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Abstract—We present the first study on how Multimodal
LLMs’ (MLLMs) reasoning ability shall be elicited to evalu-
ate the aesthetics of artworks. To facilitate this investigation,
we construct MM-StyleBench, a novel high-quality dataset for
benchmarking artistic stylization. We then develop a principled
method for human preference modeling and perform a systematic
correlation analysis between MLLMs’ responses and human
preference. Our experiments reveal an inherent hallucination
issue of MLLMs in art evaluation, associated with response
subjectivity. ArtCoT is proposed, demonstrating that art-specific
task decomposition and the use of concrete language boost
MLLMs’ reasoning ability for aesthetics. Our findings offer
valuable insights into MLLMs for art and can benefit a wide
range of downstream applications, such as style transfer and
artistic image generation. Code available at https://github.com/
songrise/MLLM4Art.

Index Terms—Art evaluation, AI alignment, Style transfer,
Chain-of-Thought prompting

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent advancement of computer vision (CV) algorithms,
particularly in style transfer [1]–[3] and image generation
models [4], [5], have democratized artistic creation, allow-
ing users to personalize artworks with minimal expertise.
However, the development of quantitative and interpretable
evaluation protocols on artwork aesthetics has not kept pace.
Without human-aligned evaluation metrics, it is challenging to
systematically refine and enhance these generation methods,
thereby limiting their potential to produce truly aesthetically
pleasing artworks.

Unlike most CV tasks, aesthetics evaluation is not well-
defined with pure vision features alone. It requires higher-level
assessments that consider factors such as cultural background,
emotional impact, and storytelling. However, in existing aes-
thetic evaluation protocol, vision-feature-based metrics (e.g.,
Style loss [6], Aesthetic Predictor [7], and Art Score [8])
dominate the landscape. These metrics significantly undermine
the complexity of aesthetics and are proven to be misaligned
with human preference [8]–[10]. Determining how to evaluate
aesthetic quality holistically thus remains an open question.

We draw inspiration from the “Formal Analysis” [11], [12],
a practice frequently adopted by art critics for formal aesthetics
assessment. It involves using concise language to describe
visual elements in artwork, relating them to domain-specific
knowledge such as history, cultural background, and aesthetic
principles, and collectively arguing about the artwork’s aes-
thetic quality. This technique effectively translates the un-
derlying reasoning processes of human aesthetic perception

into explicit language, facilitating more objective assessments.
Intriguingly, this approach parallels the multimodal inference-
time reasoning of MLLMs [13]–[15], thereby presenting a
compelling research question:

Can MLLMs reason about the aesthetic quality of
artistic images in a manner aligned with human
preferences?

To explore this question, we focus on the evaluation of
artistic stylization and introduce MM-StyleBench, a large-
scale and densely annotated dataset with diverse content and
style instances. To quantify aesthetics alignment, we model
rank-based human aesthetic preferences on MM-StyleBench
in a principled manner and perform a correlation study with
responses from MLLMs. By prompting various MLLMs with
different strategies, we identify a key challenge in align-
ing their outputs with human preferences: the tendency of
MLLMs to produce hallucinations through the frequent use
of subjective language associated with art. To address this
issue, we propose ArtCoT, a prompting method with explicit
decomposition of art evaluation to reduce hallucination and
enhance the reasoning capability of MLLMs.

We implement ArtCoT across three different MLLMs, mea-
sure the models’ alignment in two preference ranking settings,
and observe a significant and consistent gain in aesthetic
alignment. Furthermore, our empirical analysis reveals that
art-specific task decomposition with clearly defined sub-tasks
facilitates MLLMs’ reasoning abilities, leading to a more
objective thinking trace with reduced hallucination. Overall,
our findings offer valuable insights into how MLLMs should
be applied in art evaluation tasks. In a broader sense, the
feedback signals provided aesthetics-aligned MLLMs can ben-
efit downstream applications such as reinforcement-learning-
enhanced stylization or image generation [16]. We summarize
our contributions as follows:

1) We introduce MM-StyleBench, the first large-scale
dataset for multimodal stylization with dense annota-
tions.

2) We propose a principled approach for modeling human
aesthetic preference.

3) Our analysis provides valuable insights into reducing
hallucinations in MLLMs during art evaluation.

4) We introduce ArtCoT that significantly enhances the
aesthetic alignment of MLLMs for artistic evaluation.
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Content Labels Content Attributes
Color Diversity

Element Diversity

Element Density

Composition

Camera Setup

Content prompt: “A professional real estate photograph of a luxurious …”
Scene labels: [interior, urban, decoration]
Element density: low
Element diversity: low
Color diversity: low
Shooting technique: wide angle
Composition:  non-object centric

Content prompt: “Two men are emptying a basket of quid onto …”
Scene labels:  [interior, urban, decoration]
Element density: low
Element diversity:  low
Color diversity: low
Shooting technique:  wide angle
Composition: non-object centric

Style prompt: “Jackson Pollock abstract expressionism
Taxonomy: [artist, art movement]
Source: WikiArt

Style prompt: “Edward Hopper painting style featuring muted tones, 
warm lighting, and realistic color schemes”
Taxonomy: [artist, color and tone, art movement]
Source: DiffusionDB

Content

Style

Style Prompt Length DistributionStyle Prompt Label Distribution

(a) MM-StyleBench distribution (b) Examples of content and style in MM-StyleBench

Fig. 1. The MM-StyleBench dataset. (a) The distribution of different attributes in MM-StyleBench. the proposed dataset contains diverse images and text
prompts with detailed attribute annotations. (b) Examples of content (top) and style (bottom) instances in MM-StyleBench.

II. RELATED WORKS

Aesthetic Evaluation. Early aesthetic evaluation algorithms
are mainly built on heuristics [17] or established aesthetic prin-
ciples [18]. Recent learning-based methods [7], [19] regress
human preference scores from large-scale image collections.
Metrics like ArtFID [20] and Art Score [8] approach this
problem by targeting image stylization tasks, where they
finetune image encoders for aesthetic prediction. These meth-
ods measure aesthetics as feature-space distance, which is
insufficient for aesthetics perception that requires multimodal
reasoning [9]–[11]. Recent methods [21]–[23] attempt to
incorporate the strong inference capability of MLLMs to
facilitate image aesthetic evaluation. Nevertheless, they usually
target at general image aesthetics, which has different criteria
than artwork evaluations.

Artistic Stylization. Neural stylization methods aim to
map the style of content images to other styles. Early ap-
proaches [1], [24]–[26] employ pretrained image encoders to
extract and merge vision features from content and reference
style images. However, these methods are often limited in style
fidelity and are prone to filtering artifacts, resulting in low
aesthetic quality. Recent approaches [2], [3], [27] take aes-
thetics into model design considerations to enhance the style
fidelity. Benefiting from multimodal embedding techniques,
text-driven stylization methods emerge [3], [28], [29], where
the style is specified through text prompts. As stylization
methods evolve, evaluating these methods presents challenges,
which can hinder the method’s advancement. Our work offers
a timely solution for human-aligned stylization assessment.

III. MM-STYLEBENCH

To construct a validation set for model comparison, previous
stylization methods have relied on ad-hoc sampling from es-

tablished datasets such as MS-COCO [30] and WikiART [31].
These samples are often limited in size and diversity, making
performance measurements sensitive to instance selection and
thereby challenging reproducibility and fairness [9], [10].
Additionally, the limited annotation granularity impedes a
comprehensive understanding of the methods’ strengths and
weaknesses.

To circumvent these challenges, we construct a large-scale
benchmarking dataset by harvesting from diverse sources (de-
tailed in Appendix. A). The resulting dataset, MM-StyleBench,
contains multi-modal content and style with dense attribute an-
notations, enabling unified stylization comparisons. Attribute
distribution and examples are visualized in Fig. 1. Compared
with existing benchmarks and evaluation protocols in Tab. I,
MM-StyleBench offers strength in three aspects: (1) Scale
it offers 1k content and styles, respectively, which is two
orders of magnitude larger than existing datasets. (2) Quality
MM-StyleBench contains multi-modal (image and text) and
fine-grained attribute annotations, facilitating comprehensive
model comparisons, and (3) Diversity Our dataset is built from
diverse sources (SA-1B [32], MSCOCO [30], WikiART [31],
and DiffusionDB [33]), covering a wide range of domains
to eliminate potential bias. We also utilized LLMs to create
variation, further enhancing the diversity.

IV. MODELING HUMAN PREFERENCE

Objective. In this step, we aim to derive a statistically
robust global ranking of artists (stylization models) or art-
works (stylized images) from human feedback. Formally, let
C,S,M denote the sets of content, style, and stylization
models, respectively. For each instance (c, s) ∈ C × S, the
stylization result yi = mi(c, s), for mi ∈ M, constitutes the
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Fig. 2. Overview of our alignment evaluation pipeline. First, (a) we sample content and style from MM-StyleBench for stylization, and construct 2AFC
comparison sets by sampling from all possible candidate comparisons. (b) Human preference data is collected and filtered with two heuristic indicators,
which is finally aggregated as global rankings. (c) We propose ArtCoT, which involves three art-specific phases to reduce MLLMs’ hallucinations. Finally,
we calculate the correlation of rankings from MLLMs and humans as indicators of aesthetic alignment.

TABLE I
COMPARISON OF REPRESENTATIVE STYLIZATION BENCHMARK

DATASETS. THE PROPOSED MM-STYLEBENCH OFFERS SIGNIFICANTLY
MORE CONTENT AND STYLE INSTANCE, WITH FINE-GRAINED

MULTIMODAL ANNOTATIONS.

Dataset/Protocol # Content # Style Multimodal Dense Annotation

DiffStyler [2] 20 25 ✗ ✗
StyleID [34] 20 40 ✗ ✗

LAION-Aesthetics [7] - ∼50 ✗ ✗
ArtBench [35] - 10 ✗ ✗

StyleBench [36] 20 73 ✓ ✗

Ours 1000 1000 ✓ ✓

candidate outcomes Yc,s = {y1, . . . , yk}. Human preference
is represented as a ranking:

yπ(1) ≻ yπ(2) ≻ · · · ≻ yπ(k), (1)

where π(i) maps the candidate index to its global rank, and
≻ means preferred over.

Preference Modeling. To model human aesthetics pref-
erence, previous methods [3], [7], [8] employ Likert scale
or similar ordinal-valued psychometrics in preference collec-
tion. However, these metrics are suboptimal for rank-based
modeling due to issues like central tendency [37]. Recent
psychological study [9] further suggests multi-scale metrics
can impair human perception, especially for artistic evaluation.

In response to this challenge, we design two-alternative
forced choice (2AFC) task to collect preferences. Specifically,
we present users with the content, style and two candidate
stylization results. Users are required to choose the preferred
one without the option of tie and skip. The probability of
preferring yj over yi is modeled as:

P (yi ≻ yj |c, s) =
Qi

Qi +Qj
, (2)

where Qi represents the latent competence of yi, condi-
tioned on the specific instance c, s.

Sampling Strategies for 2AFC. Given the combinatorial
complexity of C × S × M, exhaustive pairwise comparisons
are infeasible. Therefore, we generate 2AFC questions by
sampling. For a specific combination Yc,s, all possible compar-
isons can be modeled as a complete undirected graph G(V,E),
where the node V is the candidate results and E stand for
pair-wise comparison. We consider two strategies for sampling
E′ ⊆ E.

1) Global sampling: Uniformly sample arbitrary number
of edges without replacement. This approach is suitable
for covering a wider range of content and style within
a fixed total budget, facilitating model-level ranking.

2) Per-instance sampling: Sample edges |E′| ∈ [|V | −
1, |E|] such that the sub-graph is connective with maxi-
mum node degree uniformness, meaning that each can-
didates shall be compared with for similar times. This
is suitable for deriving instance-level ranking.

For the per-instance sampling, we solve it by designing a
greedy algorithm (described in Appendix. C) that initialize
from a minimum spanning tree using Kruskal’s algorithm [38]
and iteratively add edges with lowest node degree imbalance.

Dealing with Subjectivity in Human Preference. We
deal with two special cases of subjectivity to enhance the
consistency of preference annotation in per-instance setup:

1) Pair disagreement: We exclude pairwise comparisons
where preferences tie (P (yi ≻ yj |c, s) ≈ 50%).

2) Non-transitive relationship: To deal with cyclic prefer-
ence, such as (a ≻ b, b ≻ c, c ≻ a), we apply feedback
arc set (FAS) algorithm [39] to detect feedback arcs E′f
and drop the instance when |E′f |/|E′| ≥ η.

Global rank derivation. We utilize Bradley-Terry (B-T)
model [40] and Elo [41] algorithm to derive global rankings.
In the B-T model, Qi = exp(θi), where the latent parameter
{θi} is optimized. The Elo algorithm utilize Qi = 10Ri/400,
where Ri is the rating of candidate-i that is updated on-line.



TABLE II
QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON ON AESTHETIC ALIGNMENT. WE REPORT ALIGNMENT OF PER-METHOD OR PER-INSTANCE RANKING FROM DIFFERENT

MODELS AND PROMPTING METHODS WITH THAT OF HUMAN PREFERENCE. THE PERFORMANCE IMPROVEMENT/DECLINE IS CALCULATED AS
NORMALIZED CHANGES COMPARED WITH THE BASE PROMPT METHOD. OUR ARTCOT DELIVERS STRONG ALIGNMENT WITH HUMAN AESTHETIC

PREFERENCE ACROSS DIFFERENT MLLMS.

Model Prompting
Per-Method Alignment Per-Instance Alignment

Elo Bradley-Terry Elo Bradley-Terry
ρ ↑ p-value ↓ ρ ↑ p-value ↓ ρ ↑ p-value ↓ ρ ↑ p-value ↓

Random guess – -0.115 0.751 0.067 0.855 0.068 0.153 0.026 0.290
Aesthetics Predictor [7] – 0.406 0.244 0.406 0.244 0.427 < 10−3 0.428 < 10−3

GPT-4o Base 0.248 0.489 0.284 0.425 0.328 0.003 0.331 0.006
Gemini 1.5-flash Base 0.467 0.173 0.552 0.09 0.479 < 10−3 0.353 < 10−3

Claude 3.5-sonnet Base -0.261 0.467 -0.321 0.365 0.312 < 10−3 0.367 < 10−3

GPT-4o Zero-shot CoT 0.345 +13% 0.328 0.357 +10% 0.313 0.299 -4% 0.097 0.313 -3% 0.031
Gemini 1.5-flash Zero-shot CoT 0.018 -84% 0.962 0.236 -62% 0.511 0.376 -20% < 10−3 0.327 -4% < 10−3

Claude 3.5-sonnet Zero-shot CoT -0.345 -7% 0.328 -0.309 +1% 0.385 0.108 -30% 0.068 0.081 -45% 0.082

GPT-4o ArtCoT 0.576 +43% 0.08 0.721 +61% 0.001 0.591 +39% < 10−3 0.548 +32% < 10−3

Gemini 1.5-flash ArtCoT 0.697 +43% 0.025 0.782 +51% 0.007 0.624 +28% < 10−3 0.577 +35% < 10−3

Claude 3.5-sonnet ArtCoT 0.612 +69% 0.059 0.600 +70% 0.066 0.492 +26% < 10−3 0.487 +19% < 10−3

V. ZERO-SHOT REASONING ABOUT AESTHETIC QUALITY

We leverage CoT prompting [42] to elicit the reasoning
ability of MLLMs during inference time. Our key finding is
that explicit decomposition of art evaluation tasks and utiliza-
tion of concrete language collectively reduce hallucination, as
detailed in Sec. VII. Specifically, we propose ArtCoT, which
encourages MLLMs to concretely describe visual features and
reason the aesthetic quality, akin to the formal analysis in
art. The ArtCoT takes the same input as other prompting
techniques, but involves three specialized MLLM inferences,
each tailored to an art-specific role.

In the initial stage, the MLLM evaluates content preser-
vation and style fidelity by providing a detailed description
of the visual features of stylized images and references. This
involves identifying visual elements in images at different
levels, such as color schemes, strokes, structural components,
and composition. The difference with the existing feature-
based aesthetic metrics [7], [8] is that we explicitly map
vision features into semantics (as tokens) and link with domain
knowledge to facilitate further reasoning. The response from
this stage is concatenated with the original input and forwarded
to the next stage.

The second stage, termed as the art critic phase, prompts
the MLLM to re-evaluate the combined input and connect with
domain knowledge, akin to the formal analysis in art. Here,
the MLLM shall critically examine the previously described
visual features against artistic principles and domain-specific
background information such as the cultural background.
Notice that instead of determining a winner, this stage aims to
produce a detailed thinking trace to facilitate the final decision.
In the final stage, the MLLM summarizes the information
from the first two stages and determines the winner in this
2AFC question. The overall workflow is visualized in Fig. 2-
(c).

VI. EXPERIMENTS

A. Experiment Setup

Stylization models. We inspect a total of 10 text-
driven and image-driven with default configurations, includ-
ing AdaIn [24], ArtFlow [26], ControlNet [43], DDIM [4],
DiffArtist [3], DiffStyler [2], InstantStyle [28], Instruct-
pix2pix [29], StyleID [34], and Sty-Tr2 [1].

Preference collection. 12 human experts with general
knowledge of art are recruited for preference annotation. We
collected a total of 21k responses. For per-instance sampling,
we sample O(klog(k)) for each content/style combination. We
prune uncertain preferecne with P (yi ≻ yj |c, s) ∈ [0.4, 0.6].
Highly non-transitive instances with η > 0.15 are removed.
As a result, 24.8% of the feedbacks are filtered out due to
pairwise divergence, while the remaining 18.6% are removed
due to a high non-transitive preference.

Alignment Metrics. Following [3], [8], [21], we use the
spearman’s rank correlation [44] to quantify the alignment
between human preference and responses from MLLMs. A
spearman’s ρ closer to 1 indicates a stronger positive linear
correlation of ranking. We calculate ρ on the rank of methods
for global sampling scheme, while for per-instance sampling,
we rank each instance and report averaged ρ and combined
p value using Fisher’s method [45]. A lower p value means
stronger statistical significance.

B. Main Result

We inspect three main-stream MLLMs, including GPT-
4 [13], Gemini 1.5 [14], and Claude 3.5 [15] with different
prompting methods. We also compare the result of random
guess and the linear aesthetic predictor trained on LAION [7].
We compare the alignment as spearman’s ρ for the two
sampling strategies and report results in Tab. II.

The experimental results demonstrate the advantage of ap-
plying ArtCoT for aesthetic alignment, achieving an average
improvement of 56% in the per-method setup and 29% in the



TABLE III
RESPONSE SUBJECTIVITY FROM DIFFERENT PROMPTING METHOD.

RESPONSES FROM MLLM PROMPTED BY ARTCOT ARE LESS SUBJECTIVE.

Method Subjectivity ↓ Subjective word frequency (%) ↓

Zero-Shot CoT 0.44 20.15
ArtCoT 0.23 5.51

per-model setup. In contrast, zero-shot CoT degrade alignment
for -22%/-18%. Overall, these findings indicate that with
a properly designed prompt that suppresses hallucinations,
MLLMs’ aesthetic evaluation can be highly aligned with
human preference.

VII. ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

A. Zero-shot CoT reinforces hallucination in art evaluation
In multimodal art evaluation, zero-shot CoT may adversely

impact the reasoning capability of MLLMs. Our empirical
findings suggest that this problem is rooted in the hallucination
issue, where MLLMs tend to “feel” instead of to “reason”.

Empirically, in the zero-shot CoT, MLLMs tend to adopt
a subjective and less concrete language for art evaluation.
Sensational (e.g., “feels” and “sense’’) and hedge words (e.g.,
“appears” and “somewhat”) are frequently picked to justify
their preference, which is more frequently misaligned with
human preference. Moreover, the MLLMs may hallucinate
“artistic interpretations” that deviate from the actual visual
features present in the stylized images. Examples provided in
Appendix. E demonstrate this tendency.

B. ArtCoT elicit the ability of formal analysis for art evalua-
tion

Compared with base prompting and zero-shot CoT, the
responses generated by ArtCoT are more concise, objective,
and consistent with the input images. To quantify this improve-
ment, we calculate the frequency of subjective words in the
lemmatized responses from the MLLMs and perform lexicon-
based subjectivity analysis using the TextBlob package. The
result in Tab. III demonstrates the reduced subjectivity of
MLLM prompted with ArtCoT. This reduction can be at-
tributed to task decomposition, allowing the MLLMs to think
in steps like an art critic.

Specifically, (1) the content/style analyzer is prompted to
describe and assess the level of content preservation and
style fidelity. Unlike direct artistic evaluation, these subtasks
are more close-ended and relate closer to visual attributes,
encouraging the use of concrete words. (2) The art critic phase
enables MLLMs to re-evaluate the candidate images. The key
difference from zero-shot CoT is that this critic stage can break
potential self-reinforcing hallucinations, particularly when the
previous responses contain factual errors. We suggest readers
refer to examples in Appendix. E for a better understanding.

C. ArtCoT boost aesthetic alignment in all circumstances.
Leveraging the fine-grained annotations provided in MM-

StyleBench, we conduct a comprehensive comparison of var-
ious prompting methods. For instance, in Fig. 3 , we visualize

Fig. 3. Fine-grained comparison of different MLLM prompting scheme.
We show the spearman’s ρ for per-instance alignment, grouped by representa-
tive attribute provided by MM-StyleBench. ArtCoT elicits aesthetic reasoning
for all scenarios, especially for instances with long and detailed prompts.

TABLE IV
ABLATION ON COMPONENT OF ARTCOT. WE ABLATE THE

CONTENT/STYLE ANALYZER AND THE ART CRITIC. THE FULL METHOD
ACHIEVES THE BEST AESTHETIC ALIGNMENT.

CS-analyzer Critic Per-method ρ ↑ Per-instance ρ ↑

✗ ✓ 0.630 0.532
✓ ✗ 0.531 0.366

✓ ✓ 0.739 0.607

the alignment performance on different content complexity and
style prompt categories.

The proposed ArtCoT outperforms both base and zero-
shot CoT prompting in all situations. The most notable
improvements are observed in stylization tasks that involve
concrete instructions. This is evidenced by the significant
improvement of “long prompt” and prompt specifying par-
ticular “art movement”. We postulate that long and specific
instructions set a more concrete objective for both stylization
and evaluation. This facilitates the MLLM to more objectively
describe the expected visual features in target style and link
with multidisciplinary background information. Consequently,
the MLLM is less likely to hallucinate.

D. Ablations.

Components of ArtCoT. We ablate the key components of
ArtCoT, specifically the content/style analyzer and the art critic
phase, and report the results in Tab. IV. The complete ArtCoT
prompt achieves the highest aesthetic alignment. Particularly,
removing the art critic phase induces the most significant
decline in performance, underscoring its critical role. This
can also be evidenced by the output length of art critic as
in Appendix. E.

Input to MLLM. We study how different input modalities
and image resolutions impact aesthetic alignment and report
the result in Tab. V. We set the resolution to be 1/2 of the
original resolution by default due to a balance in performance
and the number of tokens. For input modalities, providing
style information is important in per-method alignment, while
including the reference image affects per-instance alignment
most. For either setting, providing the MLLMs with all input
modalities achieves the best alignment, meaning that both



TABLE V
ABLATION ON IMAGE RESOLUTION AND SOURCE INFORMATION. WE

REPORT THE CORRELATION ρ (AVERAGED FROM ELO AND
BRADLEY-TERRY) OF DIFFERENT INPUT SETUPS: CONTENT IMAGE, STYLE

PROMPT, AND IMAGE SUB-SAMPLING FACTOR.

Content Style Resolution Per-method ρ ↑ Per-instance ρ ↑

✓ ✓ 1/4 0.630 -42% 0.432 -44%

✓ ✓ 1/8 0.502 -91% 0.285 -82%

✗ ✗ 1/2 (default) 0.476 -100% 0.416 -49%

✗ ✓ 1/2 (default) 0.678 -23% 0.465 -36%

✓ ✗ 1/2 (default) 0.557 -69% 0.521 -22%

✓ ✓ 1/2 (default) 0.739 0.607

content and style information would be necessary in evaluating
the artistic style transfer.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this work, we present the first comprehensive analysis of
how MLLMs’ reasoning ability should be evoked for aesthetic
evaluation of artworks. Utilizing the newly developed MM-
StyleBench dataset, our extensive study reveals the significant
hallucination issue within MLLMs. We demonstrate that de-
composing art evaluation into specific, art-focused sub-tasks
and employing concrete, precise language in prompts signif-
icantly enhance the models’ ability to reason about aesthetic
quality. A wide range of downstream applications could benefit
from our insights, including but not limited to stylization
evaluation, image generation, and reinforcement learning from
AI feedback.
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APPENDIX

A. Detail on MM-StyleBench

We construct MM-StyleBench by harvesting from existing
open-source datasets with the help of MLLMs.

For the Content category, 50% of the content images are
generated using the Ideogram-v1 text-to-image (T2I) diffu-
sion model with diverse prompts produced by GPT-4. The
remaining 50% are randomly sampled from the SA-1B [32]
and MS-COCO [30] datasets, with captions generated by
Gemini-v1.5 pro [14]. Images from SA-1B are downsampled
by a factor of two, while those from MS-COCO retain their
original resolution. Overall, all images have an average height
and width of 895.7 and 811.9 pixels, respectively. The 5th
percentiles for height and width are 480 and 427 pixels,
respectively, and the 95th percentiles for both dimensions are
1248 pixels.

To synthesize fine-grained attribute annotations for the
content images and their associated prompts, we first employ
Gemini v1.5-pro to automate the annotation process based
on a predefined attribute set. Each annotation is manually
reviewed to ensure accuracy and correctness. The Style subset
of MM-StyleBench is derived from WikiArt [31] and Diffu-
sionDB [33]. The process involves two main steps:

1) WikiArt Processing: We extract keywords from
WikiArt, focusing on specifications such as art move-
ment, artist, and genre. These base keywords are then
expanded and combined using GPT-4 [13] to create a
diverse set of style descriptors.

2) DiffusionDB Processing: Given the high noise level
in DiffusionDB annotations, we utilize an MLLM to
preprocess the text prompts within the dataset. Specifi-
cally, we extract the style descriptions from each prompt
and merge those with similar style specifications. Sub-
sequently, we subsample from these processed style
prompts to ensure quality and diversity.

For both datasets, style reference images are generated using
StableDiffusion [5], with all reference images standardized to
a resolution of 512×512 pixels. Similar to content annotations,
we employ MLLMs to annotate the attributes of style prompts.

The actual number of sampled content and style images
is summarized in Table VI. We plan to open-source MM-
StyleBench to facilitate reproducibility and support future
research endeavors.

TABLE VI
CONTENT AND STYLE SOURCES MM-STYLEBENCH IS BUILT FROM

DIVERSE SOURCES TO ELIMINATE BIAS.

Content Style

Source Generated MS-COCO SA-1B WikiArt DiffusionDB

Number 500 250 250 764 236

B. Stylization

We present the stylization result generated by different
methods on two content and style combination in Fig. 5.

Fig. 4. User Interface for Preference Annotation. We present user with
the source image (top), 2AFC (middle) and style prompt (bottom). The user
is required to choose the preferred one by clicking on the “left” or “right”
button.

C. Human preference modeling

Preference Collection We develop a web application to
collect response from human annotators. We present the user
with the 2AFC question and reference content and style. The
content is presented as an image while we present style as
prompt, despite some stylization methods are designed for
image-driven. We do not present the user with the name of
stylization model. This setup is similar as Artist [3], but we
utilize 2AFC question instead of grid comparison with Likert
scale. The screenshot of user interface could be found in Fig. 4.

Sampling algorithm. We formally describe the proposed
degree-uniform sub-graph sampling algorithm in Algo. 1.

D. Prompt Design

We summarize the full prompt of base prompt, zero-shot
CoT prompting and ArtCoT prompt in Tab. VII. Notice that we
prompt the MLLMs to return in json (or python compatible)
format, this is because not all MLLMs are implemented with
the json mode.

E. Example conversations

We present several quantitative comparisons of MLLM’s
response generated using different prompt in the following
pages. We highlight the subjective words of zero-shot CoT.
Compared with zero-shot CoT, the responses from ArtCoT is
much more detailed and contain less hallucination.



Fig. 5. Examples of Stylized Image. We show two uncurated examples from different stylization results, the image order are randomized. The styles are
impressionist and cubism, respectively. The results covers a wide range of stylization performance, setting a realistic and challenging task for artistic evaluation.

Algorithm 1: Sample a Connected Subgraph with Uniform
Degree Distribution

Input: G = (V,E) ; // Complete graph

n ; // Number of edges, |V | − 1 ≤ n ≤ |V |(|V |−1)
2

RNG ; // Random Number Generator
Output: E′ ⊆ E ; // Subsampled edge set forming a connected

subgraph
1. Validate Inputs:

if |V | < 1 or n < |V | − 1 or n >
|V |(|V |−1)

2 then
Error: Invalid input parameters.;

2. Generate Spanning Tree:
ET ← Kruskal’s MST(G, RNG);

3. Initialize Subgraph and Degrees:
E′ ← ET ;

Initialize d(v) = 0, ∀v ∈ V ;
foreach e = (u, v) ∈ ET do

d(u)← d(u) + 1;
d(v)← d(v) + 1;

4. Add Remaining Edges:
m← n− |ET |;

while m > 0 do
a. Identify Best Candidate Edges:

BestEdges←
{
e ∈ E \ E′

∣∣∣∣ minmax{d(u) + 1, d(v) + 1}
}

BestEdges←
{
e ∈ BestEdges

∣∣∣∣ min
∑
{d(u) + 1, d(v) + 1}

}
b. Select and Add an Edge:
e∗ ← Randomly select from BestEdges using RNG;

E′ ← E′ ∪ {e∗};
c. Update Degrees and Counter:

foreach v ∈ e∗ do
d(v)← d(v) + 1;

m← m− 1;

return E′;



In
pu

t 

Content Style: 
Art by Lois van Baarle and Loish and 
Ross Tran and RossDraws and Sam 
Yang and SamDoesArts and Artgerm 
and Saruei and Disney, digital art, 
highly detailed, intricate, sharp focus, 
trending on ArtStation HQ.

2AFC Human preference:
0 (left > right)
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Base: {‘winner’: 0} (✅ aligned)

Zero-Shot CoT: {‘thinking’: ‘Looking at the bottom images. Both stylized images depart significantly from the source image’s realism. The left 
image (0) attempts to maintain the scene‘s structure but uses an overly saturated, almost psychedelic color palette that feels jarring and lacks 
subtlety. The right image (1), while abstract, displays a more cohesive and aesthetically pleasing color harmony. The teal and peach tones work 
together well, creating a sense of depth and mood despite the lack of literal representation. The right image demonstrates better artistic
interpretation and skill in its execution, even if less directly tied to the original.’, ‘winner’: 1} (❌ misaligned)
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CS-Analyzer: {'style_reason': 'The image on the right better captures the vibrant, stylized aesthetic reminiscent of the specified artists. It 
demonstrates a stronger sense of movement and fluidity, aligning more closely with the digital art styles mentioned.', 'content_reason': 'The 
image on the left preserves the basic elements of the original scene (mountains, water, sunset) more effectively, albeit with a heavily stylized 
color palette. The right image retains less of the original composition.', 'style_winner': 1, 'content_winner': 0}
Art Critic: { 'reflection': """
"The prompt requests an analysis of two stylized images at the bottom, comparing them to the style of several artists and Disney, emphasizing 
digital art, high detail, intricacy, sharp focus, and popularity on ArtStation HQ. 

Let's examine the visual features essential to the specified style.  Artists like Lois van Baarle, Loish, Ross Tran, Sam Yang, Artgerm, and Saruei, 
alongside Disney's digital work, are known for several key features: 

* **Highly detailed rendering:**  This includes intricate textures, smooth gradients, and fine details in both environments and characters (though 
only environments are present here).
* **Dynamic lighting and color palettes:** Often vibrant and saturated, they employ dramatic lighting to create mood and highlight important 
areas.* 
**Strong sense of composition:**  They use leading lines, rule of thirds, and other compositional techniques to create visual impact.
* **Stylized realism:**  Although not photorealistic, they aim for a believable depiction of form and light.  

Looking at the bottom images, neither fully captures the essence of the referenced artistic styles. The top image serves as a good reference point 
for the subject matter - a mountain range reflected in a lake at sunset. The bottom two images are attempts to reproduce this in the requested style, 
but are less successful:

 * **Image 1 (left):** This image shows a significant departure from the detail and realism. The colors are strongly saturated, but the gradients 
are not smooth or nuanced, and the rendering of the mountains and water lacks the fine detail and texture seen in the work of the listed artists. 
There are noticeable distortions and a lack of sharp focus. 

* **Image 2 (right):** This image displays a more abstract interpretation. While it uses a vibrant color palette, it lacks the detailed rendering and 
careful composition found in the style guide. The forms are more suggestive than precise, and the ‘reflection’ is highly stylized and doesn’t 
maintain the integrity of the original reflection.  The color shifts are abrupt and inharmonious in places.

In conclusion, while the bottom images attempt to capture the *vibrant color* and *general mood* of the source image and the requested style, 
they fail to achieve the *high level of detail*, *sharp focus*, *intricate textures*, and *realistic rendering* that define the styles of the mentioned 
artists and Disney. The content of the top image is not well-preserved in the specific art style due to lack of technical skill and rendering. There 
are significant artifacts, distortions, and inharmonious color patterns in both bottom paintings, particularly evident in image 1‘s gradient shifts 
and image 2’s abstract and unclear forms. }

Summarizer: {‘winner’: 0} (✅ aligned)
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Content Style: 
Traditional Japanese Sumi-e 
ink wash painting, featuring 
delicate gradients of black 
and grey on rice paper to 
emphasize simplicity and 
natural beauty.

2AFC Human preference:
1 (right > left)
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Base: {‘winner’: 0} (❌ misaligned)

Zero-Shot CoT: {‘thinking’: “The goal is to determine which of the two stylized images better captures the essence of a traditional Japanese 
Sumi-e ink wash painting while accurately representing the source image‘s content. The left image (0) attempts a desaturated, washed-out effect, 
but it lacks the characteristic brushstrokes and ink gradations that define Sumi-e. The right image (1), although somewhat simplistic, more 
successfully evokes the style of Sumi-e through its use of stark black lines and subtle grey shading. It captures the essence of the scene’s 
composition and objects with a suitable level of abstraction. The right image‘s use of negative space and its emphasis on line work are more 
consistent with the principles of Sumi-e. While neither perfectly replicates the medium, the right image comes closer to achieving the intended 
artistic effect.”, {‘winner’: 1}} (✅ aligned)
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CS-Analyzer: {'style_reason': 'The image on the right more accurately captures the pointillist style of Seurat, with distinct dots of color creating 
the image, rather than the more impressionistic brushstrokes of the left image.', 'content_reason': 'The image on the left preserves the content of 
the source image more faithfully.  The building and street scene are largely recognizable, even if stylized. The image on the right alters the 
content significantly.', 'style_winner': 1, 'content_winner': 0}
Art Critic:{
    'reflection': "The prompt requests an evaluation of two stylized images at the bottom of the provided image, judging their adherence to the 
style of Traditional Japanese Sumi-e ink wash painting.  Let's analyze this.

Essential visual features of Traditional Japanese Sumi-e include:

* **Monochromatic palette:** Primarily using black ink (sumi) with varying shades of grey achieved through dilution and layering.  This is 
crucial for the simplicity and atmospheric depth sought in the art form.
* **Subtle gradations:** Delicate transitions between light and dark are essential for creating a sense of movement, form, and depth.  Harsh lines 
are avoided; soft, hazy edges are favored.
* **Emphasis on negative space:**  'Ma' or negative space is very important in Sumi-e, and it plays a vital role in balancing the composition and 
suggesting a sense of quiet contemplation.
* **Brushstrokes:** The visible strokes of the brush are often part of the aesthetic appeal, revealing the artist's hand and contributing to the 
dynamic quality of the work.  They're often less about precise detail and more about suggestive forms.
* **Rice paper:** The texture and absorbency of rice paper are integral to Sumi-e's characteristic look, as the ink bleeds and softens on this type 
of paper.

Regarding the bottom images:

The image on the left (sepia-toned photograph) attempts a stylistic transformation of the original photo to mimic a Sumi-e feel. But, it fails to 
fully achieve the style as it lacks the essential brushstrokes and true 'sumi' ink gradients.  The desaturation creates a grayscale, but isn’t the 
nuanced layering of ink that defines Sumi-e. It maintains too much photorealistic detail, preventing it from conveying the intended simplicity.

The image on the right (the actual attempt at Sumi-e) fares better in capturing the spirit of Sumi-e. It utilizes a monochromatic palette and shows 
some attempt at suggesting form and composition through varied shades of grey and black. It demonstrates the essential use of negative space. 
However,  the brushstrokes lack fluidity and subtle gradations common in authentic Sumi-e. It feels rather stiff and lacks the organic movement 
one would expect. The detail in the bicycles also seems somewhat out of scale and not in harmony with the rest of the painting, causing a minor 
level of dissonance.

In summary: While the image on the right captures some aspects of the Sumi-e style, neither image successfully preserves the content of the 
original photograph in a way that harmoniously integrates with the authentic aesthetic of Sumi-e painting. The 'sumie' style attempted in the right 
image is a simplified and rudimentary interpretation; it lacks the technical sophistication and sensitivity to ink and brushwork present in master 
works.  There is some inharmoniousness in the scale and detail in the right image, which distracts from the intended simplicity."

Summarizer: {‘winner’: 1} (✅ aligned)



In
pu

t 
Content Style: 

painting by Georges Seurat, 
oil on canvas

2AFC Human preference:
1 (right > left)
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Base: {‘winner’: 0} (❌ misaligned)

Zero-Shot CoT: { ‘thinking’: “Both stylized images attempt to capture the essence of Seurat‘s pointillist technique, using small dots of color to 
create the overall image. However, the left image (0) more effectively mimics Seurat’s style and successfully translates the scene‘s content. The 
right image (1), while showing a pointillist approach, lacks the cohesiveness and nuanced color blending characteristic of Seurat’s work. The 
color palette in the left image is more vibrant and evocative of Seurat‘s use of color, while the right image’s colors appear somewhat muted and 
less expressive. The composition and perspective in the left image are also better preserved, resulting in a more recognizable and engaging scene. 
Therefore, the left image better captures the aesthetic qualities of Seurat‘s style.”, ’winner‘: 0 } (❌ misaligned)
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CS-Analyzer: {'style_reason': 'The image on the right more accurately captures the pointillist style of Seurat, with distinct dots of color creating 
the image, rather than the more impressionistic brushstrokes of the left image.', 'content_reason': 'The image on the left preserves the content of 
the source image more faithfully.  The building and street scene are largely recognizable, even if stylized. The image on the right alters the 
content significantly.', 'style_winner': 1, 'content_winner': 0}
Art Critic: { 'reflection': """
The two stylized images at the bottom attempt to emulate the pointillist style of Georges Seurat, but with varying degrees of success.  Let's 
analyze the key features:

**Essential Visual Features of Seurat's Style:**

* **Pointillism:**  Small, distinct dots of pure color applied directly to the canvas, creating the illusion of blended color when viewed from a 
distance.  The dots themselves are not blended on the canvas, but optically mix in the viewer's perception.
* **Optical Mixing:** The viewer's eye blends the juxtaposed dots of color, creating a sense of luminosity and vibrancy.
* **High level of detail:**  Although using dots, the painting possesses a remarkably high level of detail. Seurat carefully positioned and sized 
the dots to achieve a wide spectrum of tonal variations.
* **Strong compositional structure:**  Seurat's works are known for their strong compositional unity, creating a balanced and harmonious 
arrangement of shapes and forms.  He often utilized classical approaches to composition.
* **Muted Palette with Bright Accents:**  Though the palette tends towards muted, natural tones, Seurat uses bright, pure colors sparingly 
within the pointillist technique for highlights and focal points.

**Comparison of Stylized Images:**

Neither image fully captures the essence of Seurat's style.  The attempt is evident, with the use of small color patches resembling dots.  However, 
several factors detract from a true Seurat interpretation:

* **Inconsistent Dot Size and Application:** The dots are not uniform in size or evenly spaced, a key characteristic of Seurat’s technique.  This 
makes the optical mixing less effective.
* **Lack of Optical Mixing:**  The color blending in both images appears more like digital processing than true optical mixing.  The dots do not 
appear to visually blend in the same way as Seurat's paintings.
* **Color Palette:** The colors in both images often lack the subtlety and luminosity achieved through Seurat’s careful selection and 
juxtaposition of complementary colors.
* **Content Preservation:** The content of the top image is only partially well preserved. Both stylized images fail to render the subtle details of 
the original photograph with the level of detail associated with Seurat's work. They simplify and flatten the perspective.  They present a more 
cartoonish feel than a finely wrought painting would.
* **Artifacts and Distortions:** The left image shows evident artifacts which appear to be hallmarks of the style transfer algorithms used, giving 
the image an unnatural look which Seurat's work avoids.  Some areas lack detailed structure and look more like impressionistic washes rather 
than well-rendered dotwork.  This causes disharmony in color and detail. The right image has some of the same digital flaws, though the degree 
is less jarring.

**Conclusion:**

While the intent to recreate Seurat's pointillist style is clear, both bottom images fall short of achieving a genuinely authentic reproduction.  The 
technique is approximated, but the vital aspects of consistent dot application, true optical mixing, and the nuanced color palette are missing.  
Therefore, as an expert in art, I would not agree with a claim that the bottom images are a successful representation of Seurat's painting style. 
They are at best, digital interpretations influenced by the broader aesthetic of Post-Impressionism."""}

Summarizer: {‘winner’: 1} (✅ aligned)
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Content Style: 
Pixel art retro style, digital 
pixel art

2AFC Human preference:
0 (left>right)
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Base: {‘winner’: 1} (❌ misaligned)

Zero-Shot CoT: { 'thinking': "Both stylized images utilize a pixel art approach, but differ significantly in their aesthetic quality and effectiveness 
in representing the source image. The left image (0) attempts to capture the scene's details and colors, but the result is a chaotic and visually
overwhelming jumble of pixels. The color palette feels jarring and lacks harmony. The right image (1), while also using pixel art, employs a 
more restrained and effective approach. The color palette is simpler and more cohesive, creating a more unified and visually pleasing image. 
Though it simplifies the scene significantly, it maintains the essential elements and composition, resulting in a more successful and aesthetically 
pleasing pixel art interpretation. The right image demonstrates a better understanding of pixel art principles, focusing on effective use of color 
and simplification to create a stronger visual impact.", 'winner’: 1 } (❌ misaligned)
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CS-Analyzer: {'style_reason': 'The image on the right more accurately captures the pointillist style of Seurat, with distinct dots of color creating 
the image, rather than the more impressionistic brushstrokes of the left image.', 'content_reason': 'The image on the left preserves the content of 
the source image more faithfully.  The building and street scene are largely recognizable, even if stylized. The image on the right alters the 
content significantly.', 'style_winner': 1, 'content_winner': 0}
Art Critic: {
    'reflection': "The two bottom images are attempts at recreating the top image in a pixel art retro style.  However, while they capture the general 
composition – a person walking on a path – the execution is not entirely successful in achieving a cohesive 'pixel art retro' aesthetic. 

Essential visual features of pixel art retro style include: a limited color palette, clearly defined pixel blocks,  a low resolution (resulting in 
blockiness), and a simplified representation of forms.  While both bottom images utilize a limited palette and low resolution, they lack the clean, 
defined pixel blocks characteristic of the style.  Instead, they display a dithering effect and color blending that softens the pixel boundaries, 
reducing the distinctive 'pixelated' look.  The resulting images appear more like low-resolution digital paintings than pixel art. The content of the 
top image is only partially preserved.  The basic scene (person on path, vegetation) is recognizable, but many details are lost. The colors in the 
pixel art versions, particularly in the first example, bear little resemblance to the originals. They are overly vibrant and seem almost arbitrary in 
their application, lacking the intentional and often limited color choices common to retro pixel art styles.

Artifacts are present.  The first image exhibits a notable amount of color banding and irregular block distribution, suggesting the conversion 
process was imperfect.  The second image suffers less from this but still lacks the crispness and clean linework typical of pixel art.  Both show a 
loss of detail and a lack of precision in the rendering of the subject, and the path/surroundings.  Inharmonious color patterns are evident, 
particularly in the exaggerated, often unnatural color combinations used in the first image. The second is better in terms of harmonious use of 
colour, despite lacking the other aspects of a good pixel art piece."
}

Summarizer: {‘winner’: 0} (✅ aligned)
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2AFC Human preference:
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Base: {‘winner’: 0} (✅ misaligned)

Zero-Shot CoT: {'thinking’: ‘ The goal is to determine which stylized image has better aesthetic quality. The left image attempts a Caravaggio 
style with some success in the dark tones and chiaroscuro. However, the background is too simplistic and doesn’t possess the richness and 
complexity one would expect from a Caravaggio painting. The figures lack the strong anatomical detail and expressive power found in 
Caravaggio’s work. The right image, while stylistically less coherent, offers a more textured and evocative background.  The figures, though 
somewhat indistinct, convey a sense of weight and presence through their posture. The overall atmosphere is more in keeping with the dramatic 
and psychological intensity found in Caravaggio’s works. Therefore, I favor the right image for its greater evocation of a Caravaggio-esque 
atmosphere.', 'winner': 1} (❌ misaligned)
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CS-Analyzer: {'style_reason': 'The image on the right more accurately captures the pointillist style of Seurat, with distinct dots of color creating 
the image, rather than the more impressionistic brushstrokes of the left image.', 'content_reason': 'The image on the left preserves the content of 
the source image more faithfully.  The building and street scene are largely recognizable, even if stylized. The image on the right alters the 
content significantly.', 'style_winner': 1, 'content_winner': 0}
Art Critic: {
  'reflection’:  As an art expert specializing in the style of Caravaggio, I can offer an analysis of the stylized images.  The prompt suggests that the 
two bottom images are rendered in the style of a 'painting by Caravaggio, oil on canvas'. Let's examine this claim.

**Essential Visual Features of Caravaggio's Style:**  Caravaggio's paintings are characterized by several key features: 

* **Tenebrism:**  The dramatic use of light and shadow (chiaroscuro), with strong contrasts between brightly lit figures and dark backgrounds. 
This creates a sense of drama and intensity, focusing the viewer's attention on specific points within the composition.
* **Realism:** Although idealized, his figures possess a strong sense of realism, with visible textures, and believable anatomy, even if the 
overall context is theatrical. 
* **Emotional Intensity:** His works often depict intense emotional states—suffering, joy, or anger—expressed through the figures' postures, 
expressions, and the overall composition.
* **Composition:** His compositions are often carefully arranged to guide the viewer's eye through the scene. This is achieved through the 
interplay of light, shadow, and the placement of the figures.  He often uses diagonals and triangles to create dynamism.
* **Impasto:**  In oil painting, impasto involves applying paint thickly, creating texture and enhancing the visual interest. Caravaggio's 
brushwork often shows impasto technique.

**Analysis of the Bottom Images:**

Neither of the bottom images convincingly capture the essence of Caravaggio's style. They lack the key tenebrism, realistic rendering of figures, 
and the emotional intensity that define his work. The stylistic elements are more reminiscent of other movements or digital art filters instead of 
Caravaggio's realism and use of light. The figures in both images appear somewhat distorted and lack the detailed anatomy and realistic 
proportions common in Caravaggio's painting.  The color palette is far less rich, nuanced, and natural. It is not a representation of oil on canvas. 
The lighting in both images is not realistically presented; it does not possess the dramatic contrast that’s signature of his work.

**Content Preservation:** 

The content (people sitting on a bench) is somewhat preserved, but the artistic representation fails to capture the spirit of Caravaggio. It doesn't 
translate the simple scene into the emotional depth or painterly quality for which Caravaggio is famous.

**Artifacts and Distortions:*** 

**Bottom Left:** Shows significant artifacts. The background is a rather crudely painted-looking setting; the characters appear flat, unlike 
Caravaggio's detailed portrayals. There's a jarring bright blob in the background that’s completely anachronistic to the period.
* **Bottom Right:** The colors are muddy and lack the vibrancy of Caravaggio's palette. The figures are distorted and lack definition, with a 
painterly effect that is more akin to impressionism than to Caravaggio's meticulous detail and highly refined realism.  The background texture 
looks unnatural and digital.

**Conclusion:** The assertion that the bottom images are in the style of Caravaggio is incorrect.  While the subject matter is somewhat similar, 
the artistic execution completely misses the critical elements of Caravaggio's style. The images lack the required lighting, composition, realism, 
and emotional intensity to be considered even remotely similar to his works."}
Summarizer: {‘winner’: 0} (✅ aligned)
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painting by Caravaggio, oil 
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0 (left>right)

R
es

po
ns

e

Base: {‘winner’: 1} (❌ misaligned)

Zero-Shot CoT: {'thinking': "The left image attempts to render the bookstore in a style reminiscent of anime, but the execution is uneven. The 
lines are somewhat shaky, and the color palette lacks the vibrancy and harmony typically associated with high-quality anime. While it captures 
the essence of the bookstore's architecture, it doesn't achieve a cohesive or aesthetically pleasing anime style. The right image, however, is a 
more successful artistic interpretation. It effectively integrates the characters and landscape into a style that evokes the whimsical and vibrant 
aesthetic of Hayao Miyazaki's work. The color palette is bold and expressive, the character designs are charming, and the landscape adds a
compelling narrative element. The overall composition is stronger and more aesthetically pleasing.", 'winner': 1} (❌ misaligned)
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CS-Analyzer: {'style_reason': 'The image on the right more accurately captures the pointillist style of Seurat, with distinct dots of color creating 
the image, rather than the more impressionistic brushstrokes of the left image.', 'content_reason': 'The image on the left preserves the content of 
the source image more faithfully.  The building and street scene are largely recognizable, even if stylized. The image on the right alters the 
content significantly.', 'style_winner': 1, 'content_winner': 0}
Art Critic: {
    'reflection': "The prompt requests an evaluation of two stylized images (bottom row) based on whether they successfully emulate an 'Anime-
style illustration in the style of Hayao Miyazaki, featuring whimsical characters and vibrant landscapes’.  

Let's analyze this assertion: **Essential Visual Features of the Target Style:**  Hayao Miyazaki's style is characterized by several key visual 
elements.  These include: 
* **Whimsical Character Design:** Rounded, expressive characters often with slightly exaggerated features.  Emphasis on emotional nuance in 
their poses and expressions.
* **Vibrant, often slightly surreal Landscapes:** Backdrops are lush and detailed, incorporating elements of fantasy and nature, sometimes with 
a touch of the ethereal or otherworldly. 
* **Warm Color Palettes:**  Miyazaki frequently employs rich, saturated colors, but typically with a harmonious balance to avoid jarring 
contrasts.
* **Detailed Backgrounds:**  Environments are meticulously rendered, often showing a remarkable attention to detail.
**Linework and Style:**  A distinct style of line art, often softer and less rigid than some other anime styles, is used, with a balance between 
clean lines and a painterly quality.

**Image 1 (Anime Style Bookstore):** This image shows a successful translation of the original bookstore image into an anime style. The color 
palette is relatively harmonious, and there's a clear stylistic choice which evokes anime. However, it falls short of capturing a true Miyazaki-
esque aesthetic. While vibrant, the colors lack the slightly muted warmth often seen in his work. The whimsical element isn't as strongly present; 
it simply looks like an anime depiction of a bookstore rather than a Miyazaki inspired scene.

**Image 2 (Anime Style Landscape):** This image more strongly reflects a whimsical, anime-style landscape. The color palette is certainly 
vibrant, leaning toward a more stylized and even slightly artificial look.  The characters show a playful design.  However, the landscape, while 
vibrant, lacks the lush detail typical of Miyazaki's backgrounds; it appears more flat in terms of depth and texture. The color choice, while 
intense, doesn't possess the warmth and harmony associated with Miyazaki's style, creating somewhat of an inharmonious color pattern.  While 
the characters have the potential to be considered whimsical, the style lacks the distinctive linework and soft details observed in Miyazaki's 
works.

**Content Preservation:** The original image of the bookstore is relatively well-preserved in both versions. The structure and details are 
recognizable, although the anime rendition alters the visual feel.  In the second image (landscape), the new elements (characters and landscapes) 
replace the original, so this isn’t applicable.

**Artifacts, Distortions, and Inharmonious Colors:**  Both stylized images exhibit some artifacts from the stylization process.  Image 1 shows 
minor inconsistencies in linework and color blending.  Image 2 displays more pronounced color choices that, while vibrant, verge on jarring and 
inharmonious. The landscape feels flatter than it should in a true Miyazaki-style rendering. The artifacts are largely due to the artistic choices 
made during stylization, not necessarily flaws in the process.

**Conclusion:** While both images show a successful attempt at stylization, neither fully captures the essence of a ‘Miyazaki-style’ Anime 
illustration.  They borrow some elements, like whimsical characters and vibrant palettes, but lack the specific details of linework, harmonious 
color blending, and depth of detail that are hallmarks of Miyazaki's art. The attempt is laudable, but not fully realized in the specific style 
requested."
Summarizer: {‘winner’: 0} (✅ aligned)
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Base: {‘winner’: 1} (✅ aligned)

Zero-Shot CoT: {‘thinking’: “The left image attempts to mimic an Impressionistic style through blurring and muted colors. However, the result 
lacks the vibrancy and expressive brushstrokes characteristic of Impressionism. The right image, while not perfectly replicating an oil on canvas 
texture, captures a more successful Impressionistic feel. The warm lighting, visible brushstrokes (though digital), and overall composition create 
a more cohesive and aesthetically pleasing artwork. The left image feels more like a poorly executed filter than a genuine artistic interpretation.”, 
‘winner’: 1} (✅ aligned)
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CS-Analyzer: {'style_reason': 'The right image demonstrates a more successful emulation of Impressionist techniques, particularly in its use of 
color and light.  The brushstrokes are more varied and expressive, creating a sense of movement and atmosphere reminiscent of Impressionist 
masters. The left image, while attempting a similar style, results in a more muddy and less defined application of paint.', 'content_reason': 'Both 
images retain the essential components of the source image - the buildings, palm trees, walkway, and kiosks.  However, the right image better 
preserves the overall composition and spatial relationships of these elements. The left image, in its attempt to mimic the Impressionist style, 
sacrifices some clarity and precision in depicting the scene.', 'style_winner': 1, 'content_winner': 1}
Art Critic: {
    'reflection': "The two stylized images at the bottom attempt to emulate the Impressionist style of oil on canvas, but with varying degrees of 
success.  Let's analyze based on key Impressionist features:

**Essential Visual Features of Impressionism:** Impressionism is characterized by visible brushstrokes, a focus on light and its effects on color, 
capturing the fleeting moment, and often depicting everyday scenes.  The use of pure, unmixed colors placed side-by-side to create optical 
mixing is also key. The style prioritizes capturing the sensation of a scene rather than perfect representation.

**Content Preservation:** The content from the top image is largely preserved in both stylized versions.  The main architectural elements 
(buildings, palm trees), the walkway, and even some smaller details like the kiosks are recognizable.  However, the degree of detail varies. 

**Image 1 (left bottom):** This image shows a more muted color palette and somewhat blurry rendering. The brushstrokes are less defined and 
more like a soft smudge than the characteristic short, visible strokes of Impressionism.  While attempting to capture the 'impression' of the scene, 
it lacks the vibrancy and distinct color contrasts expected in an Impressionist piece. There is a slight artifact of blurring, particularly noticeable in 
the trees and some building details. It might be described as more of an impressionistic filter applied to a photograph than a true artistic rendering 
in the style. 

**Image 2 (right bottom):** This image fares better in capturing some essential elements of Impressionism.  The use of color is richer and more 
varied, with visible brushstrokes, particularly in the sky and foliage, although these strokes are not uniformly 'short' as is typical. The handling of 
light and shadow is better demonstrated, creating a more evocative mood. However, the level of detail is still significantly simplified.  Some 
color choices appear slightly inharmonious, specifically the unnatural, intense orange/red in the foliage, which detracts from the overall 
coherence.  There's a visible shift in color temperature from the background to the foreground. 

**Overall:** Neither image fully captures the essence of Impressionist oil painting. While both retain the scene's core elements, neither 
consistently showcases the short, distinct brushstrokes, vibrant, optically mixed color palette, nor the spontaneous feeling that defines the style. 
They are more digital interpretations of an Impressionist effect rather than genuine paintings done in the manner of Monet, Renoir, or Pissarro.  
The attempts are visible; however they fall short of a true artistic rendition in the Impressionistic style due to several artifacts and distortions of 
color and brushwork.
Summarizer: {‘winner’: 1} (✅ aligned)
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Romanticism rich colors and 
dramatic landscapes inspired 
by Friedrich with expressive 
sky tones, oil on canvas

2AFC Human preference:
0 (left>right)
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Base: {‘winner’: 1} (❌ mis-aligned)

Zero-Shot CoT: {'thinking': "The left image attempts a romanticized portrait style, incorporating surreal elements with the background. However, 
the execution feels somewhat flat and lacks the depth and emotional resonance of true Romanticism. The color palette is muted, and the overall 
effect is less dramatic than intended. The right image, on the other hand, is a more successful interpretation of the style. The fiery red figure 
against a dramatic, expressive sky evokes a strong emotional response, aligning with the core principles of Romanticism. The use of light and 
shadow, and the overall composition, creates a more powerful and aesthetically compelling artwork. The dramatic sky, reminiscent of Caspar 
David Friedrich's work, adds a significant layer of depth and meaning.", 'winner': 1} (❌ misaligned)
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CS-Analyzer: {'style_reason': 'The image on the right better captures the dramatic, expressive sky tones and landscape elements characteristic of 
Romanticism, particularly Friedrich\'s style. The clouds are more dynamic and the overall color palette is richer and more evocative.', 
'content_reason': 'Both images preserve the figure\'s pose and clothing reasonably well. The image on the left distorts the face slightly, losing 
some of the likeness, while the image on the right is more faithful in its representation of the person.', 'style_winner': 1, 'content_winner': 1}

Art Critic: {
 'reflection': "As an art expert, I would offer a nuanced assessment of the provided images and their relation to the specified artistic style.  The 
prompt requests an analysis of the bottom two images as if they were painted in the style of Romanticism, specifically referencing Caspar David 
Friedrich's dramatic landscapes and expressive skies, using rich colors and oil on canvas. Let's examine this claim.

**Essential Visual Features of the Specified Style:** A painting truly embodying this style would necessitate several key features:

* **Dramatic Landscapes:**  Friedrich's works often feature vast, awe-inspiring landscapes – often featuring mountains, forests, or seas – that 
evoke a sense of sublime power and the insignificance of humanity in the face of nature.
* **Expressive Skies:** The sky is frequently a dominant element, conveying emotional intensity through swirling clouds, dramatic lighting 
(often with a strong contrast between light and shadow), and intense color.
* **Rich Colors:** While not necessarily overly vibrant, the colors should be deeply saturated and evocative, contributing to the overall 
emotional impact of the piece.  Think of deep blues, fiery oranges, and somber browns.
* **Oil on Canvas:** The medium is crucial for achieving the texture and depth of color associated with Romantic painting.
* **Sublime/Emotional Impact:** A sense of awe, mystery, or melancholy is central to Romanticism. The artwork should evoke strong emotions 
in the viewer.
* **Figures:** Often, figures are included but appear small within the vast landscape, emphasizing the immensity of nature.

**Content Preservation and Artistic Style:**
The top image, the photograph of the woman in a business suit, is not well-preserved in the style of Romantic painting.  The bottom two images 
attempt to emulate the *subject matter* (the woman in a suit) in a Romantic-inspired *style*, but with varying success.

* **Image on the Left:** This stylized portrait attempts to create a mood, using warm lighting and a somewhat surreal, dream-like background 
with repeating architectural forms.  However, this is more akin to Surrealism and Symbolist movements than Romanticism. The style is not 
entirely in line with the intended features (dramatic landscape, expressive sky).  The background does suggest an attempt at something grander, 
but it fails to evoke the vastness and awe associated with the Romantic landscape.

* **Image on the Right:** This image is much closer to achieving the desired style. It incorporates dramatic cloud formations in the sky—a 
characteristic feature of Friedrich's works—and uses a strong contrast in lighting (red-toned subject against a relatively brighter sky).   It does, 
however, depart slightly in using the intensely saturated red tone of the figure; this is more reminiscent of Expressionism than the more subdued 
palette, generally found in Romanticism.  It evokes a strong emotional impact.

**Artifacts, Distortions, and Color Inharmonious:**
Neither image displays significant artifacts or distortions. Both are digitally created or enhanced, and the level of smooth blending, and the sharp 
detail are likely a result of digital tools rather than inherent characteristics of oil painting.  In the left image, however, there is a slight stiffness 
and lack of fluidity in the way light plays on the figure's clothing that might be considered inharmonious with the background.  In the right image, 
the jarring redness of the person’s face against the more naturalistic palette might feel dissonant to some viewers.  The style is not entirely 
cohesive.

In summary, while the artist clearly intended to capture the essence of Romantic landscape painting in the right-hand image, it falls short of fully 
capturing the stylistic conventions and essential features of the described style.  The left image employs elements of other stylistic movements 
more prominently."}
Summarizer: {‘winner’: 0} (✅ aligned)



TABLE VII
TEMPLATE FOR DIFFERENT PROMPTING METHODS. [STYLE] STANDS FOR PLACEHOLDER FOR THE STYLE PROMPT, AND [IMAGE] STANDS FOR

PLACEHOLDER FOR IMAGE TOKENS.

Base Prompt Zero-Shot CoT ArtCoT
C-S Analyzer Art Critic Summarizer

‘[IMAGE]‘ You are an ex-
pert in fine art. A source im-
age (top) and two different
stylized images (bottom) in
the style of ‘[STYLE]‘ are
presented to you. Consider
both the content and style,
which stylized image is better
in terms of overall aesthetic
quality as an artwork? Re-
turn your decision in a Python
Dict, [’winner’:int]. ‘0‘ means
the left is better while ‘1‘
means the right is better. Do
not answer any other things.

‘[IMAGE]‘ {”request”: ”You
are an expert in fine art. A
source image (top) and two
different stylized images (bot-
tom) in the style of ‘style‘
are presented to you. Consider
both the content and style,
which stylized image is better
in terms of overall aesthetic
quality as an artwork?”. Re-
turn the reason and your de-
cision in short in format of
a Python Dict ’thinking’:str,
’winner’:int. ‘0‘ means the left
is better while ‘1‘ means the
right is better.”, ”response”:
”{’thinking’: ’ Let’s’ think
step by step,

‘[IMAGE]‘ You are an expert
in fine art. A source image
(top) Two stylized images
(bottom left and bottom right)
in the style of ‘[STYLE]‘ are
presented to you. Compare the
content preservation and style
fidelity of the two images,
which one is better. Return
your answer in a Python
Dict, [’style reason’:str,
’content reason’:str,
’style winner’:int,
’content winner’:int].
‘0‘ means the left is better
while ‘1‘ means the right is
better. Do not include any
other string in your response.

‘[IMAGE]‘ Take a closer look
at the two stylized images
at the bottom in the style
of ‘[STYLE]‘. As an expert
in art, do you agree with
above analysis? Compare and
consider the following ques-
tions. What visual features
is essential for the style of
‘[STYLE]‘? Is the content at
top well-preserved in the spe-
cific art style? Is there any
artifact, distortion or inhar-
monious color patterns in ei-
ther painting? Return your an-
swer in a Python Dict, [reflec-
tion’:str].

‘[IMAGE]‘ Now we summa-
rize. Based on above analysis
and reflection, which stylized
image at the bottom is better
in terms of overall aesthetic
quality as an **painting of the
original content (top) in an-
other style**? Return your an-
swer in a Python Dict, [’win-
ner’:int]. ‘0‘ means the left
is better while ‘1‘ means the
right is better. Do not include
any other string in your re-
sponse.
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