more detail in Chapter 2, with distinct options that could be accessed via an advanced 

menu. Additionally, the AI system would incorporate an "eraser tool" feature, which resembles the 

functionality of OpenAI DALL-E, to allow for the regeneration or removal of specific facial features.  

This approach to ideation can be seen as technology-driven, where technology, more 

specifically AI, serves as the starting point and motivating force for generating new ideas. This 

methodology is in line with the principles of 'tinkering', as described by Mader and Eggink [50]. 

Tinkering refers to the process of taking existing technology and coming up with novel applications 

for that technology. 

5.2 Collaborative Ideation with Supervisor 
During several meetings with the project supervisor, various ideas were generated, and the initial 

concept was adjusted to align with the project timeline and available resources. At first, the idea of 

utilizing the Robot Facebook database was encouraged. However, after research was conducted on 

developing personalized Image Generation models, it was realized that this task would most likely 

exceed the scope of the project.  Training a model from scratch would be very time-consuming and 

adapting an existing model with new photos had its own limitations that required further 

investigation. Considering the ambitious plans for the user interface of the tool, it became evident 

that this approach would thus not be feasible. Additionally, given the remarkable advancements in 

various AI technologies during the project's timeline, it was observed that the performance and 

quality of content generated by existing image generation models would far surpass a viable 

alternative.  

As such, the idea of a self-built and/or trained AI system was put on lower priority and 

alternative approaches were considered. A new approach consisted of replacing the “self-built and 

trained AI system” with an already existing image generation model and excluding advanced 

functionality like an eraser tool function. The new approach would dig deeper into the engineering of 

a text prompt, as these prompts are the main way of interacting with existing image generation 

models. 

5.3 Brainstorm session 
With this new approach came new ideas for an end result, as the focus of the project was no longer 

specifically on creating an image generation model itself, but rather on the way one interacts with an 

image generation model. To structure these new ideas another brainstorming session was held and 

the results documented.  
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5.3.1 Concept 1 
One of the concrete concepts generated was an adaptation of the initial concept of the project. This 

concept involves an application with several pre-programmed options, such as “generate a care 

robot”, “generate a security robot”, “generate a waiter robot”, and an advanced option. These 

options generate a text prompt for the user that is sent to an existing image generation model. The 

generated text prompts contain pre-programmed text, such as "photograph of", "realistic robot 

face”, "no painting", "no drawing", and "no art". These pre-programmed prompts ensure that the 

user obtains realistic robot faces that are helpful in the design process rather than solely aesthetically 

pleasing but functionally inaccurate. Other pre-programmed prompts will make sure that when the 

user asks for a waiter robot, specific features of a waiter robot are included in the prompt. This 

however, poses a challenge that emerged during background research which was that the optimal 

look of a robot in a particular environment depends heavily on the user's perception and expectation 

of that environment. Therefore, this approach might require a setup screen where the user can input 

their preferences or their target audience's preferences, adjusting future prompts to the key features 

the user liked more. 

 
Figure 30: A simple version of concept 1 visualized within Figma 

A more advanced feature that could be added to the tool is Image-To-Image AI. Unlike Text-

To-Image, which is used in the initial concept, Image-To-Image allows users to select a generated 

image and use it as input to generate new images that share similarities. This feature can potentially 

result in more accurate end results that align closely with the user's preferences. To implement this, 

a Wii-style character selection process can be envisioned, offering users an infinite selection of robot 

faces with varying similarities. Users can exit this process at any point and further customize the 

robot face to their liking using menus and sliders. This would represent the same advanced option as 

can be chosen at the start of the tool. 

This advanced option would be a character creation-style menu where adjustments can be 

made using dropdown menus and sliders. These sliders would grade different keywords related to 

image generation prompts on scales such as masculinity, friendliness, and familiarity. The dropdown 

menus would offer different image styles or use-case scenarios for further customization. 
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5.3.2 Concept 2 
A second concept is similar to the first concept but proposes the use of an image generation model 

that is expanded by the database ‘the robot facebook’. This is instead of an unchanged existing 

model as in the first concept. As said before, training an existing image generation model with new 

photos has its own limitations that required further investigation. As such this approach would mean 

limiting the time that can be spent on the design of the tool as it will go deeper into the mechanics. 

For this approach, Huggingface offers a starting point when it comes to resources that can be 

utilized. Huggingface provides guides on how to use and train image generation models. 

5.3.3 Concept 3 
A third concept is in the form of a guide that assists a designer in using (existing) image generation 

models. This guide can be created either generally or with a specific image generation model in mind. 

The guide will explain the creation of a text prompt that is used as input for these models and guides 

the user in selecting the right words and terms to ensure easy and accurate image generation. 

Compared to the first two concepts this guide may make the process more challenging for 

inexperienced designers and potentially discourage them from using AI in their design process, as 

using an existing tool like DALL-E or Stable Diffusion can seem very daunting. On the other hand, it 

allows for more freedom in image generation and eliminates the need for a setup screen to 

personalize the process for a specific user, as users are still required to phrase the text prompts 

themselves, making it easier to give their own spin on the prompt.  

5.4 Preliminary requirements from ideation 
In conclusion, there are still a lot of open-ended concepts for the project so far, but they do indicate 

a series of requirements that should not be forgotten when designing a prototype. 

1. The tool should enable and/or simplify the generation of robot faces with varying 

characteristics based on user input. 

2. The tool should use existing image generation models instead of building a self-built and 

trained AI system, to ensure the quality and performance of generated content and to save 

time to spend on the user experience. HuggingFace can help in the integration of these 

models.  

3. The tool should speed up the process of using an image generation model and coming up 

with an effective prompt. 

4. The tool should allow the user to use its preferences or the preferences of others as input to 

adjust the prompts and get more personalized results. 

Some optional requirements not set in stone but could help as guidelines in specific 

prototypes include: 

1. The user interface could resemble a specific Wii-style character selection process. 

2. The tool could incorporate an "eraser tool" feature to allow for the regeneration or removal 

of specific facial features. 

3. The tool could include an advanced feature that allows the user to select a generated image 

and use it as input to generate new images that might be similar. 

4. The tool could assist a designer in using image generation models by explaining the creation 

of a text prompt and guiding the user in selecting the right words and terms to ensure 

accurate image generation. 

5. The tool could be trained by data from the ‘Robot facebook’ database. 
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6. Specification  
 Within the specification phase, the preliminary requirements from the previous chapters are 

reviewed once more and then transformed into the actual specifications of the final prototype(s) for 

this project. 

6.1 Requirement list 
During the user analysis and ideation phase, lists of preliminary requirements were established. In 

the specification phase, these requirements have been reviewed by the researcher to assess their 

feasibility, importance, and ability to meet the needs of potential users. The personas and their 

scenarios assisted in evaluating whether the requirements align with potential user’s scenarios and 

to determine their level of importance. Additionally, as an iterative process, the results from the user 

experiment were used to adjust the importance levels of the requirements. To provide a systematic 

overview of the determined importance and relevance of each requirement, MoSCoW categorization 

is used. MoSCoW categorization categorizes requirements into must-have, should-have, could-have, 

and will-not-have, allowing for prioritization [54].  

To distinguish between must-have and should-have requirements, the criticality and impact 

of the requirements on the project's core functionality and goals were considered. Must-have 

requirements were identified as features that are fundamental to achieving the project's primary 

objectives. Should-have requirements were identified as important features that significantly 

enhance the user experience and project outcomes, but are not as important as the must-have 

requirements. By distinguishing between these two requirements, the focus could be laid on 

delivering the core functionalities first, ensuring that the primary objectives are met. If time and 

resources permit, the should-Have requirements could be implemented to further enhance the 

product's quality. The could-have requirements were taken directly from the ideation requirements 

and were already categorized. 

 

Requirements MoSCoW 

1. The tool must be designed with user-friendliness in mind to avoid 
discouraging inexperienced designers from using AI in their design 
process. 

Must have 

2. The tool must include warnings regarding potentially undesirable outputs 
and emphasize the need for caution when using the tool. 

Must have 

3. The tool must allow the user to use its preferences or the preferences of 
others as input to adjust the prompts and get more personalized results. 

Must have 

4. The tool must assist a designer in using image generation models by 
explaining the creation of a text prompt and guiding the user in selecting 
the right words and terms to ensure accurate image generation. 

Must have 

5. The tool should enable and/or simplify the generation of robot faces with 
varying characteristics based on user input. 

Should have 

6. The tool should be easily sharable to reach as many potential users as 
possible and make them aware of the capabilities of AI. 

Should have 

7. The tool should be cost-effective, striving to minimize expenses for both 
designers and developers, while maintaining its functionality and quality. 

Should have 

8. The tool should be designed to have something interesting for everybody, 
so that even advanced users might still learn a thing or two from using the 
tool. 

Should have 

9. The tool should not rely exclusively on online image generation models 
and ideally should have the capability to be stored and executed locally, 
this to avoid dependence on the owners and researchers behind a used AI 

Should have 
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model. 

10. The tool should speed up the process of using an image generation model 
and coming up with an effective prompt. 

Should have 

11. The tool could incorporate an "eraser tool" feature to allow for the 
regeneration or removal of specific facial features. 

Could have 

12. The tool could include a feature that allows the user to select a generated 
image and use it as input to generate new images that might be similar 
using a specific Wii-style character selection process. 

Could have 

13. The tool could utilize a self-built and trained AI system instead of relying 
on an existing image generation model. This approach would offer more 
control over the output of the model and the potential to generate more 
accurate results. 

Could have 

14. The tool could be trained by data from the ‘Robot facebook’ database. Could have 

Table 1: Requirements 
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7. Realisation  
During the realization phase, several prototypes were developed for the project. These prototypes 

were based on the final requirements derived from the previous chapter. Multiple iterations were 

necessary to refine and improve the prototypes before arriving at the final result. 

7.1 Prototype 1 
The first prototype is based on the first concept generated during the ideation phase. This concept 

was aimed to utilize an existing AI model for image generation and provide it through a user-friendly 

platform, lowering the entry barriers for users to try generative technology. To implement this 

concept, Python was initially chosen as the programming language for developing a user-friendly 

application capable of running and accessing an existing image generation model. Python uses simple 

syntax and has a wide range of open-source libraries which can be used within projects, greatly 

expanding the language's capabilities. 

One of the main challenges of image generation models is that they can be extremely 

computationally intensive. Most models can run on simple hardware, but to be able to generate new 

images fast, a beefy graphics card is needed with high amounts of VRAM. Some companies, such as 

OpenAI and Stability AI, offer online access to their models through Application Programming 

Interfaces (APIs). These models are being run on very capable servers and thus these companies can 

provide the requirements needed for fast image generation. However, accessing these APIs comes at 

a cost, as users are required to pay through token systems. When it comes to a cost-effective 

solution, this is not a very favourable option. As such alternative approaches were explored, such as 

running the program on a local system. However, running the model on a local system does not 

resolve the issue of resource-intensive image generation models, as they would either run slowly or 

not at all on a local machine. 

Eventually, the decision was made to utilize a web service called JupyterLab, provided by the 

University of Twente. JupyterLab is a web-based interactive development environment for 

notebooks, code, and data. Its flexible interface allows users to configure and organize workflows for 

various applications, including data science, scientific computing, computational journalism, and 

machine learning [55]. By utilizing JupyterLab, the image generation model can be executed on a 

remote server with greater computational power and memory compared to a typical local machine, 

as can be seen in Figure 31. Importantly, JupyterLab is available free of charge for students at the 

University of Twente. 

 
Figure 31: Hardware options available on JupyterLab 
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Figure 32: Typical JupyterLab environment 

JupyterLab primarily utilizes Jupyter Notebook files, which allow for code execution in small 

blocks with explanatory text accompanying these blocks. This format also supports running 

notebooks on other platforms like Google Collab, another free online service for running Jupyter 

notebooks. This allows users who are not affiliated with the University of Twente to utilize the 

program as well. 

7.1.1 The Image generation Model 
When it comes to the choice of an image generation model, an online community called HuggingFace 

offers a wide range of different models and methods for interacting with them. Most of the models 

provided by HuggingFace are open source and do not require any credits to be used. HuggingFace 

also provides a Python library that includes pipelines, among other features, which simplifies the 

process of using various models, including for example diffusion models.  

 
Figure 33: Showcase of the different models available, 261095 models across different categories 

HuggingFace, along with other online sources, provide guides on how to use these pipelines 

and specific models. However, as the technology is extremely new and ever evolving, these guides 
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can quickly become outdated. As a result, a variety of different guides have been utilized to ensure a 

comprehensive and fully functional outcome. 

For this project, the Stable Diffusion model from Hugging Face was chosen. This decision was 

based on the model's popularity, as it is the most downloaded model on the website. Additionally, 

many other models available on the website are built upon versions of Stable Diffusion. Another 

reason for selecting this model is its transparency in terms of training methodology, data usage, and 

an estimate of CO2 emissions, which are all provided in the model card available on Hugging Face 

[56].  

7.1.2 The Result 
The result is a Jupyter Notebook that users can download and open in any environment that supports 

the ".ipynb" file format. In the context of this project, the file will most likely be opened in the 

JupyterLab environment provided by the University of Twente. The notebook includes explanations 

of its purpose, the technologies it utilizes, and provides a basic understanding of how these 

technologies work. Additionally, it provides step-by-step instructions on how to use the notebook 

effectively. 

Figure 34 shows the introduction of the tool, providing some context on how the tool came 

to be, followed by an explanation of how the image generation model works. The explanation is 

written is such a way that unexperienced users can still grasp of what is going on behind the scenes. 

 
Figure 34: Introduction to the tool 

Following the introduction, a step-by-step process is written out explaining what to do to get 

the tool to work. The first step explains that for the program to work, several libraries need to be 

installed. The most important library is the "diffusers" library, Additionally, libraries such as "torch", 

"transformers", "accelerate" and others from HuggingFace are also necessary. In the second step, 

users are instructed to import these libraries into the current session and run a code snippet that 

introduces the "image grid" function. This function allows for the creation of a grid consisting of 

multiple pictures merged into a single frame later on. These two steps are displayed in Figure 35, the 

users are asked to run each of the grey boxes underneath the explanations. 
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Figure 35: Step 1 and 2 from the generative AI tool 

In the third step, visible in Figure 37, the stable diffusion model is downloaded using the 

.from_pretrained() function from the diffusers library. The "StableDiffusionPipeline" is a specific 

pipeline designed for stable diffusion, incorporating the necessary components to run the model. A 

pipeline simplifies the process of using an image generation model like stable diffusion, as stable 

diffusion consists of multiple interconnected parts.  

To provide a brief explanation, the simplest form of the pipeline consists of a UNet model 

and a Scheduler. The UNet model is a neural network architecture specifically designed for denoising 

images. Its name comes from its U-shaped structure as displayed in Figure 36, consisting of an 

encoder and a decoder. The encoder compresses the input image, extracting important features, 

while the decoder reconstructs the image by expanding this compressed representation, gradually 

improving its quality and reducing noise [57].  

 
Figure 36: UNet architecture Source: [57] 
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The Scheduler manages the denoising process. The pipeline is initialized with a 

predetermined number of steps, and the Scheduler generates a schedule based on these steps. At 

each scheduled step, the UNet model processes a portion of the image and produces an output. This 

iterative process continues, with each output being fed back as input for the subsequent step. By 

following this scheduled approach, the denoising process is systematically executed, making sure 

that the noise reduction in the image is done effectively. 

The .to("cuda") command ensures that the entire process is performed using available 

graphics card(s), significantly accelerating the computational speed. 

 
Figure 37: Step 3 from the generative AI tool 

Figure 38 contains the interactable section of the notebook file, as it is the section where the 

user can write their own prompt and negative prompt, the section explains what the terms mean and 

where to find more information about formulating effective prompts. The prompt is the input 

provided to the image generation model, specifying the desired characteristics or attributes of the 

generated image. It can include details such as the appearance, style, or context of the image. The 

negative prompt is an optional input that allows users to specify what should not be included in the 

generated image. 

 
Figure 38: Step 4 from the generative AI tool 

In Figure 39, the core processing takes place. This is where the prompt and negative prompt are 

combined with the actual diffusion model. Then the calculation occurs and the duration of this 

process depends on the hardware being used. It can range from 30 seconds to 30 minutes or even 

longer. The variable “num_images” allows for the generation of multiple images, while the 

“image_grid” function ensures that the generated images are displayed in a visually appealing grid 

format. Finally, “display(grid)” is used to show the generated images, completing the process. Step 5 

also includes a warning message which advises users to exercise caution. This warning acknowledges 
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the potential of encountering uncomfortable or inappropriate images as well as the possibility that 

the generated images may be subject to copyright. 

 
Figure 39: Step 5 from the generative AI tool 

 Figure 40 Shows some images that have been generated by the tool using the prompt “Robot 

face”. The generation process was conducted on the JupyterLab environment provided by the 

University of Twente, utilizing the Nvidia A10 server, as shown in Figure 31. It took approximately 30 

seconds per image, resulting in a total generation time of 2 minutes. Another generation was 

performed without the .to("cuda") in step 3. This caused the generation process to run on the CPU 

instead of the graphics card, resulting in significantly slower performance. It took approximately 30 

minutes to generate a single image. 

 
Figure 40: Images generated by the generative tool 

7.1.3 Complications of prototype 1 
Sadly, the images presented in Figure 40 represent a limited set of generated images due to various 

challenges encountered during the development of the tool. Throughout the development process, 

numerous bugs were identified and resolved. However, a persistent error continued to resurface, as 

depicted in Figure 41, the error indicated that the graphics card had insufficient memory.  

Efforts were made to try and resolve the error, including rerunning the notebook file, 

resetting the environment, switching servers, and reinstalling used libraries. Additionally, two friends 

of the researcher, both computer science graduates, offered their assistance. However, it was found 

that, due to the shared nature of the environment, there was a limit placed on the amount of access 

an individual user could have. As a result, certain measures like resetting the graphics card or simply 

updating drivers were not possible. As a result, a solution to the error could not be found. 
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The situation was made even more frustrating as the error message was not consistent. 

Sometimes the tool would work fine and sometimes not. While the tool worked fine during pre-

testing a day before the planned experiment, it failed to function on the day of the experiment. This 

technical difficulty severely impacted the ability to conduct the experiment as intended, as there was 

uncertainty about whether the tool would work (reliably) or not.  

 

 
Figure 41: Error message about a lack of memory for the tool 

As a result, the originally outlined experiment, as described in the research methodology, 

could not be executed as intended. Consequently, an alternative experiment had to be devised last 

minute to meet the research objectives within the given constraints. This adjustment allowed for the 

continued progression of the project while working around the limitations imposed by the 

unresolved error. 

7.2 Prototype 2 
Due to the challenges encountered with the first prototype, the decision was made to retain the 

existing progress of the project and shift the focus towards another aspect: the usability and user-

friendliness of an image generation model. It was initially envisioned by the researcher that working 

with an image generation model could be intimidating for the average user. While a user may be 

familiar with navigating the interface of a particular model, they might face difficulties in effectively 

interacting with the model itself. 

To generate effective and desired visuals model, a user is required to form a text prompt that 

accurately describes their intended image. When a description becomes less precise, it gives the 

model greater freedom to introduce its elements into an image to complete it. As such it is important 

for a user to strike a balance between providing enough specificity to have the generated image be 

related to their project, while perhaps also leaving room for the model to generate inspiring and 

interesting variations that may not have been previously considered. This is especially important 

when considering image generation models as potential inspirational tools during a design phase. 

 With this in mind, it is not hard to imagine that a user might get very overwhelmed by what 

and what not to include in their text prompts. As such, another concept generated during the 

ideation phase was deemed valuable for further exploration: the development of a guide on how to 

design an effective text prompt. The primary objective of this guide would be to provide users with 

the necessary assistance in navigating the complexities associated with generating meaningful 

prompts. By offering insights, recommendations, and best practices for optimal interaction with the 

image generation model, the guide aims to alleviate user confusion and enhance their overall 

experience. 

7.2.1 Conceptualization 
Defining what constitutes a guide is not a simple task, as guides can come in various forms and 

lengths. They can range from comprehensive books spanning hundreds of pages, covering every 

possible variation for solving a specific problem, to concise step-by-step instructions on a single sheet 

of paper.  

In the realm of image generation models, several guides already exist on the internet, 

addressing different aspects and techniques for achieving desired or more accurate results. Most of 

these guides offer insights into framing effective text prompts, as in Figure 42.  
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Figure 42: ‘The only ChatGPT guide you'll ever need’ LinkedIn post Source: [58] 

Specific guides on prompt engineering for image generation models like from ‘stable 

diffusion art’ [59] emphasize that a well-phrased text prompt consists of multiple components, 

including the main subject, lighting conditions, surrounding elements, desired style, and more. 

Additionally, some image generation models support the use of negative prompts, enabling users to 

specify what should not be included in the generated image, as such guides exist on this topic too 

[60]. While these guides serve as great resources for creating more effective text prompts, the field 

of prompt engineering is constantly improving and there is always room for further exploration and 

refinement. 

In the development of a guide for designing an effective text prompt, it is important to build 

upon the existing knowledge and insights while providing additional value to users. The guide should 

not just replicate the information found in existing resources but should also aim to enhance the 

understanding and practical application of designing text prompts. In the case of this project, the 

guide must include how to specifically address this existing information in the context of robot faces, 

and the guide will also include findings made during the course of the project already. It should 

explore the unique considerations and challenges that arise when phrasing prompts to generate 

robot faces using image generation models.  

To integrate the existing information, project findings, and specific considerations for robot 

faces effectively, the guide should be structured in a coherent and organized manner. It can begin by 

providing an overview of the key concepts and principles of designing text prompts for image 

generation models in general. Following up, it should delve into the nuances and considerations 

specific to robot faces, drawing upon the relevant literature and project-specific insights. The guide 

can incorporate practical examples, step-by-step instructions, and visual aids to facilitate 

understanding and application. 

With this information in mind, the next step was to design a guide. After careful 

consideration of various guide formats, the decision was made to create a poster as the chosen 

format. The poster serves as a concise and visually engaging tool to convey information effectively. It 

is also easily shareable, allowing it to reach a wide audience and inform as many people as possible 

about generating robot faces using AI. To create the poster, the tool Canva was used. Canva is a user-

friendly graphic design platform that offers a range of templates and customization options, making 

it ideal for creating visually appealing posters [61]. 

7.2.2 The result 
The title of the guide was selected as "Generate Robot Faces Using AI" and the content of the guide 

is divided into several sections, covering different aspects of the image generation process. For a 
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comprehensive view of the guide, please refer to Appendix A, where the full poster is available for 

reference.  

The first section of the poster includes two blocks, also displayed in Figure 43, covering the 

basics of AI, image generation, and prompt engineering. This section is included to give the user 

some basic understanding of terms and the topic in general. 

 
Figure 43: First section of the guide, explaining AI and the purpose of the guide and a section explaining text prompts 

Following this section, a warning message is provided highlighting the potential risks 

associated with using image generation models as displayed in Figure 44. These models are trained 

on large amounts of scraped data and, although efforts are made to filter inappropriate content, 

errors can occur due to the autonomous nature of this process. Additionally, it is often unclear what 

specific data different image generation models are trained on and whether the training data 

includes unauthorized use of artists' work. Therefore, there is a risk of generating images that 

infringe on copyright and raise ethical concerns. It is thus emphasized that these images should only 

be used as sources of inspiration and not for commercial purposes. It is important to respect the 

rights of artists and be aware that the legal landscape surrounding generated images is still limited 

and unclear, resulting in potential legal consequences such as lawsuits or fines if caution is not 

exercised. 

 
Figure 44: Warning message 

After the warning message, a small introduction is provided on how to write a text prompt. 

This section, displayed in Figure 45, outlines the basic structure of a text prompt and offers some 

basic considerations when creating one. Not every single component of a prompt needs to be 

included, as users have the flexibility to choose which elements they want to incorporate while still 

achieving interesting results. 
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 Figure 45: How to write a text prompt?  

Following this introduction, the poster dives deeper into the different components and their 

corresponding keywords. Figure 46 goes over the subject and setting, medium, and style, while 

Figure 47 focuses on resolution, colour, and lighting, as well as utilizing artists and websites. These 

sections primarily aim to explain the meaning of each component and provide example keywords 

that would fit within their specific context. The emphasis is on providing a basic understanding of 

each component, which may be less useful or interesting for advanced users. However, they may still 

find the example keywords provided interesting to incorporate into their prompts. 

 
Figure 46: different components of a text prompt part 1 

The section about incorporating artists and websites into prompts primarily refers back to 

the warning message and focuses on the potential risks associated with using these components in a 

text prompt. While including references to artists and their works can enhance the quality and 

improve the accuracy of a generated image, it is important to acknowledge the ethical and copyright 

implications. The poster includes this component to highlight its potential benefits, but users need to 
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exercise caution and ensure they are respecting the rights of artists and content creators when using 

such prompts.  

 

 
Figure 47: different components of a text prompt part 2 

Figure 48 provides imagery that supports the different components addressed in the 

previous section. These images primarily focus on the subject and setting, which is the most 

important aspect of a prompt and allows for greater expansion and variation. The images are linked 

to the components using color-coding, where the prompt used in the explanation is color-coded to 

match the corresponding image. The subject and setting greatly influence the generated image, as 

without a clear subject, generating an image can become challenging. The images demonstrate the 

possibilities when it comes to writing more advanced prompts and providing detailed instructions. 

They also highlight that sometimes leaving out certain terms can lead to more accurate results. 

 
Figure 48: supplementary images of the different components 

Lastly, the poster concludes with a section about negative prompts, as seen in Figure 49. 

While not all image generation models support the use of negative prompts, they can be a great way 

to steer your images in the right direction. The section provides basic keywords that can help 

improve the quality of the generated images. Additionally, it encourages an iterative approach, 

where users can refine their prompts by excluding elements they disliked in previously generated 

images. Figure 50 exemplifies how using a negative prompt can significantly enhance the quality and 

accuracy of an image. 
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Figure 49: section explaining negative prompts 

  
Figure 50: supplementary images to the negative prompts 
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8. Evaluation/Results 
To confidently determine whether an envisioned tool fulfills the research questions and 

project goals, an evaluation of the prototypes developed in the previous chapter is necessary. This 

evaluation is conducted through critical self-evaluation and a user testing experiment. Originally, the 

plan was to involve end-users in an experiment with Prototype 1. However, an alternative 

experiment was conducted instead due to unforeseen circumstances preventing the use of the tool 

during the experiment. This chapter will present the feedback from the participants and the 

observations from the researcher made during the course of the experiment. Additionally, the 

chapter will assess the capabilities of the prototypes by comparing them to the requirements set 

during the specification phase. 

8.1 Results of the experiment 
Between the realization of prototype 1 and prototype 2, an experiment was conducted to answer the 

following research questions: "How intuitive is the tool for generating robot faces with a specified 

task?" and "What prompts do people use to generate robot faces, and which ones are successful?". 

Initially, the plan was to user-test prototype 1. However, just before the start of the experiment, an 

alternative approach had to be considered due to prototype 1 not working as intended. Despite this 

change, the research questions remained largely the same for the experiment, focusing on evaluating 

the intuitiveness of existing image generation models instead. 

8.1.1 Setup of the experiment 
The experiment involved a class of social robot design students taught by the project supervisor, 

Edwin Dertien. These students were chosen as participants because they closely resembled the 

target group of the tool. As social robot design students, they had relevant expertise and experience 

in the field, making their feedback and insights valuable for evaluating the tool's effectiveness and 

usability. On the day of the experiment, approximately 20 students were present and had been 

previously divided into 4 different groups, each group had been working on their own robot design 

for the duration of the course up until that point. The experiment took place during a lecture on 

social robot design, The specific lecture was about expression and was meant to offer a nice bridge 

between the target group and the project’s goal. 

The experiment was structured as follows, a small introduction to the project was given, 

informing the participants about the fact that the project is about the use of artificial intelligence in 

the process of designing robots and robot faces in particular. The target group, which in this case 

consisted of (student) social robot designers, was then asked to answer the following questions: 

1. Generate faces/embodiments for your design problem space. give the 10 most interesting 

images, including the used prompts and which generator you used. 

2. Generate faces/embodiments as close as possible to your actual robot. give the 10 most 

interesting images, including the used prompts and which generator you used. 

3. Generate alternative faces/embodiments for your robot, give 5 good alternatives and 5 really 

bad alternatives, including the used prompts and which generator you used. 

4. list 5 insights/features that are relevant to consider for you as a designer. How do these link 

to the reason for embodiment (social presence, gaze, tangible interaction, (perceived) 

ability/intelligence) 

5. did you run into limitations using these tools? what are potential technical (or creative) 

points you need to take into account? 

6. how does this (exercise) or how can these tools help your design process? 
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The assignment was performed with a robot the participants have been working on for the 

duration of the course up until that moment. The researcher walked around and was available for 

questions and made observations during the course of the experiment. If the participants found they 

needed guidance on how to use the tool, they could request this, and the frequency of this request 

would indicate how easy the prototype would be to use and how many people actually would need a 

guide.  

8.1.2 Ethical considerations 
As the experiment took place during a lecture presented by the project supervisor, several ethical 

considerations had to be taken into account. Ethical approval was sought for the experiment to 

ensure that the research was conducted with proper adherence to ethical guidelines and principles. 

It was made clear that the submission of work for the experiment had to be voluntary and not a 

mandatory part of the course. This approach was taken to respect the autonomy of the students and 

avoid any potential ethical issues related to coercion or bias. Sadly, due to the voluntary nature of 

participation, students chose not to submit their work, and consequently, the evaluation was 

conducted based on observation, for which ethical approval had been obtained.  

While the lack of direct submissions hinders the ability to provide concrete evidence of the 

students' responses, the study was conducted with ethical integrity, adhering to the necessary 

ethical principles to safeguard the participant’s rights and well-being. The observations made during 

the experiment, although not directly documented, still provided valuable insights and data for the 

research objectives. 

8.1.3 Insights from students 
After an introduction that clarified the tasks for each group of participants, the use of the image 

generation tool DALL-E was demonstrated to illustrate how to initiate a simple interaction with a 

tool. Following this introduction, it became clear that the tools were relatively easy for most 

participants to understand, as there were few questions or requests for assistance. It was also noted 

that some participants already seemed to have prior experience with other tools like Adobe Firefly or 

Dreambooth. Since the students were seated in groups, it is possible that they assisted each other 

when encountering difficulties. 

The biggest challenge for participants seemed to be formulating prompts correctly, 

participants often felt they were not able to fully translate their ideas to an image directly. 

Additionally, it was observed that the image generation models had varying quality in the generated 

images across different iterations regardless of the used prompt. When a picture of a “chess-playing 

robot resembling a desk light” was generated as an example to showcase the capabilities of DALL-E, 

participants were unable to replicate the quality of the imagery when attempting the same later on.  

Through conversations with different participants, it seemed as though the difficulty might 

have stemmed from the need to combine two seemingly unrelated objects into one, which proved to 

be a challenging task to accomplish consistently. The participant was advised by the researcher to 

expand their prompt, writing out more precisely what they envisioned. In Figure 51 and Figure 52, it 

can be observed that Figure 52 better represents the envisioned robot, indicating that providing a 

more precise description can assist the image generation model in producing desired results more 

consistently. Apart from the difference in accuracy between the two figures, the range of images 

does still vary in quality greatly amongst themselves. 
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Figure 51: "Chess-playing robot resembling a desk light" Stable Diffusion 2.1 

 
Figure 52: "*A motorized desk lamp looking like a robot arm made with servo motors next to a chess game” Stable Diffusion 

2.1 

The participants unanimously agreed that the image generation models were an easy way to 

quickly generate different ideas visually. This included the generation of new ideas and the 

exploration of fresh perspectives they had not previously considered, as well as the ability to quickly 

visualize concepts that had previously only existed in their minds. Although the generated images 

were not always perfect, they did help identify flaws in some of the participants' initial concepts. A 

group of students observed that the height of a robot in a hospital environment had a noticeable 

effect on its perceived presence. In a room filled with monitoring equipment, a tall robotic statue can 

create a stronger sense of liveliness or presence compared to a small robot, which may easily blend 

into the background as visualized in Figure 53. 

 
Figure 53: Small and large-sized robots in a hospital setting, generated by Stable diffusion using the following prompt 

“Nursing robot that cares for a hospitalized patient and looks like a bunny” 
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During the course of the project, an assumption was made by the researcher that realistic 

imagery would be the preferred outcome in generating interesting and helpful images that could 

inspire new ideas. However, upon discussion during the experiment, it became apparent that not all 

participants shared this sentiment. Some participants expressed a preference for more artistic 

interpretations and still found the images to be valuable and beneficial. 

Another noteworthy observation was that many participants found the credit system used by 

tools like DALL-E to be an annoyance. Since most participants had free accounts, they often did not 

have enough credits to generate fully accurate results. However, a workaround was quickly found by 

creating multiple accounts. As they worked in groups, each student could generate up to 15 images 

by utilizing different accounts. 

8.1.4 Reflection on the experiment 
The experiment provided valuable insights into the usability and effectiveness of image generation 

tools, specifically DALL-E, in the context of robot face design. some participants already had prior 

experience with said tools while others were quick to pick up the workings. As anticipated, 

formulating prompts proved to be a significant challenge for the participants. And is thus something 

that could and should be improved, the experiment highlighted that clear and specific prompts 

improved the accuracy and quality of the generated images. Despite the challenge, participants 

acknowledged that image-generation models could be beneficial for exploring new perspectives and 

visualizing concepts.  

Although the inability to record individual answers limits the extent to which the research 

question "What prompts do people use to generate robot faces, and which ones are successful?" can 

be answered, the experiment still yielded some insights from discussions and observations. These 

insights are incorporated into the development of the second prototype. 

8.2 Evaluation of requirements 
Following the list of requirements set during the specification is important for evaluating 

whether the product meets the user’s needs. The tables below present each requirement, indicating 

whether it has been fulfilled or not, and describing how it has been addressed, this is done for both 

prototypes 1 and 2. The status of each requirement is represented using colors: red for not done, 

orange for partially done, and green for done.  

 

Requirements: Prototype 1 MoSCoW Evaluation results 

1. The tool must be designed with 
user-friendliness in mind to avoid 
discouraging inexperienced 
designers from using AI in their 
design process. 

Must have The prototype explains all the steps that 
need to be taken to run the tool in detail. 
However, a notebook file on its own can 
still be too advanced for a beginner user 
and thus may discourage them from 
using the tool.  

2. The tool should include warnings 

regarding potentially undesirable 

outputs and copyright infringement 

and emphasize the need for caution 

when using the tool. 

Must have The prototype includes a warning 
message during step 5, the generation 
step, which advises users to exercise 
caution. This warning acknowledges the 
potential of encountering uncomfortable 
or inappropriate images as well as the 
possibility that the generated images 
may be subject to copyright. 

3. The tool must allow the user to use Must have The user has complete freedom to 
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its preferences or the preferences 
of others as input to adjust the 
prompts and get more personalized 
results. 

specify their own preferences when 
formulating prompts in the tool. They 
can input their personal preferences or 
incorporate the preferences of others, 
enabling them to tailor the generated 
images to their desired outcome. 

4. The tool must assist a designer in 
using image generation models by 
explaining the creation of a text 
prompt and guiding the user in 
selecting the right words and terms 
to ensure accurate image 
generation. 

Must have The user is guided in a limited way when 
it comes to prompt engineering. The tool 
explains in short what a prompt and 
negative prompt is and gives an example 
prompt, it links to an online guide for 
further assistance. 

5. The tool should enable and/or 
simplify the generation of robot 
faces with varying characteristics 
based on user input. 

Should have The tool not only allows users to 
generate robot faces but also simplifies 
the process by providing step-by-step 
instructions on setting up a model and 
formulating prompts. 

6. The tool should be easily sharable 
to reach as many potential users as 
possible and make them aware of 
the capabilities of AI. 

Should have The tool is stored as a .ipynb file, which is 
easily sharable, however, a specific 
environment is required to run the file. 
Additionally, the tool has high system 
requirements and may not run smoothly 
on an average local machine. To address 
this, it is recommended to use 
JupyterLab or Google Collab, which 
provide server environments with more 
capable hardware for running the file. 

7. The tool should be cost-effective, 
striving to minimize expenses for 
both designers and developers, 
while maintaining its functionality 
and quality. 

Should have The tool is essentially free to use. 
However, for users who wish to speed up 
the generation process by utilizing high-
end server environments, additional fees 
may apply. 

8. The tool should be designed to have 
something interesting for 
everybody so that even advanced 
users might still learn a thing or two 
from using the tool. 

Should have The tool may be more appealing to 
advanced users than beginners due to 
the easy accessibility of the underlying 
code that runs the image generation 
model. This allows advanced users to 
delve into the code, understand its 
workings, and even modify aspects such 
as the image generation model itself. 
However, it might discourage beginners 
who just want to generate a few robot 
faces. 

9. The tool should not rely exclusively 
on online image generation models 
and ideally should have the 
capability to be stored and 
executed locally, to avoid 
dependence on the owners and 
researchers behind a used AI 

Should have The tool currently relies on downloading 
the image generation model from an 
online database. Once downloaded, the 
model can be used even if the database 
becomes unavailable. However, when 
the notebook is restarted, the model 
needs to be downloaded again. This 
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model. means that the tool is still dependent on 
the availability of the online database. 

10. The tool should speed up the 
process of using an image 
generation model and coming up 
with an effective prompt. 

Should have On average, the current tool does not 
provide a faster image generation 
process compared to existing models. 

11. The tool could incorporate an 
"eraser tool" feature to allow for 
the regeneration or removal of 
specific facial features. 

Could have This was not possible in the current 
timeframe. Additionally, no findings were 
discovered that could serve as a starting 
point for future exploration. 

12. The tool could include a feature 
that allows the user to select a 
generated image and use it as input 
to generate new images that might 
be similar using a specific Wii-style 
character selection process. 

Could have This was not possible in the current 
timeframe. However, it could be applied 
in the future using an image-to-image 
model from HuggingFace, warranting 
further research for possible integration. 

13. The tool could utilize a self-built and 
trained AI system instead of relying 
on an existing image generation 
model. This approach would offer 
more control over the output of the 
model and the potential to 
generate more accurate results. 

Could have This was not possible in the current 
timeframe. However, the tool has the 
flexibility to swap different image 
generation models, allowing for potential 
improvements and customization in the 
future. 

14. The tool could be trained by data 
from the ‘Robot facebook’ 
database. 

Could have Currently not applicable. 

Table 2: Evaluation of requirements for prototype 1 

Requirements: Prototype 2 MoSCoW Evaluation results 

1. The tool must be designed with 
user-friendliness in mind to avoid 
discouraging inexperienced 
designers from using AI in their 
design process. 

Must have The prototype provides an introduction 
to the topic and includes a detailed 
explanation of prompts, including 
guidance on how to effectively phrase 
them. 

2. The tool should include warnings 

regarding potentially undesirable 

outputs and copyright infringement 

and emphasize the need for caution 

when using the tool. 

Must have The prototype includes a warning 
message that advises users to exercise 
caution when using the tool. This 
warning acknowledges the potential of 
encountering uncomfortable or 
inappropriate images as well as the 
possibility that the generated images 
may be subject to copyright. 

3. The tool must allow the user to use 
its preferences or the preferences 
of others as input to adjust the 
prompts and get more personalized 
results. 

Must have The user has complete freedom to 
specify their own preferences when 
formulating prompts using the tool. The 
tool only teaches the user how to better 
construct their prompts, enabling them 
to tailor the generated images to their 
desired outcome. 

4. The tool must assist a designer in 
using image generation models by 

Must have The tool provides step-by-step guidance 
on prompt engineering, covering the 
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explaining the creation of a text 
prompt and guiding the user in 
selecting the right words and terms 
to ensure accurate image 
generation. 

concepts of AI, the definition of a 
prompt, and instructions on how to 
effectively phrase a prompt. Additionally, 
the tool addresses negative prompts and 
provides example images generated 
using different prompts as illustrations. 

5. The tool should enable and/or 
simplify the generation of robot 
faces with varying characteristics 
based on user input. 

Should have The tool does not enable the generation 
of robot faces but it does simplify the 
process by explaining how to interact 
with existing image generation models 

6. The tool should be easily sharable 
to reach as many potential users as 
possible and make them aware of 
the capabilities of AI. 

Should have The tool, in its poster format, is designed 
for easy sharing, whether through social 
media platforms or handed out physically 
on paper. 

7. The tool should be cost-effective, 
striving to minimize expenses for 
both designers and developers, 
while maintaining its functionality 
and quality. 

Should have The tool itself is free to use. However, 
the main component required to utilize 
the tool, an image generation model, 
may come at a cost. 

8. The tool should be designed to have 
something interesting for 
everybody so that even advanced 
users might still learn a thing or two 
from using the tool. 

Should have The tool may be more appealing to 
beginning users as opposed to advanced 
users. The tool starts with the basics of 
image generation, introducing terms like 
AI, making it a valuable resource for 
users who are new to the concept.  
However, advanced users can still find 
value in the tool as it offers information 
on keywords and examples that may 
provide them with new insights. 

9. The tool should not rely exclusively 
on online image generation models 
and ideally should have the 
capability to be stored and 
executed locally, to avoid 
dependence on the owners and 
researchers behind a used AI 
model. 

Should have The tool only provides information on 
how to engineer prompts. It relies on 
existing (online) image generation 
models to generate images. 

10. The tool should speed up the 
process of using an image 
generation model and coming up 
with an effective prompt. 

Should have The tool will likely speed up the process 
of coming up with an effective text 
prompt, especially for beginners. 

11. The tool could incorporate an 
"eraser tool" feature to allow for 
the regeneration or removal of 
specific facial features. 

Could have The tool only provides information on 
how to engineer prompts. It relies on 
existing (online) image generation 
models to generate images. 

12. The tool could include a feature 
that allows the user to select a 
generated image and use it as input 
to generate new images that might 
be similar using a specific Wii-style 
character selection process. 

Could have The tool only provides information on 
how to engineer prompts. It relies on 
existing (online) image generation 
models to generate images. 
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13. The tool could utilize a self-built and 
trained AI system instead of relying 
on an existing image generation 
model. This approach would offer 
more control over the output of the 
model and the potential to 
generate more accurate results. 

Could have The tool only provides information on 
how to engineer prompts. It relies on 
existing (online) image generation 
models to generate images. 

14. The tool could be trained by data 
from the ‘Robot facebook’ 
database. 

Could have The tool only provides information on 
how to engineer prompts. It relies on 
existing (online) image generation 
models to generate images. 

Table 3: Evaluation of requirements for prototype 2 
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9. Discussion & Future Work  
This section discusses the assessment of the final prototype and its limitations, the design process, 

and opportunities for future research and development. 

9.1 Discussion 
This project began as an open assignment related to the robot face database "the robot facebook" by 

Eva Velt. Early in the project's timeline, the decision was made to expand the project in the direction 

of AI, with the goal of exploring the possibility of merging robot face design and AI tooling. As the 

project progressed, two distinct concepts were worked out in greater detail: a software solution and 

an informational guide. 

Originally, the plan was to evaluate the effectiveness of the first prototype through an 

experiment and then use the insights gained to develop a second iteration of the prototype. 

However, due to the first prototype not functioning as expected during the planned experiment, a 

different approach was considered. The alternative experiment focused on testing the challenges 

users might encounter while interacting with existing image generation models. 

The experiment revealed that participants found the tools relatively easy to understand, but 

struggled with accurately formulating prompts to consistently achieve desired results. Despite this, 

the generated images were generally beneficial to the participants in visualizing new perspectives 

and ideas. The findings underscore the importance of improving prompt formulation techniques and 

highlight the potential of AI-powered image generation tools to enhance the creative process for 

designers in Human-Robot Interaction. 

Due to the alternative experiment taking place, the second prototype deviated from its 

original plan of being a direct improvement of the first prototype, instead opting for a new approach 

to address the same problem. However, insights and observations from both the first prototype and 

the experiment did contribute to improving the second prototype compared to the first one. 

Unfortunately, this second prototype was not able to be user tested as the project was pressed for 

time. 

9.2 Limitations 
During this research, several limiting factors affected the overall outcome. The first limitation was 

related to the first prototype, which only worked partially, and its performance was inconsistent. 

These issues were difficult to trace and fix, mainly due to the constraints of the JupyterLab 

environment provided by the University of Twente, which is a public environment with shared 

resources among its users, leading to restricted access to certain features requiring administrator 

access. this caused the first prototype to not be subjected to user testing, which limited the feedback 

and insights gathered from external users. 

Furthermore, the second prototype has also not been subjected to user testing, due to time 

constraints. As a result, only the researcher reviewed the final prototypes and incorporated the 

feedback received from participants during the alternative experiment in the design process of the 

second prototype.  

9.3 Future work 
When considering future work, there is still a lot of potential for further exploration in AI-powered 

tooling and robot face design. This project began at the cusp of what could be called an AI boom, and 

since then, numerous advancements have taken place in the field. As image generation models 

continuously improve, results obtained in this project shall need to be revisited to stay current with 

the progress of AI technology.  

An area that warrants further research is prompt language, when engineering prompts the 

choice of words matters quite significantly [62]. Future research could explore recent publications 
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such as “A Taxonomy of Prompt Modifiers for Text-To-Image Generation” [63] to investigate how 

these insights can be applied to robot face design or in other design domains. Additionally, research 

could be conducted to uncover potential links between certain types of robots and specific keywords 

used in text prompts. 

As previously mentioned, JupyterLab was not an ideal platform for the development of the 

first prototype. Therefore alternative approaches should be investigated that could make running 

demanding image generation models more accessible, especially on less capable hardware. Potential 

solutions may involve investigating less resource-intensive models or finding better ways to offload 

heavy calculations performed by these models. 

When it comes to user testing, the experiment in this project was performed midway 

through the design process of the participants. However, to test the capabilities of an image 

generation model in generating ideas, it can be beneficial to conduct user testing during the 

beginning phase of a design process. By doing so, insights can be gained into how the model's 

outputs could influence the early stages of ideation and creative exploration. 

 Lastly, the environmental impact of using AI-powered image generation models in design 

processes needs to be considered and explored. As AI technologies continue to evolve, it is important 

to assess the energy consumption and carbon footprint associated with training and running these 

models. Understanding the environmental implications can help make more informed decisions 

about the sustainable use of such tools and devise strategies to mitigate their impact on the 

environment.  
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10. Conclusion  
This project explored how generative AI can be used as a design tool in the field of Human-Robot 

Interaction, specifically addressing the research question, “How to create a tool that simplifies image 

generation to generate robot faces to assist robot designers in their decision-making?”. The 

exploration revolved around merging robot face design with AI tools to enhance the design process. 

Additionally, the project aimed to identify the potential value of these tools in education and design 

contexts. Literature research has highlighted the importance of the appearance of a robot, 

particularly concerning their faces. The way a robot looks influences the user’s expectations of its 

behavior, influencing the overall user experience. Additionally, further background research explored 

the current state of digital decision-making and AI tools gathering new ideas and identifying aspects 

that could potentially be incorporated into the project. Besides background research, a stakeholder 

analysis was performed before brainstorming on potential concepts during the ideation. This process 

led to the generation of three concrete concepts, two of which were eventually selected for further 

development into prototypes. 

The first prototype is an all-in-one software solution that guides users through image 

generation with a focus on robot face design. It is implemented as a Jupyter notebook, allowing it to 

run on cloud services like JupyterLab or Google Collab, and potentially on local hardware with 

sufficient capabilities, ensuring easy sharing. Furthermore, users can access and interact with the 

code, gaining a deeper understanding of the image generation model, making it particularly 

advantageous for advanced users who can customize certain components to match their 

preferences. The second prototype is an informational guide presented as a poster, offering valuable 

insights and guidelines for AI-driven robot face design. Its content is compatible with various existing 

image generation tools and its format allows for easy sharing on social media platforms, increasing 

accessibility. the guide delves into the fundamentals of AI and prompt design, making it especially 

beneficial for beginners in the field of AI.  

These prototypes represent different approaches to leveraging AI in the field of Human-

Robot Interaction. Each solution has its strengths and advantages, catering to different user 

preferences and needs, both offering innovative solutions for robot designers. Unfortunately, these 

prototypes have not been user-tested, and as such, their effectiveness in assisting robot designers 

remains to be verified. 

Nonetheless, the results of this project can be seen as a foundational step for the potential 

integration of generative AI as a design tool in the field of Human-Robot Interaction. By addressing 

the research question and exploring diverse approaches for potential integration, this project has 

demonstrated the feasibility of simplifying image generation for robot faces. 

In conclusion, this thesis project has shown the potential of generative AI as a design tool for 

robot faces in Human-Robot Interaction. By combining AI capabilities with user-centric design 

principles, this project offers innovative solutions to simplify image generation and enhance the 

design process. With further refinement and user testing, these tools have the potential to create big 

impact in the field of Human-Robot Interaction and pave the way for future advancements in AI-

driven design. 
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Appendix A: Informational Poster 
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