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Abstract—Deciphering oracle bone scripts plays an important
role in Chinese archaeology and philology. However, a significant
challenge remains due to the scarcity of oracle character images.
To overcome this issue, we propose Diff-Oracle, a novel approach
based on diffusion models to generate a diverse range of
controllable oracle characters. Unlike traditional diffusion models
that operate primarily on text prompts, Diff-Oracle incorporates
a style encoder that utilizes style reference images to control
the generation style. This encoder extracts style prompts from
existing oracle character images, where style details are converted
into a text embedding format via a pretrained language-vision
model. On the other hand, a content encoder is integrated within
Diff-Oracle to capture specific content details from content ref-
erence images, ensuring that the generated characters accurately
represent the intended glyphs. To effectively train Diff-Oracle, we
pre-generate pixel-level paired oracle character images (i.e., style
and content images) by an image-to-image translation model.
Extensive qualitative and quantitative experiments are conducted
on datasets Oracle-241 and OBC306. While significantly surpass-
ing present generative methods in terms of image generation,
Diff-Oracle substantially benefits downstream oracle character
recognition, outperforming all existing SOTAs by a large margin.
In particular, on the challenging OBC306 dataset, Diff-Oracle
leads to an accuracy gain of 7.70% in the zero-shot setting and
is able to recognize unseen oracle character images with the
accuracy of 84.62%, achieving a new benchmark for deciphering
oracle bone scripts.

Impact Statement—The oracle bone script is the earliest known
mature writing system in China. The study of this script not only
deepens the understanding of ancient Chinese history and culture
but also plays a crucial role in uncovering the development
patterns of human civilization. However, deciphering oracle
characters is challenging due to the scarcity of available data. To
overcome this issue, we propose Diff-Oracle, a novel generative
framework based on diffusion models designed for generating
controllable oracle character images. In terms of character gen-
eration, our Diff-Oracle outperforms existing generative methods.
Moreover, with the supplementation of images generated by Diff-
Oracle and the adoption of a mixup strategy, the recognition
accuracy of Oracle characters is significantly improved to a
new state-of-the-art benchmark. Our work advances artificial
intelligence and machine learning applications while providing
invaluable tools for historians and linguists studying ancient
civilizations.

Index Terms—Oracle character generation, diffusion models,
oracle character recognition

I. INTRODUCTION

THE oracle bone script is the earliest known mature
writing system in China, dating back about 3,500 years.

It was usually inscribed on turtle nails or animal bones by
the rulers of the Shang dynasty. The study of this script is
significant for understanding the history of Chinese writing

and culture. Fig. 1a shows a piece of oracle bone with
characters. Most ancient bones are preserved as rubbings and
then scanned into images, as shown in Fig. 1b.

Fig. 1: Example of an oracle bone (a) and its related scanned
rubbings (b).

To decipher oracle bone scripts, researchers have focused on
isolated characters cropped from scanned rubbings, as shown
in Fig. 2b. These scanned characters are often of poor quality
due to long-term burial or improper excavation, resulting
in partially missing parts, dense white regions, and bone
fractures [1]. Additionally, due to the lack of uniform writing
standards over a long historical period, an oracle character
class often shares more than one glyph, leading to severe intra-
class variation [1].

In contrast to works [2], [3] that focus on the interpretation
of oracle characters by translating them into modern Chinese
characters, we concentrate on classifying them for recogni-
tion. While manual recognition typically requires extensive
expertise and high costs, researchers have turned to exploring
machine learning [4]–[7] and deep learning techniques [8]–
[10] to automatically recognize oracle characters. Despite
advances in deep learning, the recognition accuracy for this
task remains unsatisfactory [11]–[13]. One main challenge lies
in the scarcity of labeled oracle character data. In particular,
unlike modern Chinese characters, collecting images of oracle
characters is difficult. Meanwhile, only a very limited number
of experts are able to recognize and annotate them, making
the process laborious and time-consuming. Fig. 3 illustrates
the distributions of training and test data from a public bench-
mark data set, OBC306 [1]. It is evident that many classes
have insufficient data, and some classes even lack training
samples at all when there are test instances (i.e., zero-shot
classes in Fig. 3). To overcome this, we propose a diffusion
model tailored to the challenging oracle character generation
and recognition. Named Diff-Oracle, our generative model
is able to augment sufficient and controllable realistic oracle
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Fig. 2: Modern Chinese characters (a) and their corresponding scanned oracle characters (b). Given a scanned oracle character
image (b) as reference style and a handprinted image (c) as reference content, Diff-Oracle is able to generate realistic and
controllable samples (d). Images in the same row belong to the same class.

characters, especially for the challenging zero-shot classes, as
shown in Fig. 2d.

(a) Training set

(b) Test set

Fig. 3: Data distributions of training and test sets from
OBC306 [1] sorted by class cardinality.

To alleviate data scarcity in oracle character recognition,
data augmentation has been explored in two main directions,
direct and indirect approaches [13]–[15]. The former [13],
[14], [16], [17] generates new data for minority or insufficient
classes within the same domain via GANs [18], [19] or
mixup strategies [20]–[22]. However, they are limited by
single-domain data and are not applicable to zero-shot classes.
The latter [15], [23] also adopt GAN models but rely on

handprinted oracle characters to expand the writing infor-
mation. Handprinted images are transcribed by experts with
high resolution and clean backgrounds (e.g., Fig. 2c)1, which
are easier to obtain. Although these methods enrich scanned
data with the help of handprinted data and generate sufficient
oracle character images, they often suffer from a lack of
controllability and training instability [24], [25]. Compared to
GAN models [18], [26], [27], text-to-image diffusion models
(DMs), such as Stable Diffusion [28] and ControlNet [29],
have recently shown greater potential for synthesizing high-
quality images [28]–[31]. This is attributed to their stable
learning objectives and controllable text prompts. Neverthe-
less, these models struggle to generate oracle characters with
specific styles and contents. The primary obstacles here are
twofold: 1) the absence of text prompts for styles, and 2) the
lack of content information.

In general, text-to-image DMs typically utilize text prompts
to guide resulting image styles, including factors like colors
and appearance. However, it is a challenge to use natural
language to accurately describe the styles of oracle characters,
such as background texture, noise, and stroke thickness, even
for experts. As a result, text prompts for DMs in generat-
ing oracle characters are unfortunately unavailable. However,
this style information is inherently embedded in the oracle
characters themselves. This raises the question: Is it possible
to leverage existing oracle character images to control styles
required in DMs for oracle character generation? Inspired
by InST [32], we design a style encoder to learn style
representations directly from scanned images. Concretely, a
pretrained language-vision model, CLIP [33], is adopted to
transform visual representations into text embeddings as style

1Correspondingly, we call original oracle characters from scanned rubbings
(e.g., Fig. 2b) as scanned images.
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prompts, ultimately enabling precise control over the desired
style in generating oracle characters.

In addition to style prompts, content information (e.g.,
character glyphs) is also essential for DMs, which guarantees
the desired content of generation (e.g., Diff-Font [34] and
ControlNet [29]). In the field of general font or image gen-
eration, current wisdom [29], [30], [34] often leverages label
information or sketch information as contents. However, the
significant intra-class variance in oracle characters complicates
the task of summarizing their content with mere labels. Fur-
thermore, extracting accurate sketch information (e.g., Canny
edges) from low-quality scanned images of oracle bones (e.g.,
the degraded images shown in Fig. 2b) is nearly impossi-
ble. Meanwhile, handprinted oracle characters (e.g., Fig. 2c)
readily offer such content information, yet lack pixel-level
alignment with scanned images necessary for DM training.
It is noted that handprinted and scanned oracle characters are
paired at the class level in the Oracle-241 dataset [23], while
they do not match at the pixel level (e.g., comparing Fig. 2b
and Fig. 2c). Therefore, it is crucial to obtain the pixel-level
paired oracle character images for effective content control
during DM training. To address this, we additionally train
an image-to-image translation model, CUT [35], to convert
scanned characters into pseudo handprinted ones (e.g., Fig. 6),
forming pixel-level paired data. During training, these pseudo
handprinted characters serve as content images. To maximize
their utility, motivated by ControlNet [29], we propose a con-
tent encoder to extract glyph information from these images
and integrate it into Diff-Oracle.

Our main contributions are summarized as follows:

1) We propose Diff-Oracle, a novel diffusion model tailored
to the challenging oracle character generation, which is
able to generate a diverse range of controllable oracle
characters. To our knowledge, we are the first to explore
DMs for both oracle character generation and recogni-
tion.

2) We propose a style encoder to extract style prompts
directly from available oracle character images, elimi-
nating the need for text prompts for generation control.

3) We propose a content encoder to extract glyph in-
formation for oracle characters. To effectively train
Diff-Oracle, we generate pseudo handprinted characters
as content images, ensuring pixel-level pairing with
scanned oracle characters.

4) We propose a two-stage training strategy to enhance the
optimization of Diff-Oracle in terms of style and content
control.

5) Through quantitative and qualitative experiments, we
validate the effectiveness of Diff-Oracle for oracle char-
acter generation. Augmenting the training data with
images generated by Diff-Oracle, along with a mixup
strategy, we improve the recognition accuracy on Oracle-
241 and OBC306, surpassing existing state-of-the-art
(SOTA) recognition methods. In particular, Diff-Oracle
achieves an impressive accuracy of 84.62% in zero-shot
classes on OBC306, setting a new SOTA standard for
deciphering oracle bone scripts.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Oracle Character Generation

We briefly introduce two main categories of oracle character
generation methods: direct and indirect. Direct methods [13],
[14], [16], [17] focuses on generating data within the same
domain. For example, various works [13], [14] generated new
features for minority classes in the latent space via mixup
strategies and GANs, ultimately improving the classification
accuracy of minority oracle character classes. Furthermore,
Han et al. [16] and Zhao et al. [17] focused on few-shot
learning of handprinted data and augmented few-shot classes at
the pixel level by transforming the stroke vectors of characters.
In contrast, indirect methods synthesize data by translating
oracle characters from the handprinted domain to the scanned
domain. For instance, STSN [23] decomposed oracle charac-
ters into structure and texture features, then scanned data can
be synthesized by a combination of handprinted structure fea-
tures and scanned texture features. Similarly, AGTGAN [15]
translated handprinted data to scanned data by transforming
glyphs and transferring textures. However, most of these
approaches are based on GANs, which face challenges in
meeting specific requirements for detailed controllability. In
addition, without careful training, they probably suffer from
mode collapse, unstable training, and pixel artifacts [24], [25].

B. Image-to-Image Translation

Image-to-image translation involves translating an image
from one domain to another while preserving its essential
content and structure. GAN-based approaches [35]–[37] have
dominated this field for many years. Pix2Pix [36] employed
a conditional GAN [18] to produce clear transformed im-
ages from reference images. Subsequently, CycleGAN [37]
eliminated the need for paired data by introducing a cycle-
consistency loss. CUT [35] further simplified the process
by removing bidirectional translation from CycleGAN and
incorporating contrastive learning. Inspired by CUT and Cy-
cleGAN, many follow-up approaches have emerged [38]–[41].
Recently, a large number of DM-based methods have been
introduced in this field and achieved promising results [42]–
[46]. Nevertheless, most DM models use text prompts to
control style, which is unfortunately infeasible for oracle
characters.

C. Chinese Font Generation

Chinese font generation, a subtask within image-to-image
translation, focuses on changing font style while retaining
the original semantic content. Early works relied on classic
image generation approaches with encoder-decoder architec-
tures [47], [48]. However, the complexity of font images
required more customized models to effectively capture their
unique characteristics. Subsequent studies incorporated font-
specific prior information [49]–[51] and additional data [52],
[53] to improve design. Nevertheless, Chinese font generation
models may not be directly applicable to oracle character
generation. The primary challenge lies in the low quality of
oracle character images, which typically contain severe noise.
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Fig. 4: Overall architecture of Diff-Oracle including four blocks: Autoencoder, Stable Diffusion, Content Learning, and Style
Learning. During the training process, an oracle character image x, a pixel-level matched content image xc, and a style image
xs (x = xs here) are input to the model. Then, style and content information can be extracted from the style encoder τs and
the content encoder τc, respectively. Meanwhile, Encoder in the Autoencoder block extracts features from x, which places the
diffusion process in the latent space. Finally, based on these extracted features, the Stable Diffusion block is fine-tuned, and
the style encoder τs and the content encoder τc are trained. In the generation phase, given a handprinted image as content x′

c

and a scanned image as style x′
s, a new oracle character x̃ can be generated by Diff-Oracle from random noise zT , which has

the same content as x′
c and the same style as x′

s.

As a result, it is difficult to extract essential sketch information,
such as strokes.

D. Diffusion Models

Currently, DMs have been widely utilized in image gen-
eration tasks [54], [55], demonstrating excellent fidelity and
diversity. The concept of DMs was first introduced in [56]
and promoted by DDPM [57]. To reduce computation costs
and improve the accessibility of these powerful DMs, Latent
Diffusion Models (LDMs) [28] were introduced, moving the
diffusion process to the latent space. Among them, Stable
Diffusion (SD) is a successor of LDMs conditioned on text
embeddings from the CLIP text encoder [33]. Personalized
frameworks such as GLIGEN [30] and ControlNet [29] fine-
tuned pretrained SD with additional input conditions. Beyond
general research, numerous works have tailored DMs for spe-
cific tasks. For example, Textual Inversion [31] and InST [32]
leveraged pretrained text-to-image DMs for personalized style
control. Moreover, Fill-Up [58] adopted Textual Inversion
to augment training data on long-tailed learning. However,
applying DMs directly to oracle character generation presents
two main challenges: the absence of text prompts limits style
control, and the lack of content images hinders precise content
control.

III. METHODOLOGY

A. Overview

Diff-Oracle is built upon Stable Diffusion (SD) [28], which
utilizes textual guidance to control the style of generated
images. However, it is challenging to describe the desired
styles of oracle characters, such as stroke thickness, tips, and
joined-up writing patterns. To overcome this issue, instead

of using text prompts, we propose a style encoder τs that
directly encodes stylistic features from a given style image
xs and converts them into textual embeddings τs(xs). Subse-
quently, we observe that using style conditions alone cannot
precisely control image content. Inspired by ControlNet [29],
we incorporate a content encoder τc into our framework to
manage content generation, which extracts content features
τc(xc) from a content image xc.

Fig. 4 provides an overview of Diff-Oracle, which consists
of a frozen autoencoder, a pretrained SD, a trainable content
encoder, and a trainable style encoder. During the training
process, we feed Diff-Oracle with a scanned oracle character
image x, a pixel-level matched content image xc and a style
image xs (here xs = x). Style and content information is then
extracted from the style encoder τs and the content encoder
τc, respectively. At the same time, Encoder in the Autoencoder
block extracts features from x to put the diffusion process into
the latent space. Finally, based on these extracted features, SD
is fine-tuned while the content encoder and the style encoder
are trained. In the generation phase, given a handprinted image
as the content x′

c and a scanned image as the style x′
s, a new

scanned oracle character x̃ can be generated with the same
content as x′

c and the same style as x′
s by the well-trained

Diff-Oracle.

The remainder of this section is organized as follows:
we begin by describing the details of the style encoder in
Section III-B and content encoder in Section III-C; next, the
overall training strategy is presented in Section III-D; finally,
the adopted strategy to achieve guidance with different levels
of style and content is introduced in Section III-E.
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B. Style Guidance

In the field of text-to-image DMs, most works [28]–[30] rely
heavily on extensive text prompts to accurately define image
styles, which control synthesized images with specific desired
styles. However, unlike natural image styles, such as color
and appearance, oracle character styles are more complicated,
also including various stroke thicknesses, tips, and/or joined-
up writing patterns like Chinese character images [49]. It is
difficult, if not possible, to describe these styles in natural lan-
guage, even for experts. Inspired by InST [32], we introduce a
style encoder into Diff-Oracle. This style encoder is designed
to learn style representation directly from an oracle character
image, which serves as style prompts to guide the synthesis
process towards desired styles.

Fig. 5: Architecture of style encoder τs comprises three
modules: CLIP Image Encoder τs1, Multi-layer Attention
MultiAtt and CLIP Text Encoder τs2. Style input is initially
processed by τs1 to obtain the visual embedding, followed by
MultiAtt to emphasize the style information, and ultimately
by τs2 to obtain the style information in text embedding
format.

Fig. 5 presents the structure of our style encoder. To align
with the SD framework, the format of style representation
should be consistent with the standard text embedding format
for the baseline SD. This standard format is typically generated
by the CLIP text encoder when processing natural language
inputs. Here, it can be achieved by employing the CLIP
image encoder and CLIP text encoder, since CLIP has the
intrinsic property of aligning the image embedding and the text
embedding in the latent space [33]. Therefore, as illustrated
in Fig. 5, the style encoder τs is composed of three modules:
CLIP image encoder τs1, multi-layer attention MultiAtt,
and CLIP text encoder τs2. We first feed the style image
xs into τs1 to obtain the image embedding τs1(xs). This
image embedding is input to attention layers, which emphasize
the pivotal style information of xs. Each layer implements
Attention(Q,K, V ) = softmax(QKT

√
d
) · V , with:

Qi = W
(i)
Q · vi,K =W

(i)
K · τs1(xs), V = W

(i)
V · τs1(xs),

vi+1 =Attention(Qi,K, V ).
(1)

Here, v0 = τs1(xs), d denotes the dimension of features,
and we adopt two attention layers. Finally, the desired style
representation can be attained by performing τs2 on v2.

In summary, the entire process can be simplified as τs(xs) =
τs2(MultiAtt(τs1(xs))). In the style learning phase, we mini-
mize the following optimization objective:

LS = Eϵ∼N (0,1),E(x),t,xs

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ(zt, t, τs(xs))∥22

]
, (2)

where E denotes the Encoder of Autoencoder, ϵθ denotes the
U-Net of SD, and zt represents the noisy version of latent
features extracted from E by adding noise for t times.

C. Content Guidance

In addition to the style conditions, the contents of oracle
characters are required to control the specific glyphs of gen-
erated characters. While class labels can intuitively be the
first option for such control, they are not suitable for oracle
character recognition. Given the large intra-class variation
observed in oracle characters, a single label may be insufficient
to describe multiple glyphs in the same class. To address
this limitation, we introduce a more fine-grained condition
by incorporating handprinted oracle characters. Handprinted
images allow for more precise control of the generation pro-
cess, particularly concerning the specific glyphs and structures
desired in the output.

During the training of DMs like ControlNet [29], pixel-level
pairs of content and input images are necessary; otherwise,
they cannot be merged in the model to learn accurate spatial
conditioning controls. However, the available handprinted or-
acle characters are paired with scanned characters at the class
level rather than the pixel level. To address this limitation,
we simply opt for training an off-the-shelf image-to-image
translation method, CUT [35], to generate pseudo handprinted
images corresponding to scanned images.

CUT is a technique designed to translate an image from
one domain to another while preserving its essential content
and structure [35]. Specifically, CUT consists of a generator
and a discriminator, trained in adversarial loss and contrastive
loss to achieve one-sided unpaired image-to-image translation.
Here, adversarial loss is utilized to encourage the generator to
produce images visually similar to target images in competi-
tion with the discriminator. Meanwhile, the contrastive loss is
formulated to maximize the similarity between corresponding
patches of the input source image and the translated target
image.

In our work, CUT is optimized on the class-level paired
cross-domain oracle characters, aiming to learn a pixel-level
mapping from the scanned to the handprinted domain. Fig. 6
shows examples of generated pseudo handprinted images (the
third row). Compared to real handprinted characters (the first
row), it is clear that the pseudo handprinted images exhibit
a close spatial structural alignment with the glyphs of the
scanned images, as depicted in the second row. Therefore, we
can pair the pseudo handprinted characters with the scanned
characters at the pixel level. Although pseudo handprinted
images usually contain some noise, they do not seriously affect
those glyphs. Therefore, we currently employ these images
generated by CUT to train Diff-Oracle.

After obtaining paired data, we regard a pseudo handprinted
image as the content image xc for training Diff-Oracle. In-
spired by ControlNet [29], we introduce a content encoder τc
to extract the corresponding content features τc(xc). The struc-
ture of τc contains eight convolution layers. Each convolution
layer includes 3×3 kernels and 1×1 padding, and is activated
by SiLU [59]. Combined with the style condition, Diff-Oracle
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Fig. 6: Comparison among real handprinted characters (top
row), scanned characters (middle row), and pseudo hand-
printed characters generated by CUT (bottom row).

can be optimized by minimizing the following objective:

LSC = Eϵ∼N (0,1),E(x),t,xs,xc

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ(zt, t, τs(xs), τc(xc))∥22

]
.

(3)

It is worth noting that during the generation stage, we lever-
age real handprinted characters as content images instead of
pseudo ones, since there is no need for pixel-level paired data
at this stage, and real handprinted characters are of higher
quality in terms of glyph integrity and accuracy.

D. Learning Procedure

To enhance the impact of style and content controls on the
final outputs, we propose a two-stage training strategy. In the
first training phase, the style encoder τs and the U-Net of SD
ϵθ are learned according to Eq. 2, given a set of conditions
including the time step t, the input image x, and the style
image xs. Here, x and xs are the same scanned images. The
scale of oracle datasets is small compared to the billions of
images normally used to train SD. Thus, directly fine-tuning
the pretrained U-Net could lead to overfitting and inferior
generalization ability. To overcome this issue, we borrow the
key idea introduced in ControlNet [29] to adjust the DM as
illustrated in Fig. 7a. We can see that the parameters of the U-
Net inherent to the pretrained SD are duplicated into “Original
Copy” and “Style Copy”. The “Original Copy” retains the
powerful generative ability learned from a vast number of
images. At the same time, “Style Copy” is optimized to learn
conditional image generation under the stylistic constraints
extracted from scanned oracle characters. These two blocks are
connected by a zero convolution layer, where the convolution
weights gradually change from zero to appropriate values.
This fine-tuning strategy not only preserves production-ready
parameters but also augments the robustness of training.

In the second training stage, the emphasis shifts towards
training the content encoder τc with well-optimized style
information. The extracted content representation τc(xc) is
added to the training. The optimization process follows Eq. 3.
Here, x and xs are the same scanned images, and xc is the
corresponding pseudo handprinted image generated via CUT.
In order to enable the model to support additional content
control, we adopt a fine-tuning strategy similar to that of
ControlNet, as shown in Fig. 7b. “Style Copy” is first locked,
and its parameters are then copied to “Content Copy”. This

is because “Style Copy” is personalized to oracle datasets,
making it a more suitable starting point than “Original Copy”.
Next, the content encoder encodes xc into feature maps
denoted as τc(xc), which are the same size as zt. Finally,
τc(xc) is added to zt for denoising learning.

(a) First training stage

(b) Second training stage

Fig. 7: Two-stage training strategy of Diff-Oracle. In the first
stage, “Style Copy” and style encoder τs are trained under
style condition xs. In the second stage, “Content Copy” and
content encoder τc are trained under content condition xc

while freezing “Style Copy” and style encoder τs.

E. Multi-modal Generation

With a trained Diff-Oracle, we then require an inference
strategy that allows Diff-Oracle to generate the final output
accurately and diversely. Here, we utilize the concept of
classifier-free guidance (CFG) [54]. CFG employs a condi-
tional model and an unconditional model, and the final results
are obtained by linear extrapolation of the outputs of these
two models. Meanwhile, CFG utilizes an adjustable scaling
factor to control the balance between fidelity and diversity of
the final results. A straightforward application of this strategy
for Diff-Oracle is characterized as follows:

ϵ̂θ(zt, t, τs(xs), τc(xc)) = ϵθ(zt, t, 0, 0)

+ s · (ϵθ(zt, t, τs(xs), τc(xc))− ϵθ(zt, t, 0, 0)),
(4)

where s represents a scaling factor, and 0 indicates that this
condition is absent for the unconditional model. However, in
some cases, styles may be inconsistent with contents due to
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the discrepancy between the distributions of real and pseudo
handprints generated by CUT. In the above formulation, style
and content conditions are governed by a single factor, and we
are unable to prioritize the importance of one over the other.
Therefore, we draw on PAIR Diffusion [60] and introduce the
following two scales for content and style:

ϵ̂θ(zt, t, τs(xs), τc(xc)) = ϵθ(zt, t, 0, 0)

+ s1 · (ϵθ(zt, t, 0, τc(xc))− ϵθ(zt, t, 0, 0))

+ s2 · (ϵθ(zt, t, τs(xs), τc(xc))− ϵθ(zt, t, 0, τc(xc))).

(5)

Here, s1 and s2 represent the scales for the content and
style conditions, respectively. It is noted that we never re-
move content information, as without it, style information
becomes meaningless. This way enables us to specify different
intensities for style and content conditions during generation.
To speed up the generation process, we adopt the DDIM
algorithm [61] with 50 steps.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Datasets

In the experiments, all models are evaluated on OBC306 [1]
and Oracle-241 [15]. In addition, Oracle-AYNU [12] is a
handprinted dataset used only as content control for OBC306.
More information on the three datasets is detailed in Supple-
mentary Section A.

B. Implementation Details

1) Network Architecture: In the recognition task, we adopt
a typical oracle character recognition work [13] in our exper-
iments, which is a ViT-Base model pretrained on ImageNet.
Inspired by works [13], [14], [62], during training, we ad-
ditionally utilize Repatch, a mixup strategy proposed in the
work [13], to fully exploit available oracle data.

2) Experimental Setup: In the generation experiments, we
set the image size 256×256 and adopt the AdamW optimizer
in two-stage training for Oracle-241 and OBC306. s1 = 2 and
s2 = 5 for Oracle-241, s1 = 2 and s2 = 1 for OBC306. Rele-
vant ablation studies can be seen in Supplementary Section B.
In the recognition experiments, image size is also 256× 256.
SGD optimizer is adopted with momentum 0.9 and weight
decay 1e-4. More details are described in Supplementary
Section C.

3) Evaluation Metrics: For generation, to quantitatively
compare Diff-Oracle with other generative methods, we adopt
two widely-used metrics in the image generation task, i.e.,
FID [63] and LPIPS [64]. We generate 100 instances for
each class and calculate the LPIPS distance between pairs
of samples, then get the class average as the final LPIPS
score. For recognition, following the setting in AGTGAN [15],
for the large-scale OBC306 dataset, we supplement minority
classes with generated data to an average number of samples,
which is 805 in this paper. For the relatively small Oracle-
241 dataset, we supplement each class with generated data to
520 samples. We conduct an ablation study on the number
of generated data for Oracle-241 described in Supplementary
Section D. As shown in Fig. 3, the test sets of oracle datasets

are imbalanced. Therefore, for a fair comparison, we adopt
both total and average class accuracy to evaluate the oracle
recognition performance following the work [13], which are
defined by

total =
1

N

C∑
i=1

ri, average =
1

C

C∑
i=1

ri
ni

. (6)

Here, N represents the number of test images, C represents
the number of classes, ri denotes the number of correctly
classified test images of class i, and ni denotes the total
number of test images of class i. Following AGTGAN [15], we
also report the total accuracy for zero-shot classes (no training
scanned data) in OBC306.

C. Comparison to Previous Methods

To show the superiority of Diff-Oracle, we conduct com-
parisons with existing SOTA generative models, includ-
ing CUT [35], DG-Font [49], STSN [23], AGTGAN [15],
InST [32], and ControlNet [29]. For fair comparisons, we re-
trained all models on the same oracle character datasets. In the
ControlNet, due to the lack of pixel-level paired data, we adopt
existing class-level paired handprinted data as content images
in the fine-tuning process. In addition, given the absence of text
prompts for oracle datasets, we simply set a uniform prompt
of “Gray scale image of oracle character on the rubbing”
for each image. During the generation process, we provide
the corresponding real handprinted data to CUT, DG-Font,
STSN, AGTGAN, and ControlNet based on specified classes
for generating scanned data. Both InST and our Diff-Oracle
require handprinted and scanned data. Hence, we randomly
select handprinted and scanned data as input pairs from the
same class. As for zero-shot classes in OBC306, we randomly
choose scanned data from other classes as style references.

Meanwhile, we demonstrate the effectiveness of our gener-
ated characters in the recognition task. The recognition model
is trained on the combination of real data and generated
data from different generative models, including our Diff-
Oracle, CUT [35], DG-Font [49], STSN [23], AGTGAN [15],
InST [32], and ControlNet [29]. In addition to comparing Diff-
Oracle with the above generative models, we also evaluate
it with the current SOTA oracle character recognition meth-
ods [12]–[14].

1) Visual Comparison: Fig. 8 shows the comparison of
generation results. It is evident that our Diff-Oracle effectively
captures the stylistic attributes from scanned data, such as
dense white region, missing edges, and the thickness of
strokes. For instance, the reference style in the second row
contains a large number of dense white regions, and our Diff-
Oracle successfully incorporates this style into the generated
image. Similarly, in the fourth row, we accurately reproduce
the stroke thickness of the reference style while maintaining a
relatively clean background akin to the original. Furthermore,
in the seventh row, the character edge of the reference style is
missing due to white areas; accordingly, our final generated
image also presents white areas that obscure some of the
edges. Regarding content, Diff-Oracle accurately preserves the
intrinsic glyphs of content images and generates meaningful
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character images. In contrast, the other methods struggle
to either reproduce background textures of scanned oracle
characters (e.g., CUT, DG-Font and STSN) or maintain the
glyphs of content images (e.g., InST and ControlNet). In par-
ticular, InST lacks strict content control and, therefore, cannot
accurately render the glyphs of content images, leading to the
generation of incorrect structures or strokes. For ControlNet,
despite utilizing real handprinted data as content images during
training, it is unable to control the content of the generated
images accurately. The main reason is that the real handprinted
samples are paired with the scanned data only at the class
level, which cannot lead ControlNet to develop the ability to
precisely control content. Consequently, the resulting images
often exhibit limited similarity to the reference content images
or even produce meaningless characters. In addition, due to
the lack of text prompts accurately describing the style of
oracle characters, some generated images fail to reproduce
the background texture and font style of the reference style
images.

We also compare Diff-Oracle with some other generative
models in terms of diversity, as illustrated in Fig. 9. It is
evident that Diff-Oracle exhibits the ability to generate diverse
scanned data with consistent style and varying details (i.e.,
missing edges with different locations). On the contrary, many
methods, such as CUT, DG-Font, and STSN, fail to produce
images with high variability. AGTGAN, due to its dependence
on the GAN framework, suffers from mode collapse, resulting
in duplicated output types. Consequently, some generated
images display duplicated styles and contents. Although InST
and ControlNet, which also use the DM framework like Diff-
Oracle, exhibit high diversity, the quality of their generated
images is lower in terms of content and style.

Furthermore, Diff-Oracle can generate samples for zero-
shot classes. In the training set of OBC306, there are 13
classes without any training samples. Our model augments
these classes by utilizing corresponding handprinted data as
content and randomly selected scanned images as styles. For
a qualitative comparison, we showcase the generated results
of randomly selecting five classes in Fig. 10. We can see
that our Diff-Oracle model consistently generates high-quality
images with clear glyphs and realistic styles. In contrast,
several methods, including DG-Font, AGTGAN, InST, and
ControlNet, often fall short in generating glyphs that are both
clear and precise. Moreover, some approaches generate nearly
identical or duplicate instances, as observed in CUT, DG-Font,
and STSN.

2) Quantitative Comparison: Quantitative results for gen-
eration and recognition are detailed in Table I and Table II,
respectively. In alignment with the previous visual analysis,
consistent observations can be drawn from the tables on both
datasets.
Generation performance. Compared with the other methods
in Table I, it is evident that our Diff-Oracle demonstrates
superior FID values of 54.1 and 57.72 in Oracle-241 and
OBC306, respectively. These outcomes substantiate the fidelity
of the images produced by our model. In terms of LPIPS, our
model performs comparable to ControlNet. It is worth noting
that, while ControlNet achieves a marginally higher LPIPS

score compared to ours, the increase in diversity may be owing
to the presence of chaotic and incomplete glyphs. These are
deemed invalid, as illustrated in Fig. 9.

TABLE I: Comparison on Oracle-241 and OBC306 in terms
of FID and LPIPS.

Method Oracle-241 OBC306
FID↓ LPIPS ↑ FID↓ LPIPS↑

CUT [35] 174.83 0.427 231.83 0.329
DG-Font [49] 96.50 0.438 150.52 0.317
STSN [23] 208.31 0.335 83.71 0.476
AGTGAN [15] 69.32 0.521 88.7 0.483
InST [32] 86.82 0.479 115.25 0.422
ControlNet [29] 78.66 0.621 59.83 0.648
Diff-Oracle 54.1 0.580 57.72 0.604

Recognition accuracy. We further evaluate the quality of the
generated images through recognition experiments on Oracle-
241 and OBC306, and the relevant results are summarized in
Table II (as detailed in the first part of Table II). The pro-
posed Diff-Oracle consistently enables the recognition model
to achieve the highest accuracy in all cases for Oracle-241
and OBC306. In comparison to the baseline model without
generated data [13] (the row of “No Aug”), the average
accuracy improves by 2.55% and 8.72% on Oracle-241 and
OBC306, respectively. Notably, Table II shows that the per-
formance of zero-shot classes is particularly remarkable. With
the integration of generated images from Diff-Oracle, the
total accuracy for zero-shot classes dramatically increases to
84.62%. On the contrary, without content or style conditions,
InST and ControlNet negatively impact both the average
and total accuracy of Oracle-241 and the total accuracy of
OBC306. These results demonstrate the substantial impact of
our model in enhancing the recognition accuracy, especially
for zero-shot classes.

Furthermore, considering the imbalanced data problem of
oracle datasets, we compare Diff-Oracle with several SOTA
oracle character recognition methods [12]–[14] (as detailed
in the second part of Table II). It is evident that Diff-Oracle
outperforms these existing works in terms of both average and
total accuracy on both Oracle-241 and OBC306. Significantly,
present SOTA recognition methods depend exclusively on data
from a single domain without additional auxiliary information.
As a result, they are unable to handle zero-shot classes
in OBC306. In contrast, Diff-Oracle demonstrates a clear
advantage with an accuracy of 84.62% on these classes.

D. Ablation Studies

To showcase the effectiveness of each component in our
proposed Diff-Oracle model, we conducted experiments with
different components removed.

1) Effectiveness of Content Guidance: In the absence of
content conditions (the “w/o content” column in Fig. 11), the
model is still able to produce images that possess realistic
stylistic attributes like scanned data. However, it fails to
control the structure of generated images, resulting in random
contents that markedly diverge from reference handprinted
data. This outcome stems from the fact that exclusively relying
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Fig. 8: Visualization of generated oracle character images in Oracle-241. The “Content” column presents handprinted examples
as reference content, the “Style” column presents scanned images as reference style, and the other columns present synthesized
scanned data by different generative methods.

on style information cannot adequately capture the specific
glyphs of oracle characters. In addition, if we opt not to
employ pseudo content images that match pixel-level details
with the scanned data, and instead directly utilize class-level
paired data, the results are similar to Diff-Oracle without
content. More visualization can be found in Supplementary
Section E. Table III shows that Diff-Oracle without content
yields an FID value comparable to Diff-Oracle, proving that
style representation controls well. Due to the chaotic content,
Diff-Oracle without content obtains a higher LPIPS score.
Since the random content is meaningless for recognition, we
do not test the recognition performance in this case.

2) Effectiveness of Style Guidance: From Fig. 11, it is
evident to see that without style condition (the “w/o style”
column), Diff-Oracle generates scanned images with incon-
gruous style and various artifacts. The main reason for this
can be summarized as follows: without the guidance of style,

the model does not have a clear direction for style generation.
In addition, due to the discrepancy between the domains of
pseudo and real handprinted data, the model trained on pseudo
handprints exhibits limited generalizability to real handprint
data. As a result, the quality of the generated data falls below
acceptable levels. Its higher FID value in Table III, i.e., 174.77,
further affirmed this inadequacy. Compared to the results of the
baseline model (the “No Aug” row), we can see the generated
data without style control (the “w/o style” row) does not
improve the recognition performance effectively.

3) Effectiveness of Two-Stage Training Strategy: We con-
duct an experiment to simultaneously train both the content
encoder and the style encoder using the one-stage training
strategy. From Fig. 11, we can see that the character images
generated from one-stage training (the “One-Stage” column)
present chaotic glyphs and unrealistic styles. The possible
reason is that the one-stage training prevents the model from
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Fig. 9: Visualization of generated oracle character images in
terms of diversity. All images belong to the same class (i.e.,
index “010032” in Oracle-241)

separating style and content features effectively, which makes
it challenging to handle new combinations of style and content
during the generation process. As a result, the model struggles
to generate the expected oracle bone script images, which
in turn adversely hurt the recognition performance compared
with the baseline model (the “No Aug” row) as shown in
Table III. These observations demonstrate the effectiveness of
our proposed two-stage training strategy.

4) Complementarity of Repatch and Generated Data: To
demonstrate the complementarity of Repatch and the generated
data, we present the relevant results in Table II (as detailed
in the third part of Table II). The results clearly demonstrate
that excluding either the generated data or Repatch degrades
the performance of Diff-Oracle. When these two components
are combined, Diff-Oracle achieves higher performance on
two datasets in terms of both average and total accuracy,
highlighting the complementary nature of the data generated
by Diff-Oracle and Repatch. Specifically, the generated data
supplements classes with insufficient data, and also overcomes
the limitation of Repatch, which is unable to support zero-shot
classes. Conversely, Repatch is able to dig deeper into the
training data, further improving overall recognition accuracy.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduce a diffusion model (DM) based
framework named Diff-Oracle for generating oracle characters.
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work to
explore DMs in this task. We propose two distinct encoders

TABLE II: Comparison on Oracle-241 and OBC306 in terms
of average, total and zero-shot class accuracy(%). “No Aug”
means training the recognition model without using generated
data. “zero-shot” represents classes that do not have scanned
data for training. The first part presents results obtained
by adding generated images. The second part presents the
results of oracle character recognition models. “w/o Repatch”
represents training the recognition model merely with images
generated from Diff-Oracle. “w/o generated data” represents
training the recognition model merely with Repatch.

Method Oracle-241 OBC306
average total average total zero-shot

No Aug 87.92 89.41 79.35 93.87 -
CUT [35] 88.15 89.48 83.85 93.85 53.85
DG-Font [49] 88.35 89.55 85.50 93.83 69.23
STSN [23] 87.92 89.29 85.07 93.77 69.23
AGTGAN [15] 88.33 89.69 85.99 93.82 76.92
InST [32] 87.40 89.17 84.78 93.68 61.54
ControlNet [29] 87.51 89.12 80.05 93.78 15.38
Zhang et al. [12] 87.22 88.21 76.40 90.16 -
Li et al. [14] 89.31 90.17 84.44 90.67 -
Li et al. [13] 89.73 90.27 82.99 93.81 -
Diff-Oracle 90.47 91.11 88.07 94.12 84.62
w/o Repatch 88.83 89.93 87.11 93.92 84.62
w/o generated data 89.13 90.22 82.44 94.06 -

TABLE III: Ablation study of different components of Diff-
Oracle on Oracle-241. “No Aug” means training the recog-
nition model without generated data. “One-Stage” represents
simultaneous training content and style encoder. For recog-
nition accuracy, Diff-Oracle here refers to the model without
Repatch.

Method Oracle-241
FID↓ LPIPS↑ average↑ total↑

No Aug - - 87.92 89.41
Diff-Oracle 54.10 0.580 88.83 89.93
w/o content 65.64 0.671 - -
w/o style 174.77 0.653 88.17 89.30
One-Stage 108.86 0.598 87.88 88.92

to separately extract style and content information, allowing
for the generation of oracle characters with controllable styles
and contents. For training Diff-Oracle, we generate pseudo
handprinted oracle characters paired with scanned ones at
the pixel level, rather than the class level. To disentangle
style and content controls, we design a two-stage strategy
to train both the encoders and fine-tune the diffusion model.
Extensive experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of Diff-
Oracle in both oracle character generation and recognition.
Currently, we do not consider the geometric discrepancies
between handprinted and scanned characters. In the future, we
plan to incorporate deformable components into the generation
process to further improve generation quality.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL
Diff-Oracle: Deciphering Oracle Bone

Scripts with Controllable Diffusion Model
In this supplementary material, we first provide details of

the datasets in Section A, then introduce more experimental
settings in Section B and Section C, and last give more
experimental results in Section, Section and Section.

A. DATASETS

Oracle-AYNU [12] is a handprinted dataset, which contains
2,584 categories with 39,072 oracle character instances. Since
our work focuses on scanned oracle characters, the recognition
performance of this dataset is not evaluated.

OBC306 [1] is a scanned dataset, which contains 306
classes with 309,511 instances. To obtain the corresponding
handprinted characters, we rely on the Oracle-AYNU dataset.
Statistically, we find 275 classes in Oracle-AYNU that exactly
match the characters in OBC306, while the other 31 classes
are not matched. Consequently, in the experiments, we adopt
these 275 matched classes, including 294,936 scanned samples
from OBC306 and 14,799 handprinted samples from Oracle-
AYNU. We leverage these cross-domain samples to optimize
the CUT model [35], which can generate pseudo handprinted
characters aligned with scanned characters in OBC306 at
the pixel level. The generated pseudo handprinted characters
are only used during the training stage of our Diff-Oracle
model. Conversely, the real handprinted characters in Oracle-
AYNU serve as content images to generate scanned images for
OBC306 during the generation phase. OBC306 is randomly
split into training and test sets with a 3:1 ratio for each class
which follows the setting in [1]. It is noted that 13 zero-shot
classes lack scanned training samples, but have corresponding
handprinted data.

Oracle-241 [23] consists of 241 classes with 78,565 sam-
ples, where each class contains both handprinted and scanned
samples. It is split into the training set (10,861 handprinted
samples and 50,168 scanned samples) and the test set (3,730
handprinted samples and 13,806 scanned samples). Similar
to OBC306 dataset, we also leverage a CUT model [35] to
generate pseudo handprinted characters aligned with scanned
characters at the pixel level, which are used in the training
stage of our Diff-Oracle model.

The statistical information of each dataset is listed in
Supplementary Table S1.

TABLE S1: Statistical information of oracle datasets.

Dataset Type Training Set Test Set Class Number
Oracle-AYNU handprint 34,424 4,648 2,584
OBC306 scan 221,217 73,719 275
Oracle-241 scan 50,168 13,806 241
Oracle-241 handprint 10,861 3,730 241

B. MULTI-MODAL CLASSIFIER-FREE GUIDANCE ON
STYLE AND CONTENT

During the generation process, we adopt a multi-modal
classifier-free guidance strategy based on [60], which specifies

different intensities for style and content controls by adjusting
the corresponding scaling factors s1 and s2, as defined in
Eq. 5. To determine appropriate factors, we randomly select
a subset of 3,000 samples from Oracle-241 and conduct a
series of experiments using various scales within this subset.
For convenience, we simply explore integer scales according
to [34], [65]. The results are summarized in Table S2. We
observe that the FID values in the first column (s1 = 0)
are much larger. This is because the generated images solely
contain style information without any guidance from content.
Similarly, larger FID values in the first row (s2 = 0) corre-
spond to inferior quality of the generated images, as they lack
style guidance. By combining content and style guidance with
appropriate values, Diff-Oracle can generate higher-quality
oracle characters (i.e., lower FID values for all except the first
row and column of Table S2). Finally, we choose s1 = 2,
s2 = 5 for the experiments in Oracle-241. By conducting
similar experiments in OBC306, we find that s1 = 2 and
s2 = 1 are suitable scales for this dataset.

TABLE S2: Results of different scaling factors of content (s1)
and style (s2) in Oracle-241.

s2

FID↓ s1
0 1 2 3 4 5

0 213.04 120.39 76.06 80.63 84.97 85.73
1 204.21 107.80 72.92 75.48 76.92 77.67
2 183.19 96.70 69.01 70.42 73.24 73.05
3 162.00 86.35 66.53 68.39 70.78 72.05
4 152.72 80.58 65.50 67.12 69.00 70.46
5 137.65 77.24 64.34 66.29 70.05 71.04
6 126.99 72.94 65.09 67.03 68.84 71.17

C. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

In the generation experiments, we set the image size to
256×256 and employ the AdamW optimizer for the two-stage
training of Oracle-241 and OBC306. s1 = 2 and s2 = 5 are
used for Oracle-241, s1 = 2 and s2 = 1 are used for OBC306.
In the first stage, the batch size is 56, and the learning rate
is initially 6e-4 and decreased by 0.1 at n1 within a total
of n2 epochs (OBC306: n1 = 25, n2 = 40; Oracle-241:
n1 = 70, n2 = 130). In the second stage, the settings for
the two datasets are the same. Here, the batch size is 48, and
the learning rate is 6e-5 for 20 epochs. All models are trained
with 4 Nvidia RTX 4090 GPUs.

In the recognition task, we adopt ViT-Base pretrained on
ImageNet. SGD optimizer is adopted with momentum 0.9 and
weight decay 1e-4. The learning rate is 0.01 at first, then
decreased by 0.1 at the m1-th and m2-th epochs within total
m epochs (OBC306: m1 = 20, m2 = 25, m = 30; Oracle-
241: m1 = 40, m2 = 50, m = 60). The batch size is 64, and
the image size is 256 × 256. All models are trained on one
Nvidia RTX 4090 GPU.

D. NUMBERS OF GENERATED IMAGES

Diff-Oracle can generate arbitrary numbers of samples to
augment the training data. To explore the impact of different
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numbers of generated images on recognition accuracy, we con-
duct the following experiments in Oracle-241. In the training
set of Oracle-241, each class consists of a different number of
samples, where the largest class has 320 instances. To balance
all classes with the same number of samples during training
the recognition model, we first generate samples to ensure
that each class has 320 instances. In other words, if a class
originally contains n real samples, Diff-Oracle will generate
320− n samples for this class. Next, we increase the number
of samples in each class with an increment of 100 generated
samples. The recognition results are illustrated in Fig. S1. We
can see that both average and total accuracy first increase and
then decrease with the increase in the number of samples.
Finally, we opt for 520 samples in our experiments. That is,
Diff-Oracle generates 520−n new samples for each class with
n real samples.

As for OBC306, we simply follow the AGTGAN setup [15],
which utilizes the generated data to augment the samples of
minority classes to match the average sample size. In this
paper, the average sample size of OBC306 is 805. Specifically,
for classes that contain fewer than 805 training samples, we
employ Diff-Oracle to generate new samples. This process
ensures that each class attains a minimum of 805 samples
after combining both the real and generated scanned samples.
Conversely, for classes that already exceed 805 samples, no
additional generated images are added to train the recognition
model.

Fig. S1: Average and total accuracy along with the number of
training samples (real and generated) in each class in Oracle-
241.

E. EFFECTIVENESS OF PIXEL-LEVEL PAIRED SAMPLES

To demonstrate the importance of pixel-level paired data, we
conduct experiments using class-level pairs to train ControlNet
and Diff-Oracle, and the generated samples are shown in
Fig. S2. Trained on class-level paired data, ControlNet strug-
gles to produce accurate structures, such as incorrect glyphs
or inserting extra strokes. Although this model integrates
content images, its control over the content structure is limited

due to the coarse match between content images and input
images during training. Conversely, when trained with pixel-
level paired data, ControlNet generates more precise glyphs
due to the precise guidance at the pixel level. Similarly, Diff-
Oracle trained with class-level paired data exhibits structures
inconsistent with content images, despite showing some degree
of similarity. After changing to pixel-level paired data, Diff-
Oracle is able to accurately control the structure of generated
images. In summary, the pixel-level paired data can signifi-
cantly enhance the content control of the generated results,
thereby improving the generation quality.



FIRST A. AUTHOR et al.: BARE DEMO OF IEEETAI.CLS FOR IEEE JOURNALS OF IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE 3

Fig. S2: Comparison of generated oracle character images in Oracle-241 by models trained with class-level paired data or
pixel-level paired data.
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