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Abstract 

 

 

The increasing competitiveness of the job market has increased the need for effective interview preparation tools. This 

review paper presents trends in AI-assisted mock interview systems that employ emotion recognition, confidence 

analysis, and natural language processing for comprehensive candidate evaluation. We examine various 

implementations of such systems, their architectures, approaches, evaluation methods, and shortcomings. The review 

discovers that while these systems are promising in streamlining interview assessment and providing objective criticism, 

there are huge problems with accuracy, preventing bias, and ethical considerations. We identify significant research 

gaps and propose areas for further research in this new field. 
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1. Introduction 

 

Interview performance is a strong determinant of career advancement, but many qualified individuals perform poorly as 

they were inadequately prepared, anxious, or without access to good-quality coaching. Traditional mock interview 

exercises—peer-to-peer or by career advisors—are underpinned by inconsistency, subjectivity, and low scalability. Such 

limitations have motivated researchers and practitioners to develop AI-powered mock interview systems that provide 

standardized, objective, and scalable interview preparation. 

 

 

Recent advancements in machine learning, particularly natural language processing (NLP), computer vision, and 

affective computing have enabled the development of sophisticated systems that are able to handle not only verbal 

responses but also non-verbal cues such as facial expressions, tone of voice, and body language. These systems can 

make high-quality interview preparation accessible to all and reduce the cost and stress burden for applicants. 

 

This review integrates findings of recent research on mock interview systems based on AI, comparing their technical 

approaches, performance, and implications. We discuss five major implementations: emotion and confidence classifier 

systems, NLP-based feedback systems, speech analysis systems, and multimodal evaluation systems. Our review points 

out what is potential and lacking in current solutions and where research is particularly needed. 

 

2. System Architectures and Key Components 

 

2.1 Common Architectural Patterns 

 

Most AI-powered mock interview websites are modular with a few core components: 

 

User Interface Layer: Web or mobile applications providing support for user registration, profile creation, and 

management of interview sessions. Contemporary ones are centered around usability and responsive designs to minimize 

technical hurdles to usage. 

Question Generation Engine: Adaptive, role-based question generation modules generating questions based on user 

https://ijsrem.com/


           
       International Journal of Scientific Research in Engineering and Management (IJSREM) 

                        Volume: 09 Issue: 10 | Oct - 2025                                SJIF Rating: 8.586                                    ISSN: 2582-3930                                                                                                                                               

 

© 2025, IJSREM      | https://ijsrem.com                                 DOI: 10.55041/IJSREM52953                                            |        Page 2 
 

profiles, resumes, and target jobs. Advanced systems employ large language models such as GPT or BERT to develop 

contextually appropriate questions, while others employ proven question banks with domains and difficulty levels. 

 

 

Response Capture Module: Multi-modal input interfaces that record video, audio, and text responses. Speech-to-text 

transduction enables analysis of verbal responses, with reported accuracy rates ranging from 84% to 87% across 

different implementations. 

 

 

AI Evaluation Engine: The analytical core based on machine learning models that assess responses across multiple 

dimensions. These typically include: 

- Relevance and completeness of information 

- Linguistic quality (grammar, fluency, and clarity) 

- Emotional state (through facial expression analysis) 

- Confidence level (through speech prosody and nonverbal behavior) 

- Technical correctness (for subject-specific questions) 

 

 

Feedback Generation System: Computer-based report generation giving candidates rich performance metrics, including 

areas of strength and areas in need of improvement. Sophisticated systems monitor trends in performance across 

sessions, allowing longitudinal measurement. 

 

2.2 Integration of Google Gemini and Other APIs 

 

Several deployments use the Google Gemini Pro API for advanced natural language processing and question answering. 

Context-sensitive question generation and nuanced evaluation of candidate answers, beyond mere technical correctness 

but also style of communication, are facilitated by deep learning in the Gemini API. This is a significant improvement 

over rule-based approaches, though it also entails dependency on third-party services and data privacy issues. 

 

 

3. Evaluation Methodologies 

3.1 Techniques for Emotion Recognition 

 

Emotion recognition is one of the most prominent features of modern mock interview platforms, which typically take 

place using convolutional neural networks (CNNs) trained on face expression datasets. The platforms attempt to 

recognize emotions by categories using Basic Emotion Theory (happiness, sadness, anger, surprise, fear, disgust). 

 

 

But this approach is confronted with significant theoretical and practical challenges. Experiments in affective science 

have progressively challenged the sufficiency of cross-culturally and universally applicable emotion categories, noting 

huge individual and culture differences in the display of emotions. Experiments have measured accuracy differences 

between demographic groups, with lower performance by women, minorities, and people with certain disabilities. These 

biases can support discriminatory decisions in hiring contexts. 

 

3.2 Confidence Assessment 

 

Confidence assessment typically analyzes some characteristics: 

Speech characteristics: pitch alteration, speech rate, volume, voice steadiness Language patterns: fillers, hedges, 
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assertive statements 

Non-verbal behavior: posture, eye gaze, hand movements (in video-based systems) 

 

 

These surrogates are linked with perceived confidence but not necessarily with real competence. Cross-cultural 

differences in communication styles may lead to misinterpretation—e.g., confidenic communication behavior in one 

culture would be viewed as aggressive or inappropriate in another. 

 

3.3 Content and Knowledge Assessment 

 

NLP-based content analysis assesses answers in terms of: 

- Relevance to the posed question 

- Logical coherence and structure 

- Information completeness 

- Application of specialist vocabulary in a field 

- Clarity of expression 

 

 

Semantic analysis and keyword mapping are applied in high-end systems, comparing candidate responses to reference 

responses or existing knowledge bases. Measured accuracy for content evaluation ranges from 84% to 92%, while there 

is a decline in performance for extremely technical or specialist fields. 

 

 

4. Performance and User Experience 

 

4.1 Effectiveness of Current Systems 

 

Where evidence is available, it suggests that AI-powered mock interview platforms can increase candidate preparedness. 

Candidate surveys of satisfaction consistently yield over 85% approval ratings as candidates value the provision of 

immediate feedback and repeated practice opportunities. Platforms that provide extensive, actionable feedback perform 

particularly strongly. 

 

 

Experimental studies demonstrate measurable improvement in interview performance following system use. A specific 

application, for instance, reported that 92% of its subjects swore to notable interview skill improvement. Measurable 

indices show improvement in response form, reduction in filler words, and confidence ratings over a sequence of 

sessions. 

 

4.2 Limitations and Challenges 

 

Despite positive outcomes, several significant limitations persist: 

 

 

Speech Recognition Accuracy: While present systems are 84-87% accurate in transcription, performance deteriorates 

with different accents, noise, or bad articulation. This prevents accessibility for non-native speakers and speech-

disordered persons. 
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Technical Response Handling: Existing systems have no capacity to deal with highly technical or specialist responses 

with deep domain expertise. The 84% metric for semantic content analysis indicates room for improvement, particularly 

in fields like advanced engineering, medicine, or law. 

 

 

Emotional Labor and Authenticity: Ingber and Andalibi (2025) discovered that candidates rated by emotion AI reported 

feeling less equitably treated than rating by human recruiters. Gender minorities and disabled individuals reported lower 

disclosure and more emotional labor when observed by emotion AI. These findings refute vendor claims that emotion 

AI enables "authentic" candidate evaluation. 

 

 

Issues of Privacy: Collection and analysis of sensitive biometric data (voice patterns, emotional expressions) pose 

serious privacy concerns. Evidence shows that secondary data usage issues are an important factor in candidate 

disclosure and comfort levels. 

 

 

 

5. Justice, Fairness, and Ethical Problems 

 

5.1 Perceptions of Organizational Justice 

 

Recent experimental research has shown disturbing discrepancies between AI-evaluated interview perceptions and 

human evaluation. Emotionally, AI systems contrasted with human evaluation have candidates perceiving they have 

significantly lower: 

Procedural justice: process fairness Distributive justice: outcome fairness 

Interactional justice: respectful treatment within the process 

 

 

These are particularly robust perceptions within marginalized groups. Transgender participants reported much lower 

perceptions of justice on all dimensions when measured by emotion AI. Asian participants reported less procedural and 

interactional justice, and disability groups had differential concern patterns. 

 

 

5.2 Risk of Bias and Discrimination 

 

Emotion detection systems have been reporting biases on a number of axes: 

 

 

Gender Bias: The systems can misinterpret emotional cues differently across genders, reinforcing stereotypes of 

emotional expression. Women and gender-nonconforming people report disclosing less sensitive information in AI-

screened interviews, which might disadvantage them. 

 

 

Racial Bias: Facial recognition software has lower accuracy for darker skin tones. Cultural differences in emotional 

expression may lead to misinterpretation of candidates from other racial backgrounds. 

 

 

Disability Discrimination: Candidates with conditions impacting emotional management, facial expressions, or speech 

patterns can be disproportionately penalized. Neurodivergent applicants and individuals with mental health conditions 

reported vastly different emotional labor patterns when scored by emotion AI. 
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5.3 Regulatory and Policy Implications 

 

The European Union's AI Act classifies the application of emotion AI during hiring as "high risk," and this must be 

rendered transparent, responsible, and regulated by human agency. In the United States, the Equal Employment 

Opportunity Commission has warned against the liability risk posed by algorithmic hiring technologies that scan facial 

and voice patterns. 

 

 

These trends in regulation are a sign of growing sensitivity that emotion AI in the workplace poses fundamental 

concerns of fairness, dignity, and equal opportunity. Researchers and policymakers increasingly call for emotion data 

collection boundaries in workplaces, positing that current systems are not equipped to address human diversity and 

individual-to-individual differences appropriately. 

 

6. Technical Innovations and Future Directions 

 

6.1 Emerging Technologies 

 

Some encouraging technological avenues are deserving of note: 

 

 

Multimodality Learning: Synthesizing several data streams (text, audio, video, physiological signals) might improve 

evaluation accuracy and provide richer assessments. 

 

 

Adaptive Questioning: Real-time adaptive machine learning systems for adjusting question difficulty and topic based on 

candidate answer would enable more personalized practice experiences. 

 

 

Explainable AI: Developing understandable models that can produce explanations for the reasoning behind the 

evaluations would improve transparency and trust. 

 

 

Privacy-Preserving Methods: In-device processing, federated learning, or differential privacy can be used to ease data 

security concerns without compromising usability. 

 

 

6.2 Research Gaps 

 

A few primary issues are inadequately researched: 

1. Longitudinal Effect: Longitudinal analysis of whether AI-based preparation is significant in terms of actual interview 

success and work performance. 

2. Cross-Cultural Validity: Systematic examination of system performance across different cultural environments and 

communication norms. 

 

3. Accessibility: Research on ways to engineer systems to accommodate users with varying disabilities without 

compromising evaluation quality. 
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4. Emotional Well-being: Studies on potential adverse psychological impacts of routine AI evaluation, particularly for 

vulnerable populations. 

 

 

5. Alternative Approaches: Research on assessment approaches that do not rely on problematic emotion inference, such 

as structured behavioral assessment or competency-based models. 

 

7. Recommendations and Best Practices 

 

7.1 For System Developers 

 

Prioritize Transparency: State explicitly what data is collected, how it is used, and the limits of AI evaluation. Avoid 

exaggerating accuracy or objectivity. 

 

 

Design for Diversity: Training data must represent diverse populations by gender, race, age, disability, and culture. 

Conduct bias audits on a regular basis. 

 

 

Reduce Emotion Inference: Ask yourself if emotion detection is crucial to the fundamental operation of the system. 

Where it is possible, focus on objective skills rather than inferred emotional states. 

 

 

Give User Control: Give users control over what data is collected and what is done with it. Provide switches to disable 

different features (e.g., video recording) without interrupting basic functionality. 

 

 

Human-in-the-Loop: Maintain human supervision and provide mechanisms for candidates to challenge or appeal 

algorithmic ratings. 

 

7.2 For Users and Career Counselors 

 

Critical Engagement: Leverage AI mock interview sites as a component of many, not as the singular preparation method. 

Be aware that AI feedback may not detect cultural nuances or individual strengths. 

 

 

Recognition of Limitations: Be aware that emotion detection and confidence judgments are highly limited and may not 

even capture true competence or potential. 

 

 

Privacy Protection: Read carefully privacy policies and be cautious against systems that collect enormous quantities of 

biometric data without explicit reason or safeguard. 

 

7.3 For Policymakers and Regulators 

 

Establish Specific Standards: Implement regulation governing use of emotion AI in hiring and interview preparation, 

emphasizing openness, fairness, and accountability. 

 

Require Impact Assessments: Require bias audits and disparate impact analyses before deploying AI hiring systems. 
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Shield Vulnerable Populations: Offer strong protection against disability, mental health status, and other protected 

characteristic-based discrimination. 

 

 

Enable Research: Encourage independent study of effectiveness, fairness, and psychological impact of AI interview 

systems. 

 

8. Conclusion 

 

 

Mock interviewing systems based on artificial intelligence are a significant technological innovation that can 

democratize access to good-quality interview practice. The current implementations show functionality in automated 

question formulation, multi-modal response analysis, and explicit feedback supply. The satisfaction rate of the users is 

generally high, and the majority of candidates report increased confidence and performance following system use. 

 

 

But this review makes valid concerns about equity, bias, and the legitimacy of emotion recognition in the process of 

hiring. Experimental evidence suggests that emotion AI is viewed as less equitable compared to human judgment, 

particularly from minority groups that are, at best, already discriminated against in the process of hiring. Technical 

constraints in speech recognition, content evaluation, and cross-cultural validity also confine the performance of existing 

systems. 

 

 

The path forward is to balance innovation with ethical awareness. Developers should make feature inflation or marketing 

hype secondary to transparency, fairness, and user well-being. Researchers should turn attention toward repairing bias, 

making things easier to use, and building long-term impacts. Policymakers must implement firm guardrails that protect 

candidates but allow useful innovation. 

 

 

Most fundamentally, the field must ask whether emotion inference as a component of interview evaluation makes sense 

or even necessary. In light of the extremely well-documented problems of emotion recognition technology—such as 

questionable scientific foundations, demographic biases, and concerns about justice—other approaches targeted towards 

observable skills and competencies might be more useful and equitable. 

 

 

As the technology matures, ongoing dialogue among technologists, social scientists, policymakers, and affected 

communities will be required to ensure that AI-based interview systems live up to their stated mission: helping all 

applicants to present their best, rather than perpetuating existing inequalities in the interest of objectivity. 
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