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ABSTRACT
We introduce SimplerVoice: a key message and visual de-
scription generator system to help low-literate adults navigate
the information-dense world with confidence, on their own.
SimplerVoice can automatically generate sensible sentences
describing an unknown object, extract semantic meanings of
the object usage in the form of a query string, then, represent
the string as multiple types of visual guidance (pictures, pic-
tographs, etc.). We demonstrate SimplerVoice system in a
case study of generating grocery products’ manuals through
a mobile application. To evaluate, we conducted a user study
on SimplerVoice’s generated description in comparison to the
information interpreted by users from other methods: the orig-
inal product package and search engines’ top result, in which
SimplerVoice achieved the highest performance score: 4.82
on 5-point mean opinion score scale. Our result shows that
SimplerVoice is able to provide low-literate end-users with
simple yet informative components to help them understand
how to use the grocery products, and that the system may
potentially provide benefits in other real-world use cases.
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text-to-visual, object-to-text, text-to-image synthesis, n-grams,
word-sense disambiguation, image-sense disambiguation,
ontology, natural language processing, information retrieval,
data science, illiteracy, education, ESL, social good

1. INTRODUCTION
Illiteracy has been one of the most serious pervasive prob-
lems all over the world. According to the U. S. Department
of Education, the National Center for Education Statistics,
approximately 32 million adults in the United States are not
able to read, which is about 14% of the entire adult population
[4]. Additionally, 44% of the 2.4 million students in the U. S.
federally funded adult education programs are English as a
second language (ESL) students, and about 185,000 of them
are at the lowest ESL level, beginning literacy [2]. While
low-literate adults lack the ability to read and to understand

text, particularly, the low-literate ESL adult learners also face
the dual challenge of developing basic literacy skills which
includes decoding, comprehending, and producing print, along
with English proficiency, represent different nationalities and
cultural backgrounds [24]. Hence, illiteracy is shown as a
significant barrier that results in a person’s struggling in every
aspect of his or her daily life activity.

While there have not been any solutions to completely solve
the illiteracy problem, recent developments of data science and
artificial intelligence have brought a great opportunity to study
how to support low-literate people in their lives. In this work,
we propose SimplerVoice: a system that is able to generate key
messages, and visual description for illiteracy. SimplerVoice
could present easier-to-understand representations of complex
objects to low-literate adult users, which helps them gain more
confidence in navigating their own daily lives.

While the recent technology such as Google Goggles, Ama-
zon’s Flow, etc. proposed methods to parse the complex ob-
jects using image recognition, augmented reality techniques
into the objects names, then to search for URLs of the ob-
jects information, the main challenges of SimplerVoice are
to generate and retrieve simple, yet informative text, and vi-
sual description for illiterate people. This includes supporting
adult basic education (ABE), and the English as a second
language acquisition (SLA) training by performing natural
language processing, and information retrieval techniques,
such as: automatically generating sensible texts, word-sense-
disambiguation and image-sense-disambiguation mechanism,
and retrieving the optimal visual components. We propose
the overall framework, and demonstrate the system in a case
study of grocery shopping where SimplerVoice generates key
text, and visual manual of how to use grocery products. The
system prototype are also provided, and the empirical evalu-
ation shows that SimplerVoice is able to provide users with
simple text, and visual components which adequately convey
the product’s usage.
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The organization of the paper is as follows. First, we have
a quick review of previous works of text-to-image synthesis
field in Section 2. In Section 3, we show our system design,
including 4 parts as Input Retrieval, Object2Text, Text2Visual,
and Output Display, along with the challenges of each com-
ponents, and the proposed solution. We report the empirical
evaluation of the proposed methods using real-world datasets
for a case study in Section 4. Finally, Section 5 concludes this
paper, and states future work directions.

2. RELATED WORK
In the field of ABE and SLA, researchers have conducted a
number of studies to assist low-literate learners in their efforts
to acquire literacy and language skills by reading interventions,
and providing specific instructions through local education
agencies, community colleges and educational organizations
[3, 2].

In augmentative and alternative communication (AAC) study,
text-to-picture systems were proposed in [20, 5]. [20] used
a lookup table to transliterate each word in a sentence into
an icon which resulted in a sequence of icons. Because the
resulting icons sequence might be difficult to comprehend,
the authors in [5] introduced a system using a concatenative
or ”collage” approach to select and display the pictures corre-
sponding to the text.

To generate images from text, the authors in [17] proposed an
approach to automatically generate a large number of images
for specified object classes that downloads all contents from a
Web search query, then, removes irrelevant components, and
re-ranks the remainder. However, the study did not work on
action-object interaction classes, which might be needed to
describe an object.

Another direction is to link the text to a database of pictographs.
[22] introduced a text-to-pictograph translation system that is
used in an on-line platform for augmentative and alternative
communication. The text-to-pictograph was built, and evalu-
ated on email text messages. Furthermore, an extended study
of this work was provided in [19] which improved the Dutch
text-to-pictograph through word sense disambiguation.

Recently, there have been studies that proposed to use deep
generative adversarial networks to perform text-to-image syn-
thesis [16, 26]. However, these techniques might still have the
limitation of scalability, or image resolution restriction.

3. SYSTEM DESIGN
In this section, we describe the system design, and workflow
of SimplerVoice (Figure 1). SimplerVoice has 4 main com-
ponents: input retrieval, object2text, text2visual, and output
display. Figure 1 provides the overall structure of Simpler-
Voice system.

3.1 Overview
Given an object as the target, SimplerVoice, first, retrieves
the target input in either of 3 representations: (1) object’s
title as text, (2) object’s shape as image, or (3) other forms,
e.g. object’s information from scanned barcode, speech from
users, etc. Based on the captured input, the system, then,

generates a query string/sequence of text which is the key
message describing the object’s usage. Due to low-literates’
lack of reading capability, the generated text requires not only
informativeness, but also simplicity, and clarity. Therefore, we
propose to use the "S-V-O" query’s canonical representation
as below:

[Subject] + [Verb-ing] + (with) + [Object Type/Category]

The intuition of this query representation is that the gener-
ated key message should be able to describe the action of a
person using, or interacting with the target object. Moreover,
the simple "S-V-O" model has been proposed to use in other
studies [25, 8, 6] since it is able to provide adequate semantics
meaning. The detail of generating the S-V-O query is provided
in Section 3.2.

Once the query is constructed, SimplerVoice converts the
query text into visual forms. There is a variety of visual for-
mats to provide users: photos, icons, pictographs, etc. These
visual components can be obtained by different means, such
as: using search engine, mapping query/ontology to a database
of images. However, the key point is to choose the optimal
display for illiteracy which is described in Section 3.3. The
result of SimplerVoice is provided further in Section 4.

3.2 Object2Text
This section discusses the process of generating key message
from the object’s input. Based on the retrieved input, we can
easily obtain the object’s title through searching in database,
or using search engine; hence, we assume that the input of
object2text is the object’s title. The workflow of object2text
is provided in Figure 2. S-V-O query is constructed by the 3
steps below.

Finding Object Type (O)
In order to find the object type, SimplerVoice, first, builds
an ontology-based knowledge tree. Then, the system maps
the object with a tree’s leaf node based on the object’s title.
For instance, given the object’s title as “Thomas’ Plain Mini
Bagels", SimplerVoice automatically defines that the object
category is “bagel". Note that both the knowledge tree, and
the mapping between object and object category are obtained
based on text-based searching / crawling web, or through
semantic webs’ content. Figure 3 shows an example of the
sub-tree for object category "bagel". While the mapped leaf
node is the O in our S-V-O model, the parents nodes describe
the more general object categories, and the neighbors indicate
other objects’ types which are similar to the input object. All
the input object’s type, the direct parents category, and the
neighbors’ are, then, put in the next step: generating verbs
(V).

Generating + Refining Verb Sets (V)
We propose to use 2 methods to generate the suitable verbs
for the target object: heuristics-based, and n-grams model.
In detail, SimplerVoice has a set of rule-based heuristics for
the objects. For instance, if the object belongs to a "food
| drink" category, the verb is generated as "eat | drink".
Another example is the retrieved "play" verb if input object
falls into "toy" category. However, due to the complexity
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Figure 1. Overall system structure & workflow of SimplerVoice, with 4 main components: input retrieval, object2text, text2visual, and output display.
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Figure 2. The process of generating S-V-O in Object2Text.
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Figure 3. An example of ontology sub-tree for "Bagel" built by crawled
data from grocery shopping websites.

of object’s type, heuristics-based approach might not cover
all the contexts of object. As to solve this, an n-grams
model is applied to generate a set of verbs for the target
object. An n-gram is a contiguous sequence of n items from
a given speech, or text string. N-grams model has been
extensively used for various tasks in text mining, and natural
language processing field [10, 23]. Here, we use the Google
Books n-grams database [14, 11] to generate a set of verbs
corresponding to the input object’s usage. Given a noun,
n-grams model can provide a set of words that have the
highest frequency of appearance followed by the noun in the
database of Google Books. For an example, "eaten", "toasted",
"are", etc. are the words which are usually used with "bagel".
To get the right verb form, after retrieving the words from
n-grams model, SimplerVoice performs word stemming [12]
on the n-grams’ output.

Word-sense disambiguation: In the real-world case, a word
could have multiple meanings. This fact may affects the pro-
cess of retrieving the right verb set. Indeed, word-sense dis-
ambiguation has been a challenging problem in the field of
nature language processing. An example of the ambiguity is
the object "cookie". The word "cookie" has 2 meanings: one
is "a small, flat, sweet food made from flour and sugar" (con-
text of biscuit), another is "a piece of information stored on
your computer about Internet documents that you have looked
at" (context of computing). Each meaning results in different
verb lists, such as: "eat", "bake" for biscuit cookie, and "use",
"store" for computing cookie. In order to solve the ambiguity,
we propose to take advantage of the built ontology tree.

In detail, SimplerVoice uses the joint verb set of 3 types of
nouns: the input object, the parents, and the neighbors as
the 3 noun types are always in the same context of ontology.
Equation 1 shows the word-sense disambiguation mechanism
with V (Object) indicates the verb set of an object generated
by heuristics, and n-grams model:

Vf inal(Ob ject) =V (Ob ject)
⋂

V (Parents)⋂
V (Neighbors)

(1)

Low-informative verbs: In order to ensure the quality of gener-
ated verbs, SimplerVoice maintains a list of restricted verbs
that need to be filtered out. There are a lot of general, and
low-informative verbs generated by n-grams model such as



Figure 4. Word-sense disambiguation, and low-informative verbs filter-
ing.

"be", "have", "use", etc. as these verbs are highly used in
daily sentences/conversation. The restricted verb list could
help to ensure the right specificity aspect. Hence, we modify
(1) into (2). The process of word-sense disambiguation, and
low-informative verb filtering is provided in Figure 4:

Vf inal(Ob ject) = (V (Ob ject)
⋂

V (Parents)⋂
V (Neighbors))\Fil.List.

(2)

Defining Subject (S)
The approach to generate the subject (S) is similar to the verb
(V). SimplerVoice also uses heuristics, and n-grams model to
find the suitable actor S. In regard to heuristics method, we
apply a rule-based method via the object’s title, and object’s
category to generate S since there are objects only used by a
specific group of S. For an example, if the object’s title con-
tains the word "woman, women", the S will be "Woman"; of if
the object belongs to the "baby" product category, the S will be
"Baby". Additionally, n-grams model also generates pronouns
that frequently appear with the noun O. The pronouns output
could help identify the right subject S, e.g. "she" - "woman,
girl", "he" - "man, boy", etc. If there exists both "she", and
"he" in the generated pronoun set, the system picks either of
them.

3.3 Text2Visual
Once the S-V-O is generated, Text2Visual provides users with
visual components that convey the S-V-O text meanings.

Image Sense Ambiguity
One simple solution to perform Text2Visual is to utilize exist-
ing conventional Web search engines. SimplerVoice retrieves
top image results using S-V-O as the search query. However,
there could be image sense ambiguity in displaying the re-
sult from search engine. For instance, if the object is "Swiss
Cheese", user might not distinguish between "Swiss Cheese",
and the general "Cheese" images. To solve the image sense
ambiguity issue, the authors in [5] suggests to display mul-
tiple images to guide human perception onto the right target
object’s meaning.

Optimal Visual Component
Additionally, since SimplerVoice is designed for illiteracy, the
system needs to display the optimal visual component suit-
able for low-literate people. In [13], the authors study the

Figure 5. Linking pictographs to words in S-V-O[22]

effectiveness of different types of audio-visual representations
for illiterate computer users. While there is no difference be-
tween dynamic and static imagery (mixed result in different
use cases), hand-drawn or cartoons are shown to be easier
for low-literate users to understand than photorealistic repre-
sentations. Therefore, SimplerVoice also provides users with
pictographs display along with images. We use the Sclera
database of pictographs [18]. Each S-V-O word is mapped
with a corresponding Sclera pictograph file. The detail of how
to perform the mapping is discussed in [22]. Intuitively, the
process is described as: first, the system manually links a sub-
set of words with pictographs’ filenames; then, if the manual
link is missing, the word is linked to the close synset using
WordNet (Figure 5).

4. EVALUATION
In this section, we demonstrate the effectiveness of Simpler-
Voice system in a case study of grocery shopping. The section
organization is as follows: first, we describe the real dataset,
and setup that SimplerVoice uses; second, we provide the
prototype system which is a built application for end-users;
finally, we show the results of SimplerVoice along with users
feedback.

4.1 Case Study
In the case study of grocery products shopping, we use a
database of 114,522 products’ description crawled from mul-
tiple sources. Each product description contains 4 fields: UPC
code, product’s title, ontology path of product category, and
URL link of the product. Since it is recommended to utilize
various devices of technology, such as computers or smart
phones in adult ESL literacy education [1], we build a mobile
application of SimplerVoice for illiterate users. The goal of
SimplerVoice is to support users with key message, & sim-
ple visual components of how to use the products given the
scanned barcode (UPC code), or products’ name retrieved
from parsing products images taken by end-users’ phone cam-
eras. Section 4.2 shows our SimplerVoice application descrip-
tion.

4.2 Prototype System
There are 2 means to retrieve the object’s input through Sim-
plerVoice application: text filling, or taking photos of barcode /
products’ labels (Figure 6). SimplerVoice automatically reads
the target grocery product’s name, and proceeds to the next
stage.



Figure 6. Retrieving object’s input of grocery product through text, or
scanned image.

Table 1. Examples of generated key messages from objects’ titles
Object Title Key Message

H-E-B Bakery Cookies by
the Pound Woman eating cookie

Culpitt Woman lighting candle
Fisher-Price Brilliant Basics
Rock-a-Stack (6-36 Months) Baby playing toy

Cafe Valley Cocktail Croissant Man eating croissant

Clorox Woman washing with
bleach

Based on the built-in ontology tree, SimplerVoice, then, finds
the object’s category, the parent, and the neighboring nodes.
The next step is to generate the S-V-O message (e.g. Table 1),
and visual description (e.g. Figure 7) of product’s usage. Fig-
ure 8 shows an example of the result of SimplerVoice system
for product "H-E-B Bakery Cookies by the Pound" from a gro-
cery store: (1) the product description, (2) key messages, and
(3) visual components. The product description includes the
product’s categories searched on the grocery store’s website
[7], the parent node’s, and the neighbors - similar products’
categories. The S-V-O query, or key message for "H-E-B
Bakery Cookies by the Pound" is generated as "Woman eating
cookies". Additionally, we support users with language trans-
lation into Spanish for convenience, and provides different
levels of reading. Each reading level has a different level of
difficulty: The higher the reading level is, the more advanced
the texts are. The reason of breaking the texts into levels is to
encourage low-literate users learning how to read. Next to the
key messages are the images, and pictographs.

4.3 Experiment
Experimental Setup & Dataset
To evaluate our system, we compared SimplerVoice to the
original product description / package (baseline 1) and the top
images result from search engines of the same product (base-
line 2). Given a set of products, we generated the key message
& visual description of each product using 3 approaches below.
An example of the 3 approaches is provided in Fig. 9.

• Baseline 1: We captured and displayed the product package
photos and the product title text as product description.

• Baseline 2: The product description was retrieved by search
engine using the product titles, and then presented to the
users as the top images result from Google and Bing. We
also provided the product title along with the images.

Figure 7. Examples of visual components generated by SimplerVoice
corresponding to products in Table 1. Left column is the photorealistic
image, and right column is the generated pictograph.

• SimplerVoice: We shown the generated key messages (Tab.
1), and visual description including 2 components: photore-
alistics images and pictographs (Fig.7) from SimplerVoice
system.

Intuitively, baseline 1 shows how much information a user
would receive from the products’ packages without prior
knowledge of the products while baseline 2 might provide
additional information by showing top images from search
engines. With the baseline 2, we attempt to measure whether
merely adding "relevant" or "similar" products’ images would
be sufficient to improve the end-users’ ability to comprehend
the product’s intended use. Moreover, with SimplerVoice, we
test if our system could provide users with the proper visual
components to help them understand the products’ usage based
on the proposed techniques, and measure the usefulness of
SimplerVoice’s generated description.

We evaluated the effectiveness & interpretability of 3
above approaches by conducting a controlled user study
with 15 subjects who were Vietnamese native and did not
speak/comprehend English. A dataset of random 20 U.S. prod-
ucts including products’ title, UPC code, and product package
images were chosen to be displayed in the user study. Note
that the 15 participated subjects had not used the 20 products
before and were also not familiar with the packaged products
including the chosen 20 products; hence, they were "illiterate"
in terms of comprehending English and in terms of having
used any of the products although they might be literate in
Vietnamese.

Each participated user was shown the product description
generated from each approach, and was asked to identify what
the products were and how to use them. The users’ responses
were then recorded in Vietnamese and were assigned to a
score if they "matched" the correct answer by 3 experts who
were bilingual in English and Vietnamese. In this study, we
used the "mean opinion score" (MOS) [15, 21] to measure the



Table 2. The MOS scores of all approaches
Approach Approach Description MOS Score Range Mean MOS Score Stdev

Baseline 1 1. Product title
2. Original product package 1 - 4.25 2.57 1.17

Baseline 2
1. Product title
2. Top product images using search engines:
Google, and Bing

1 - 4.7 2.86 1.27

SimplerVoice
1. SimplerVoice generated text
2. SimplerVoice generated visual components:
photorealistic images, pictographs

3.75 - 5 4.82 0.35

(1)

(2)

(3a)

(3b)

Figure 8. An example of key messages & visual components generated by SimplerVoice: (1) The product description of "H-E-B Bakery Cookies by the
Pound", (2) Generated key messages, (3) Visual components of the products: photorealistic images (3a) + pictographs (3b).

Figure 9. 3 approaches to generate the product description for product "Tazo Decaf Lotus Blossom Green Tea Filterbags": (1) Baseline 1 - Using the
original package and product title, (2) Baseline 2 - Using the result from search engine as product description, and (3) SimplerVoice visual description.



Figure 10. A sample of 20 random products from the U.S. grocery store
used in our experiment [7].

effectiveness: how similar a response were comparing to the
correct product’s usage. The MOS score range is 1-5 (1-Bad,
2-Poor, 3-Fair, 4-Good, 5-Excellent) with 1 means incorrect
product usage interpretability - the lowest level of effectiveness
and 5 means correct product usage interpretability - the highest
effectiveness level. The assigned scores corresponding to
responses were aggregated over all participated subjects and
over the 3 experts. The result of the score is reported in the
next section Result.

Result
Table 2 shows the MOS scores indicating the performance
of 3 approaches. The mean of MOS scores of baseline 1 is
the lowest one: 2.57 (the standard deviation (stdev) is 1.17),
the baseline 2 mean score is slightly higher than the baseline
1’s: 2.86 (the stdev is 1.27), while SimplerVoice evaluation
score is the highest one: 4.82 (the stdev is 0.35) which means
the most effective approach to provide users with products’
usage. Additionally, a paired-samples t-test was conducted
to compare the MOS scores of users’ responses among all
products using baseline 1 and SimplerVoice system. There
was a significant difference in the scores for baseline 1 (Mean
= 2.57, Stdev = 1.17) and SimplerVoice (Mean = 4.82, Stdev
= 0.35); t= -8.18224, p =1.19747e-07. These results show that
there is a statistically significant difference in the MOS means
between baseline 1 and SimplerVoice and that SimplerVoice
performs more effectively than baseline 1 over different types
of products.

Baseline 1 scores ranges from 1 to 4.25 over all products
as some products are easily to guess based on product pack-
age images, such as bagels, pretzels, soda, etc. while some
products packages might cause confusion, such as shoe dye,
wax cube, vinegar, etc. For an example, all participated users
were able to recognize the "Always Bagels Cinnamon Raisin
Bagels" product as "a type of bread" and its usage as "eating"
using baseline 1 while the "ScentSationals Wild Raspberry
Fragrance Wax Cubes" product were mostly incorrectly recog-
nized as a type of "candy" for "eating".

Baseline 2 scores range over all products is 1 - 4.7. The
baseline 2 has higher score than baseline 1 since users were
provided more information with the top result product images
from search engine. For instance, given the "Fiesta Cinna-
mon Sticks" product, most users’ responses were "a type of
pastries - cannoli" for "eating" based on baseline 1. Since
baseline 2 provided more photos of cinnamon sticks without
the packaging, the users were able to recognize the products
as cinnamon. Moreover, the score of baseline 2 is only slightly
higher than baseline 1 because search engines mostly return
similar images from product package, hence, might provide
only little additional information to the participants.

SimplerVoice scores ranges from 3.75 to 5 which is higher
than baseline 1, and baseline 2. SimplerVoice score has low
standard deviation indicating the consistent effectiveness along
different types of products. While performing the user study,
we also notice that the culture differences is an important
factor to the result. For an example, the product has lowest
score is the "Heinz Distilled White Vinegar" since there were
participated users who have never used vinegar before. These
participants are from the rural Northern Vietnam area where
people might have not known the vinegar product.

5. CONCLUSION
In this work, we introduce SimplerVoice: a key message &
visual description generator system for illiteracy. To our best
knowledge, SimplerVoice is the first system framework to com-
bine multiple AI techniques, particularly in the field of natural
language processing, and information retrieval, to support
low-literate users including low-literate ESL learners building
confidence on their own lives, and to encourage them to im-
prove their reading skills. Although awareness by itself does
not solve the problem of illiteracy, the system can be put in
different contexts for education goals. SimplerVoice might be
a valuable tool for both educational systems, and daily usage.

The SimplerVoice system was evaluated and shown to achieve
higher performance score comparing to other approaches.
Moreover, we also introduced the SimplerVoice mobile ap-
plication and have the application used by participants in the
Literacy Coalition of Central Texas’s SPARK program [9]. We
received positive end-users’ feedback for the prototype, and
plan to add more features for SimplerVoice.

One of the future work is to improve the input retrieval of
the system, so that SimplerVoice can automatically recognize
the object through the object’s shape. Another direction is to
extend the work in other different real-world use cases, and
demonstrate its effectiveness on those case studies.

Acknowledgments
This research was conducted under the auspices of the IBM
Science for Social Good initiative. The authors would like to
thank Christian O. Harris and Heng Luo for discussions.

6. REFERENCES
1. Jinyoung Choi and Gudrun Ziegler. 2015. Literacy

education for low-educated second language learning
adults in multilingual contexts: the case of Luxembourg.
Multilingual Education 5, 1 (2015), 4.



2. Larry Condelli, Stephanie Cronen, Johannes Bos, Fannie
Tseng, and Jacklyn Altuna. 2010. The Impact of a
Reading Intervention for Low-Literate Adult ESL
Learners. NCEE 2011-4003. National Center for
Education Evaluation and Regional Assistance (2010).

3. L Condelli and HS Wrigley. 2004. Identifying promising
literacy interventions for adult ESL literacy students: A
review of the literature. Washington, DC: American
Institutes for Research (2004).

4. National Center for Education Statistics. 2003. National
Assessment of Adult Literacy.
https://nces.ed.gov/naal/kf_demographics.asp. (2003).

5. Andrew B Goldberg, Jake Rosin, Xiaojin Zhu, and
Charles R Dyer. 2009. Toward text-to-picture synthesis.
In NIPS 2009 Mini-Symposia on Assistive Machine
Learning for People with Disabilities.

6. Sergio Guadarrama, Niveda Krishnamoorthy, Girish
Malkarnenkar, Subhashini Venugopalan, Raymond
Mooney, Trevor Darrell, and Kate Saenko. 2013.
Youtube2text: Recognizing and describing arbitrary
activities using semantic hierarchies and zero-shot
recognition. In Proceedings of the IEEE international
conference on computer vision. 2712–2719.

7. H-E-B. 2017. HEB Texas Grocery. https://www.heb.com/.
(2017).

8. Niveda Krishnamoorthy, Girish Malkarnenkar,
Raymond J Mooney, Kate Saenko, and Sergio
Guadarrama. 2013. Generating Natural-Language Video
Descriptions Using Text-Mined Knowledge.. In AAAI,
Vol. 1. 2.

9. LCCT. 2017. Literacy Coalition of Central Texas’s
SPARK program. https://willread.org/learningcenter
(2017).

10. Chin-Yew Lin and Eduard Hovy. 2003. Automatic
evaluation of summaries using n-gram co-occurrence
statistics. In Proceedings of the 2003 Conference of the
North American Chapter of the Association for
Computational Linguistics on Human Language
Technology-Volume 1. Association for Computational
Linguistics, 71–78.

11. Yuri Lin, Jean-Baptiste Michel, Erez Lieberman Aiden,
Jon Orwant, Will Brockman, and Slav Petrov. 2012.
Syntactic annotations for the google books ngram corpus.
In Proceedings of the ACL 2012 system demonstrations.
Association for Computational Linguistics, 169–174.

12. Julie Beth Lovins. 1968. Development of a stemming
algorithm. Mech. Translat. & Comp. Linguistics 11, 1-2
(1968), 22–31.

13. Indrani Medhi, Archana Prasad, and Kentaro Toyama.
2007. Optimal audio-visual representations for illiterate
users of computers. In Proceedings of the 16th
international conference on World Wide Web. ACM,
873–882.

14. Jean-Baptiste Michel, Yuan Kui Shen, Aviva Presser
Aiden, Adrian Veres, Matthew K Gray, Joseph P Pickett,
Dale Hoiberg, Dan Clancy, Peter Norvig, Jon Orwant,
and others. 2011. Quantitative analysis of culture using
millions of digitized books. science 331, 6014 (2011),
176–182.

15. ITUT Recommendation. 2006. Vocabulary for
performance and quality of service. (2006).

16. Scott Reed, Zeynep Akata, Xinchen Yan, Lajanugen
Logeswaran, Bernt Schiele, and Honglak Lee. 2016.
Generative adversarial text to image synthesis. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1605.05396 (2016).

17. Florian Schroff, Antonio Criminisi, and Andrew
Zisserman. 2011. Harvesting image databases from the
web. IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and machine
intelligence 33, 4 (2011), 754–766.

18. ScleraNPO. 2017. Sclera NPO: Pictograms,
visualizations & education. http://sclera.be/en/vzw/home
(2017).

19. Leen Sevens, Gilles Jacobs, Vincent Vandeghinste, Ineke
Schuurman, and Frank Van Eynde. 2016. Improving
Text-to-Pictograph Translation Through Word Sense
Disambiguation. In Proceedings of the Fifth Joint
Conference on Lexical and Computational Semantics.
131–135.

20. Widgit Software. 2007. SymWriter.
http://www.mayer-johnson.com. (2007).

21. Robert C Streijl, Stefan Winkler, and David S Hands.
2016. Mean opinion score (MOS) revisited: methods and
applications, limitations and alternatives. Multimedia
Systems 22, 2 (2016), 213–227.

22. Vincent Vandeghinste, Ineke Schuurman Leen Sevens,
and Frank Van Eynde. 2015. Translating text into
pictographs. Natural Language Engineering (2015),
1–28.

23. Xuerui Wang, Andrew McCallum, and Xing Wei. 2007.
Topical n-grams: Phrase and topic discovery, with an
application to information retrieval. In Data Mining,
2007. ICDM 2007. Seventh IEEE International
Conference on. IEEE, 697–702.

24. Heide Spruck Wrigley, Elise Richer, Karin Martinson,
Hitomi Kubo, and Julie Strawn. 2003. The Language of
Opportunity: Expanding Employment Prospects for
Adults with Limited English Skills. (2003).

25. Yezhou Yang, Ching Lik Teo, Hal Daumé III, and Yiannis
Aloimonos. 2011. Corpus-guided sentence generation of
natural images. In Proceedings of the Conference on
Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing.
Association for Computational Linguistics, 444–454.

26. Han Zhang, Tao Xu, Hongsheng Li, Shaoting Zhang,
Xiaolei Huang, Xiaogang Wang, and Dimitris Metaxas.
2016. Stackgan: Text to photo-realistic image synthesis
with stacked generative adversarial networks. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1612.03242 (2016).


	1 Introduction
	2 Related Work
	3 System Design
	3.1 Overview
	3.2 Object2Text
	Finding Object Type (O)
	Generating + Refining Verb Sets (V)
	Defining Subject (S)

	3.3 Text2Visual
	Image Sense Ambiguity
	Optimal Visual Component


	4 Evaluation
	4.1 Case Study
	4.2 Prototype System
	4.3 Experiment
	Experimental Setup & Dataset
	Result


	5 Conclusion
	6 References 

