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Abstract

Chinese landscape painting has a unique and artistic style, and its
drawing technique is highly abstract in both the use of color and the
realistic representation of objects. Previous methods focus on trans-
ferring from modern photos to ancient ink paintings. However, little
attention has been paid to translating landscape paintings into mod-
ern photos. To solve such problems, in this paper, we (1) propose
DLP-GAN (Draw Modern Chinese Landscape Photos with Generative
Adversarial Network), an unsupervised cross-domain image transla-
tion framework with a novel asymmetric cycle mapping, and (2)
introduce a generator based on a dense-fusion module to match dif-
ferent translation directions. Moreover, a dual-consistency loss is pro-
posed to balance the realism and abstraction of model painting. In
this way, our model can draw landscape photos and sketches in
the modern sense. Finally, based on our collection of modern land-
scape and sketch datasets, we compare the images generated by our
model with other benchmarks. Extensive experiments including user
studies show that our model outperforms state-of-the-art methods.

Keywords: Unpaired Image Translation, Style Transfer, Asymmetric
Translation, Chinese Landscape Painting
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1 Introduction

Landscape painting is a significant subject in Chinese art. Brush and ink,
unique to this style of painting, are considered the soul of Chinese landscape
painting. By adjusting moisture, ink color, and brush strokes, artists can create
endless variations in their landscapes. However, mastering these techniques
takes time and requires a high level of skill, which can be a barrier to the
development of this art form [1]. Therefore, we are exploring the use of modern
technology to create landscape photos that capture the moods and emotions
of ancient Chinese landscapes.

Fig. 1 Example results of DLP-GAN in landscape painting style transfer. Top: ancient
landscape painting to modern photos. Bottom: modern photos to ancient landscape painting.
Left: landscape painting. Right: sketches.

Computer-assisted art creation has greatly expanded the ability of artists
to create their own works. With the rise of artificial intelligence, natural images
can be transformed using techniques such as style transfer [2–4] and image-
to-image translation [5–7]. However, most research in this area has focused on
oil and watercolor paintings [8–10], leaving a gap in the ability to apply these
techniques to landscape paintings. Our work addresses this gap by exploring
the novel asymmetric framework DLP-GAN to transfer the style of Chinese
landscape paintings.
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The creation of paintings exhibits significant cultural differences between
the East and the West. Chinese paintings are not bound to the reality of
the object, but rather to the subjective truth behind it [1]. Due to such dif-
ferences, researchers have studied Chinese painting style transfer using deep
convolutional networks to extract contours and learning various drawing tech-
niques through adversarial learning[11–13]. However, these methods are less
efficient because they require two stages to complete. Another suitable method
is unsupervised cross-domain image-to-image translation, where the key is to
utilize generative adversarial networks [14]. Unlike the generation tasks of the
previous two stages, the GAN-based method has the benefit of capturing high-
level styles from a set of paintings. This process is mainly implemented by
the generator, which learns the mapping between two domains until it gener-
ates images that the discriminator cannot distinguish from real paintings. To
capture image features, common solutions include (i) training cross-domain
translation mappings based on cycle-consistency constraints [15–17], (ii) learn-
ing end-to-end style transfer by matching different cross-domain loss functions
[18–20], and (iii) separating the characteristic representations of style and con-
tent to achieve style transfer in landscape painting by re-encoding [21–23].
In addition to GANs, diffusion models have demonstrated their potential in
generating high-quality images [24, 25], and several conditional diffusion mod-
els [26–28] have been proposed for image-to-image translation tasks. However,
these models often exhibit limited generalization capabilities, particularly in
specific applications.

Fig. 2 Some example pictures collected for our style transfer tasks. (a) Ancient landscape
paintings for ancient → modern. (b) Modern landscape photos for modern → ancient. (c)
Landscape sketches for ancient → line drawing.

Although the visual quality of the results generated by such methods has
improved, the style effect is still not obvious in images containing backgrounds
with complex elements, such as the sky and trees in the background of ancient
landscape paintings. The transfer from ancient paintings to modern photos
has not been studied. Based on this, our study focuses on transferring ancient
landscape paintings (see fig. 2-a) to modern photos (see fig. 2-b) and sketches
(see fig. 2-c). Due to the huge domain deviation, generating different image
types also poses different challenges. For modern landscape photos, the distri-
bution of target styles is diverse because they have relatively large variations
in texture, color, and brush stroke size, which makes it difficult to capture the
exact modern style. Thus, we need a deep convolutional network with robust
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generative capability during the translation. For landscape sketches, which
have a single target style distribution consisting of edges and shadows drawn
in dark lines, capturing their styles is not as difficult as in modern photos. The
main challenge in producing satisfactory results is to accurately identify and
preserve edge features in landscape sketches.

We propose DLP-GAN to overcome these challenges. In our framework, a
dense-fusion module-based generator is designed to translate landscape paint-
ings into realistic photos. The dense-fusion module [29] has the advantage of
enhancing feature propagation and encouraging feature reuse over the residual
blocks used in CycleGAN [5]. To further simulate the features highlighting the
edge strokes of the drawing subject, we propose a semantic-consistency loss to
learn the salient edge stroke styles. This loss function enhances the accuracy of
cross-domain image translation by constraining the shared semantic encoding
between the input image and the reconstructed image. We also improve the
model using a feature-consistency loss, which maximizes the abstract represen-
tation of drawing images by constraining the feature space of the source domain
to overlap with the target domain. Our approach introduces a dual-consistency
loss that combines both feature and semantic consistency components, effec-
tively addressing the challenges of capturing style and preserving content in
image translation tasks. By adjusting the weights of these components, a bal-
ance between realism and abstraction can be achieved. Several examples of
landscape paintings generated using our approach are shown in fig. 1. Further-
more, we collect a high-resolution dataset of modern landscape photos and
their sketches to advance the field.

Our model eventually learns to draw modern landscape photos and
sketches. In short, the main contributions of our work are as follows: (i) We
introduce DLP-GAN, a novel approach aiming to translate ancient landscape
paintings into modern image domains. We design a generator based on a
dense-fusion module to learn stroke features, which performs better in cross-
domain image translation. (ii) We propose an unsupervised image translation
framework with unpaired datasets, which is valuable for fields in which paired
datasets are difficult to collect. (iii) We introduce a novel dual-consistency loss,
which combines feature and semantic consistency components. This loss func-
tion effectively addresses the challenges of capturing style while preserving the
essential content in image translation tasks. Extensive experiments show that
our method generates Modern landscape photos with realistic effects.

This paper is structured as follows: In section 2, we review the related
work. We describe the proposed method in section 3. In section 4, We report
the results of qualitative and quantitative experiments. Then, in section 5, a
conclusion and future work are presented.
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2 Related work

2.1 GAN for image-to-image translation

Goodfellow et al.[14] proposed a new framework for generative adversarial
network (GAN), which can be used to estimate generative models through an
adversarial process. The generator and discriminator are trained in parallel,
with the generator learning the distribution of real data and the discriminator
learning to distinguish between real and fake data. GAN have been rapidly
extended to many tasks, and have achieved notable success in the area of
image-to-image translation.

Image-to-image translation tasks can be divided into supervised and unsu-
pervised types. Supervised translation uses class labels or source images as
conditions to generate high-quality images, which can further be divided into
directed and bi-directional translation. Pix2Pix [7], a representative of directed
translation, is a supervised method that learns one-to-one mappings. However,
the images generated by this method are still limited by low resolution and
blurriness. To address this issue, Wang et al.[30] proposed Pix2pixHD, which
increases the resolution of the output image to 2048 × 1024. BicycleGAN [6],
a representative of bi-directional translation, is a multi-model cross-domain
translation method that requires pairs of training images. It combines a Con-
ditional Variational Autoencoder (CVAE) and Conditional Latent Regression
(CLR) to generate realistic and diverse outputs. Unsupervised approaches,
on the other hand, aim to learn the mapping between two domains without
the need for paired data. CycleGAN [5] proposes a novel cycle consistency
constraint to build a bi-directional relationship between two domains. To cap-
ture the features of variables in the domain, representation deconstruction has
been investigated in MUNIT [31], where content and style encoders are used
to extract features of content and style, respectively. However, these methods
often have difficulty building robust and balanced representations for specific
domains, making them less adaptable to various translation tasks and prone to
failure in some cases. To overcome this limitation, we propose a dense-fusion
module-based generator, a dual-consistency loss to learn stroke features, and
apply it to image translation tasks to generate high-quality images.

2.2 Style transfer for ancient Chinese painting

With the increasing popularity of deep neural networks, many researchers
have been focusing on style transfer for traditional Chinese paintings. Zheng
and Zhang[12] propose using multi-scale neural networks for Chinese image
transfer, but their method is not end-to-end and requires sketches or edges
as inputs. Li et al.[18] propose a neural network-based method that learns
end-to-end transfer through a novel filter and differentiable loss terms. Qiao
et al.[19] propose a Domain Style Transfer Network (DSTN) for transfer-
ring ancient paintings to realistic images, but this method focuses on ancient
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Chinese flower and bird landscape paintings. Recent methods based on end-to-
end generative adversarial network architectures explore the translation from
photos to Chinese ink painting style, such as [16, 32]. Li et al.[22] train a
fast feed-forward generative network to extract the corresponding styles that
can be transferred from photographs to traditional Chinese portraits. Xue[23]
proposes a two-stage architecture for generating Chinese landscape paintings
without conditional input. Recently, Chung and Huang[33] generate more accu-
rate real images by enhancing the details of boundary images, but their results
require user interaction. Wang et al.[17] use an improved asymmetric Cycle-
GAN model to solve the transfer from real photos to ink painting style. Unlike
these methods, our proposed method focuses on generating modern landscape
photos and sketches using ancient landscape paintings as inputs. Our proposed
DLP-GAN model uses a higher-resolution image and stricter constraints for
optimization to handle various tasks more effectively.

3 Method

3.1 Overview

In this section, we propose a GAN-based model with a novel asymmetric cycle
structure that transforms ancient landscape paintings into high-quality modern
photos. Our model uses unpaired training data and has the advantages of
being end-to-end and requiring no user interaction. Let X and Y be the ancient
landscape painting domain and the modern photo domain. Our model learns
a function Φ that maps from X to Y using training data N (x) = {xi | i =
1, 2, · · · , ni} ⊂ X and N (y) = {yj | j = 1, 2, · · · , nj} ⊂ Y. ni and nj are the
numbers of training set images in the X and Y domains, respectively.

The overall framework of the proposed model is shown in fig. 3, which
contains pipelines in two directions, from the ancient landscape painting X
domain to the modern photo Y domain direction (X → Y) and the opposite
direction (Y → X). Each pipeline includes the following modules: generator
G, generator F , discriminator D, DexiNed module for edge detection, and a
pre-trained V GG network module for feature extraction. Generators G and F
and discriminator D work together to learn the mapping between domain X
and Y.

There is much more information in the modern photo domain than in the
ancient landscape painting domain. For example, modern photos often contain
a variety of colors and details in the background, such as the colors of the sky,
trees, and buildings. In contrast, the background of ancient landscape paintings
is often left blank or minimally detailed. As shown in the CycleGAN method
in fig. 7, if the same cycle-consistency loss is applied to the reconstructed and
input photos, it can cause the generated images to be distorted and limit the
ability of the model to create meaningful mappings between the two domains.

To solve the problem of distorted generated images and limited mapping
capabilities, our proposed model uses an asymmetric structure with a strict
generator G in the (X→ Y) direction and a relaxed generator F in the opposite
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Fig. 3 The pipeline exhibits the architecture of the proposed DLP-GAN. The pipeline
consists of two directions operating different generators. Top: translation direction from
Domain (X) Chinese landscape painting → Domain (Y) Modern photos. Bottom: Opposite
direction.

direction. The strict generator G focuses on accurately capturing the specific
characteristics and details of the target domain, while the relaxed generator
F aims to preserve the overall style and essence of the source domain. This
allows for more flexible optimization of the objective function and enables the
model to focus on the important features in modern photos. In addition, we
propose a dual-consistency loss function that forces the embedded information
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to be visible in the generated images, and an identity loss function is added
to regularize the generators and avoid meaningless translations. By effectively
combining these techniques, our model generates high-quality modern photos
and sketches, preserving spatial features and enhancing the fidelity of elemental
details in the input images.

The network in our model is trained using an adversarial process, where the
two discriminators (DX and DY ) engage in a competitive interplay with the
two generators (G and F ) until they reach a point of equilibrium. This equilib-
rium is commonly referred to as the Nash equilibrium. The total loss function
LTotal (G,F,DX , DY ) for the model includes five types of loss terms: generate
adversarial loss LLSGAN (G,DY ) and LLSGAN (F,DX), dual-consistency loss
LDual including feature loss LFeature(G,F ) and semantic loss LSemantic(G,F ),
and identity loss Lid(G,F ). The function Φ is then optimized through the
solution of a specific minimax problem using a defined loss function:

min
G,F

max
DX ,DY

LTotal (G,F,DX , DY )

= λGANLGAN + λDualLDual + λidLid

= λGAN

(
LLSGAN (G,DY ) + LLSGAN (F,DX)

)
+ λDual

(
LFeature(G,F ) + µLSemantic(G,F )

)
+ λidLid(G,F )

(1)

Where the weights λGAN , λDual , λid control the relative importance of
the component losses to the overall learning objective.

The network architectures for G, F, DX , and DY are introduced in
section 3.2. The detailed design of several relevant objective functions are pre-
sented in section 3.3. The architecture of the proposed DLP-GAN is illustrated
in fig. 3.

3.2 Network architectures

In the (X→Y) direction, as shown at the top of fig. 3, the framework is given
two semantically related stylized image domains (X, Y). First, the ancient
landscape image x is input to generator G and output as translated image
G(x), then generator F encodes the image G(x) into a reconstructed image
F (G(x)). To maintain color space consistency within the same domain, we
have adopted an approach inspired by the identity loss in CycleGAN [5]. This
adaptation ensures consistent color spaces between input and output within a
given domain. In the opposite direction, as shown at the bottom of fig. 3.

The DLP-GAN is an asymmetry-based framework, where the generator is
an encoder-decoder, and there is a transformer network based on the residual
structure in the middle; the transformer network determines the representation
capability of the generator, and we use two versions of the generator network
G and F .
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Fig. 4 Architecture of the generator F , in which k represents the kernel size, n is the
number of feature maps and s is the stride in each convolutional layer.

Fig. 5 Architecture of the generator G.

The generator F structure is shown in fig. 4. The encoder consists of a
7 × 7 convolutional layer, followed by two downsampling with stride 2. The
intermediate structure includes six residual blocks, each of which contains two
convolutional layers, and the decoder consists of two transposed convolutional
blocks with stride 2 for upsampling, and one 7 × 7 convolutional layer.

The generator G structure is shown in fig. 5. The intermediate structure
starts with two residual blocks. We additionally embed a dense-fusion block,
including a dense block and a fusion block. The fusion block fuses the informa-
tion from each previous layer, and by this operation, our network can retain
more useful information from the intermediate layers and is easy to train. This
design not only enhances the accuracy of the drawing results but also improves
overall efficiency.

In traditional CNN-based networks, the issue of degradation arises with
increased network depth, limiting the utilization of information extracted by
intermediate layers [34]. To overcome this, we draw inspiration from the con-
cept of dense blocks introduced by [35], which establish direct connections
from any layer to all subsequent layers. This architecture offers several advan-
tages, including preserving maximum information throughout the network,
improving information flow and gradient propagation for easier training, and
providing a regularizing effect that reduces overfitting.

Based on these observations, our proposed model embeds a dense-fusion
module behind the residual blocks in the generator network. Figure 6 presents
a comparison of the generated image details with and without fusion layers.
Although the overall appearance of the images produced by both methods may
appear similar, the inclusion of fusion layers enhances the aesthetic appeal and
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Fig. 6 Comparison of image details generated by our method with and without fusion
layers. While the images produced by the two methods look similar overall, the images
produced by the model after adding the fusion layer look aesthetically better and more
detailed.

level of detail in the generated images. The images generated by the model
with fusion layers exhibit a superior visual quality, capturing finer elements
and nuances with greater fidelity. This architectural choice enables the model
to preserve artistic style while effectively addressing discontinuities at semantic
edges.

The discriminator DX , and discriminator DY represent discrimina-
tors in the style domains X and Y, respectively. The main function of the
discriminator is to distinguish the generated photos from the real ones. In
this paper, we utilize the Patch GAN discriminator introduced by Isola et al.
[7]. The Patch GAN discriminator offers several advantages, including reduced
number of parameters, faster computation, and the ability to handle images
of arbitrary sizes. The discriminator DX , and DY networks consist of four
down-sampling convolutional layers, each followed by an additional instance
normalization layer and a ReLU nonlinear activation function. The last layer
is a convolutional layer with a kernel size of 4 and a stride of 1.

3.3 Loss functions

There are five types of losses in our loss function (Eq.1). We explain them in
detail as follows.

Generate adversarial loss LGAN is used to optimize the generator and
the discriminator networks in the proposed model. The generator-discriminator
pairs are denoted as (G,DY ) and (F,DX), and each generator is trained jointly
with its corresponding discriminator. The LGAN loss function helps the gen-
erated image to be closer to modern photos during the translation process.
During training, the adversarial network learns two mapping functions between
two directions: (G,DY ) and (F,DX). The LGAN loss function in the (X →
Y) direction, which is composed of the generator G and the corresponding
discriminator DY , is defined as follows:



11

LGAN (G,DY ) = Ey∼pdata (y)

[
logDY (y)

]
+ Ex∼pdata (x)

[
log

(
1−DY (G(x))

)] (2)

Where pdata (x) and pdata (y) represent the data distribution in the X
and Y domains, respectively. Similarly, we introduce similar adversarial loss
LGAN (F,DX) in the (Y → X) direction, which consists of the generator G
and the corresponding discriminator DX .

In our training process, we substituted the conventional negative log-
likelihood loss used in regular GANs [14] with the least squares loss introduced
by Mao et al. [36], referred to as Least Squares GANs (LSGANs). For the
LGAN (G,DY ), the adversarial loss is defined as:

LLSGAN (DY ) =
1

2
Ey∼pdata (y)

[
DY (y)−1

]2
+

1

2
Ex∼pdata (x)

[
DY

(
G(x)

)]2
(3)

LLSGAN (G) =
1

2
Ex∼pdata (x)

[
DY

(
G(x)

)
− 1

]2
(4)

Similarly, for the GAN loss LGAN (F,DX) the adversarial loss is defined as:

LLSGAN (DX) =
1

2
Ex∼pdata (x)

[
DX(x)−1

]2
+
1

2
Ey∼pdata (y)

[
DX

(
F (y)

)]2
(5)

LLSGAN (F ) =
1

2
Ey∼pdata(y)

[
DX

(
F (y)

)
− 1

]2
(6)

Dual-consistency loss L Dual is used to perform high-quality image
translation between two style domains. The main idea is to constrain the
semantic consistency of the input image with the generated image and the
feature consistency with the reconstructed image. The goal is to learn the map-
ping from the input to the generated image domain with high quality. It can
be specifically divided into feature loss and semantic loss, as defined below.

Feature loss L Feature aims to make the output more creative by learning
additional styles while preserving the semantics of the generated image. The
most straightforward way to preserve the desired information from the con-
tent images is to use image reconstruction loss [5, 7], which is calculated at
the pixel-level. However, since our task is to switch from information-poor to
information-rich domains, pixel-level loss is not conducive to the creativity of
the model. It has been found that pre-trained VGG networks on Image Net
[37] can extract high-level semantic information, so we use images extracted
from the pre-trained VGG-16 as feature representations and evaluate the sim-
ilarity between the input and output images at a higher level of abstraction.
The feature-consistency loss LFeature is formulated as:
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LFeature (G,F ) = Ex∼pdata (x)

[∥∥VGGrelu3 3 (x)−VGGrelu3 3F
(
G(x)

)∥∥
1

]
+ Ey∼pdata (y)

[∥∥VGGrelu3 3 (y)−VGGrelu3 3G
(
F (y)

)∥∥
1

] (7)

V GGrelu3 3 is the feature map extracted from the relu3 3 layer of the VGG-16
networks.

To achieve conversion between two style domains and perform better
semantic style transfer, we hope the generator network can learn the semantic
mapping relationship between the two domains related to the topic. Therefore,
we propose semantic-consistency loss to train the generator network.

Semantic loss L Semantic mainly simulates the semantic style that empha-
sizes the subject in the scene, which is obtained using the edge of the salient
subject. As mentioned earlier, there is much less information in the domain Y
than in the domain X. We do not expect the results of x → G(x) and y →
F (y) to be similar in pixels. Instead, we only expect the information in the
edge semantics of x and G(x) to be similar. The DexiNed network can extract
multiple semantic levels for different types of brushes and strokes. We use a
pre-trained DexiNed network [38] to extract edge semantic content from the
input and translated images, and then evaluate the similarity of edge seman-
tics using the Llpips perceptual metric proposed by Zhang et al.[39]. In this
way, the generator can better encode landscape paintings and extract useful
features. The semantic-consistency loss LSemantic is defined as:

LSemantic (G,F ) = Ex∼Pdata (x)

[
Llpips

(
Dex (x) , Dex

(
G (x)

))]
+ Ey∼Pdata (y)

[
Llpips

(
Dex (y) , Dex

(
F (y)

))] (8)

Dex represents the pre-trained DexiNed network.
The above two losses constitute a dual-consistency loss. By minimizing

the semantic loss and the feature loss, the generator network can preserve
the semantic content and the style information in the original image. In other
words, the dual-consistency loss constrains the generator network from learning
semantic style-related image mapping relations between two style domains,
and the dual-consistency loss LDual is then defined as:

L Dual (G,F ) = LFeature (G,F ) + µLSemantic (G,F ) (9)

Where µ is the weight parameter used to balance the feature and semantic
correlation of the generated image, µ = 1 in this paper, and the meaning of
the µ parameter will be described in detail later.

Identity loss Lid is a regularization term that is used to avoid produc-
ing nonsensical translations with a generator. As an example, consider the use
of the identity loss in CycleGAN[5], where it is used to maintain the color
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composition of the input and output images consistent. This is achieved by
minimizing the L1 distance between the input modern photo y and the gener-
ated photo G(y) (as shown in the upper part of fig. 3). The Identity loss Lid

is formulated as follows:

Lid(G,F ) = Ex∼pdata (x)

[
∥F (x)− x∥1

]
+ Ey∼pdata (y)

[
∥G(y)− y∥1

]
(10)

4 Experiments

4.1 Data preparation

We experiment with two transfer tasks: Ancient landscape painting to modern
photos; landscape photos to sketches. The datasets related to the two tasks
are described as follows:
Ancient Chinese landscape Paintings:

The ancient Chinese landscape paintings in this study were obtained from a
high-quality dataset proposed by Xue[23], which includes photos collected from
four open museum galleries: the Smithsonian Freer Gallery, the Metropolitan
Museum of Art, the Princeton University Art Museum, and the Harvard Uni-
versity Art Museum. To improve the quality of the images, we removed some
blurry or unattractive photos from the collection. Additionally, since the num-
ber of collected images was limited, we used image flipping and cropping to
expand our dataset. After preprocessing, we obtained a total of 1940 ancient
landscape paintings.

For the collected ancient landscape paintings, some elements such as
inscriptions, seals, and poems can affect the generation of style. To address
this problem, we applied the corresponding constraint functions introduced in
section 4.6.2.
Modern Landscape Photos:

To support our research on modern landscape photos, we collected a dataset
of modern landscape photos from the internet. We manually selected and
cropped the images to ensure that the dataset included a variety of nature
and landscape scenes. After collecting and processing the images, we obtained
a total of 1794 modern landscape photos.
Landscape Sketches:

To obtain data for our target domain (landscape sketches), we collected
sketches from the Internet. We noticed that some sketches have large blank
areas, which could hinder the training of the model. Therefore, we manually
filtered out these sketches and preprocessed the remaining images. After this
process, we obtained a total of 1560 landscape sketches.

We first scale all image pixel sizes to 512 × 512. The dataset we collected,
some of which are shown in fig. 2. In the training and testing division of the
experimental dataset, for the two translation tasks, 800 photos are randomly
selected as the training set and 200 photos are randomly selected as the testing
set.
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4.2 Training details

The proposed model was implemented using PyTorch [40] on a computer
equipped with an AMD EPYC 7551P CPU and an NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090
graphics card with 24GB of video memory. The training process utilized the
Adam optimizer [41] with momentum parameters β1 = 0.5 and β2 = 0.999, and
the initial learning rate was set to 0.0002. The hyperparameters λDual = 10,
λGAN = 1 and λid = 5. The network parameters were initialized using a
Gaussian distribution with a mean of 0 and a standard deviation of 0.02. The
training was conducted for a total of 200 epochs with a batch size of 1. The
proposed model has a total of 32.05 million parameters, contributing to its
ability to capture and learn complex style and content mappings.

The training time for the ancient Chinese landscape painting to modern
photo task is about 39 hours, and the training time for the ancient Chinese
landscape painting to line drawing task is about 37 hours. These training times
include 200 epochs of processing time. The experiment was conducted on the
Ubuntu 20.04.3 operating system. The original size of the input image was 512
× 512, and the image size was expanded to 588 × 588 before input into the
model, and then randomly cropped to 512 × 512.

4.3 Qualitative results and analysis

4.3.1 Landscape painting translation task

In this section, we perform a qualitative comparison of our proposed model for
the task of translating ancient Chinese landscape paintings. This comparison
aims to evaluate the performance and effectiveness of our model in capturing
the unique style and content of these paintings.

We compare our method with two state-of-the-art neural style transfer
methods: Gatys et al.[3], AdaIN[42], and four unpaired image-to-image transla-
tion methods: CycleGAN[5], AsymmetryGAN[43], DSTN[19], Wang et al.[17],
DSM[44].

For the two neural style transfer methods, Gatys et al. and AdaIN, their
inputs are a content image (Landscape painting) and a style image (one of
the collected landscape photos). For the five unpaired image-to-image trans-
lation methods, CycleGAN, AsymmetryGAN, DSTN, Wang et al., DSM, we
retrained each comparison model using our training set, which consists of 1735
images, including 858 collected ancient landscape paintings and 877 modern
landscape photos.

The results of the qualitative comparison are shown in fig. 7. Our method
generates higher-quality images that are more similar to real modern photos.
The leftmost column shows the input images from ancient landscape paint-
ings. Images generated using the method of Gatys only show low-level texture
information, and the textures are not distributed according to the semantic
structure. This is particularly evident when generating sketches, where the tar-
get domain style is not captured. The images generated by the AdaIN method
lack semantic information, and the style is too prominent. When generating
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Fig. 7 Comparison of DLP-GAN with related methods, including neural style transfer
based methods Gatys et al.[3], AdaIN[42], and GAN-based image translation methods
CycleGAN[5], AsymmetryGAN[43], DSTN[19], Wang et al.[17], DSM[44] on drawing mod-
ern landscapes (top), and landscape sketch synthesis (bottom).

modern photos, CycleGAN has a largely random distribution in color space.
AsymmetryGAN retain some semantic information and styles in both tasks
due to the asymmetrical structure. However, the color space lacks creativ-
ity and fails to capture the modern image perfectly. DSTN cannot learn the
deep landscape style, and the generated semantics appear distorted with too
sharp edges. The method of Wang et al. generates results with artifacts and
noise. DSM method provides a richer representation of semantic information
in generated sketches. However, it tends to produce sketches with uniform
pixel distributions, which may not effectively highlight foreground objects. In
contrast, our method generates images that preserve the semantic information
well and have natural and realistic color space transitions.

As shown in fig. 7, our GAN-based approach can completely transfer the
landscape painting style while preserving more complete semantic details and
producing more realistic styles. For example, our approach produces more
realistic modern brushstrokes on the edges of mountains and plants. In con-
trast, the other GAN-based methods shown in the first row fail to capture the
semantics of the mountain peaks, and the colors are confusing. In addition,
our generated images are more reasonable at different view levels. They have
smoother transitions in the sky, river, and mountain edges, which are more
consistent with realistic landscape scenery. In generating sketches, our method
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produces images with more complete semantics and styles, solving the arti-
facts and noise that existed before. Since sketches lack color information, the
original spatial semantic information is more prominent, which is crucial for
studying the structural elements of ancient landscape paintings.

Fig. 8 Results of DLP-GAN for drawing
landscape evaluated on the test set. Left:
translation from ancient landscape painting
to modern photos. Right: translation from
modern photos to ancient landscape painting.

Fig. 9 Results of DLP-GAN for draw-
ing landscape sketch evaluated on the test
set. Left: translation from ancient landscape
painting to sketches. Right: translation from
modern photos to sketches.

To show more results, we evaluate the performance of our model on two
tasks: bidirectional translation and transferability. Figure 8 and fig. 9 show the
results of these tasks, respectively. In the landscape photo task, we use DLP-
GAN to translate images from ancient to modern styles and vice versa. The
results shown in fig. 8 illustrate that our method can achieve high-quality style
transfer. Our approach also extends to sketch synthesis with the same hyper-
parameter configuration as the landscape photo task. fig. 9 shows qualitative
results of our model trained on the ancient dataset and applied to the modern
dataset. The results show that our method can accurately convey semantic
information in both directions.

4.3.2 Other translation tasks

To further evaluate the generalization ability of our model, we conduct
qualitative analysis in this section. We compare our model with four state-of-
the-art unpaired image-to-image translation methods: UNIT[45], MUNIT[31],
AttentionGAN[46], DSM[44] on several common translation tasks, including
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Fig. 10 Comparison of our proposed method with related methods on three image
translation tasks, including four Unpaired image-to-image translation methods: UNIT[45],
MUNIT[31], AttentionGAN[46], DSM[44].

selfie2anime, horse2zebra and apple2orange. This analysis provides insight
into the strengths and limitations of our model compared to state-of-the-art
methods in the field.

A qualitative comparison of the three image-to-image translation tasks is
shown in fig. 10. UNIT and MUNIT adopt feature-level cycle-consistency loss,
which less constraints the results at the image level, making the generated
image deformed. Attention GAN adds attention mask and content mask, which
makes the model pay more attention to the foreground of the image, result-
ing in more changes in the background part of the generated image. DSM,
being a state-of-the-art method based on distributional semantics, serves as a
benchmark for comparison.

Upon examination, we observe that the overall image generated by our
method is slightly better than DSM. Notably, in the third row of the fig. 10, the
stripes generated by our method exhibit greater completeness. However, when
it comes to capturing fine details, such as the finger region in the first row,
our method exhibits slight deviations. This limitation is due to our model’s
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emphasis on the overall translation of landscape paintings, which may lead
to slight differences in translating images that contain a single foreground.
Regarding this part we will further improve the research in future work.

Through these comparisons and analyses, we aim to demonstrate the effec-
tiveness and generalization of our proposed model in various translation tasks,
as well as its potential to outperform existing state-of-the-art methods.

Table 1 Quantitative comparison with related methods in FID, FID, PSNR and SSIM.
Landscape and Sketches denote different transfer tasks respectively. Landscape: ancient
landscape to modern photos; Sketches: ancient landscape to sketches.

Method
FID ↓ KID ↓ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑

Landscape Sketches Landscape Sketches Landscape Sketches Landscape Sketches

Gatys et al.[3] 333.629 495.327 0.728 1.043 13.013 19.412 0.459 0.513
AdaIN[42] 321.893 274.288 0.664 0.578 13.515 12.244 0.408 0.458

CycleGAN[5] 296.965 270.634 0.752 0.582 10.454 12.647 0.497 0.378
AsymmetryGAN[43] 219.342 248.027 0.674 0.532 13.753 12.293 0.515 0.375

DSTN[19] 225.294 209.045 0.693 0.448 12.959 12.698 0.591 0.404
Wang et al.[17] 217.326 246.921 0.688 0.534 11.684 11.912 0.393 0.415

DSM[44] 220.823 183.384 0.681 0.395 11.973 12.816 0.492 0.542
Ours 198.835 175.368 0.623 0.386 12.328 12.439 0.609 0.552

4.4 Quantitative evaluation

To objectively quantify the results generated by our method, we introduce
four evaluation metrics: distribution-based metrics (Frechet Inception Distance
(FID) and Kernel Inception Distance (KID)), as well as image-based metrics
(Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR) and Structural Similarity (SSIM)). These
metrics are described as follows:

FID [47] measures the similarity of the generated images by calculating
the mean and variance of the features obtained from the Inception V3 network.
Lower scores indicate greater similarity between the two domains.

KID [48] calculates the square of the maximum mean difference between
the two sets of image features and represents the distance of feature distribu-
tion between the input image and the generated image. A smaller KID value
indicates a greater similarity between the two domains. This metric can be
used to evaluate the quality of the rendered image to some extent.

PSNR and SSIM [49] are widely used image evaluation metrics to mea-
sure the similarity between two images. PSNR is calculated by the error
between the input and generated image. SSIM measures the similarity between
two images based on their brightness, contrast, and structure. Higher values
of PSNR and SSIM indicate better quality of the generated image.

The quantitative comparison results of our experiments are shown in
table 1. It can be found that our method outperforms the other approaches
across all metrics except for PSNR. It is important to note that PSNR primar-
ily focuses on pixel-level similarity between images and does not fully account
for other important visual features such as color, texture, and spatial arrange-
ment, which are perceived by the human visual system. Figure 7 illustrates



19

this, especially in the sketching task. Gatys method achieves the highest PSNR
score due to its darker background color, resulting in relatively high pixel-level
similarity. However, instead of dark backgrounds, our goal in the sketching task
is to highlight interesting foreground elements. Despite the variance in PSNR
results, our method consistently outperforms other methods on the remaining
three metrics, indicating its superior ability to generate high-quality modern
photos.

4.5 User study

This section provides detailed information about the human perceptual data
collection process. We compare our method with the following GAN-based
image translation methods: CycleGAN, AsymmetryGAN, DSTN, Wang et al.,
and DSM. The human perception results are shown in table 2, and it is evident
that our results are more popular, which indicates that our method achieves
better translation results by balancing semantics and abstraction.

Table 2 Results of user studies on the generation effects of different models. The
numbers are the performance of votes obtained by each method. Landscape and Sketches
denote different transfer tasks respectively. Landscape: ancient landscape to modern
photos; Sketches: ancient landscape to sketches.

Method CycleGAN[5] AsymmetryGAN[43] DSTN[19] Wang et al.[17] DSM[44] Ours

landscape 12.86% 15.71% 15% 17.14% 16.43% 22.86%
sketches 15.71% 14.3% 17.14% 13.57% 18.57% 20.71%

Fig. 11 The screen shot of user study. Five GAN-based stylized results are shown to the
participants at the same time.
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Basic setup: The user study involved 140 participants who received 24
sets of photos randomly selected from the test set. The results for 12 sets are
reported in table 2, while the results for the remaining 12 sets are shown in
table 3. The task of the participants is to choose the image that best represents
the style of modern realistic painting. To facilitate this task, a dedicated web
page (depicted in fig. 11) was utilized, presenting stylized images generated by
various methods.

Filtering process: To mitigate potential biases in data collection due
to subjective perceptions of painting beauty, we implemented the following
measures: (1) Participants with at least a bachelor’s degree or equivalent were
included in the study. (2) We included repeated groups of images, specifically
the second group being identical to the sixth group. This allowed us to assess
the consistency of participants’ choices before and after. (3) If a participant
selected inconsistent results in the second and sixth sets of images, indicating
a lack of reliability in their responses, we excluded the data collected from that
participant.

4.6 Ablation study

In this part, we analyze loss functions and parameters of our model.

4.6.1 Analysis of loss function

We performed ablation experiments to verify the role of each loss in our
method. We trained four model versions on two tasks: only LLSGAN loss,
without Lid loss, without LSemantic loss, and without LFeature loss. We then
compared each model with our full method using the perceptual study setup
described above, and reported the percentage of users who selected our full
method in each ablation. As shown in table 3, the largest number of people
chose our full model, indicating the effectiveness of our method.

Table 3 Results of user studies on loss function analysis in section 4.6.1.

Model version only LLSGAN no Lid no LSemantic no LFeature Full Result

landscape 21.90% 17.14% 14.76% 12.38% 33.81%
sketches 16.19% 13.33% 21.43% 13.33% 35.71%

As shown in fig. 12. Training results using only LLSGAN are affected by
the absence and deformation of the content, which can limit the results to
the outline of the painting but lack recognition. When the identity loss Lid is
removed, the result is uncoordinated colors and a lack of layers. Removing the
semantic loss LSemantic leads to more abstract and stylized landscape paint-
ings. On sketches, the effect of improving stylization intensity is less obvious,
possibly due to the unimodal style distribution of sketches and the ability of
the feature loss to fully capture the target domain style. Removing the feature
loss LFeature leads to strengthened semantics and clearer edges, but does not
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Fig. 12 Ablation study of the proposed LSGAN loss LLSGAN , identity loss Lid , semantic
loss LSemantic and feature loss LFeature for two tasks. Using all losses yields the most
attractive results.

produce a sense of sharpness during actual drawing. The images generated by
these methods have unexpected noise and artifacts, which are not conducive
to studying the structure of the original domain images or generating high-
quality photos. Our complete approach to drawing photos achieves an optimal
balance between stylization and abstraction. For example, in the first row, the
sunset and light on the water are realistic, and the mountain part is more
layered. In sketches, integrity is improved, closer to how we would draw.

Table 4 Quantitative experimental results of FID and KID about loss function on sketch
tasks.

Model version only LLSGAN no Lid no LSemantic no LFeature full method

FID↓ 270.634 194.138 201.143 208.192 175.368
KID↓ 0.582 0.405 0.434 0.437 0.386
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We present the results of the quantitative experimental comparison of the
loss function in table 4. We chose to focus on the sketch task because the blank
background emphasizes the noise and artifacts, leading to a more significant
quantitative effect. In contrast, we study the landscape painting task in the
parameter ablation experiment.

These results show that both semantic-consistency loss and feature-
consistency loss help to preserve spatial information and are complementary
to each other: (i) the feature loss works in a more global and general way, it
adds to the abstraction of the scene and helps to preserve contours (as lines
are more easily missing in mountain peaks, plants and river regions, where
the effects are more noticeable), and (ii) as a comparison, the semantic loss
works in a local way, dedicated to image stroke edges, improving drawings and
eliminating artifacts in these local regions.

4.6.2 Influence of weighting parameters

This section demonstrates the results of the hyperparametric ablation study.
As mentioned above, previous methods manually removed these elements in
the pre-processing stage for the collected ancient landscape paintings because
of elements that will affect the result, such as verse and seal. Instead, we explore
a novel end-to-end approach. The method results are shown in fig. 13. To
mask these elements, our framework controls the weight between LSemantic and
LFeature by adjusting the value of µ in dual-consistency loss. From the above
Eq.(9), as the value of µ increases, the weight of semantic loss becomes larger,
which develops the ability of the model to retain the content. Conversely, the
model tends to capture the image style. To explore the influence of trade-off
parameter, we do experiments by setting µ = { 20, 5, 1, 0.1}.

Fig. 13 Ablation study of the proposed parameter µ from LDual loss, µ = {20, 5, 1, 0.1}.

As shown by fig. 13 and table 5, when µ = 20, the model has the greatest
ability to retain content, the details on the picture are well-preserved. The



23

Table 5 Quantitative evaluation was conducted on the landscape painting task in FID
and KID for parameters µ = { 20, 5, 1, 0.1}.

Metrics µ = 20 µ = 5 µ = 1 (Ours) µ = 0.1

FID↓ 188.193 234.313 198.835 253.831
KID↓ 0.549 0.682 0.623 0.719

background color tends to be uniform (mountains, plants, and verses have
the same color). Although FID and KID are the lowest, the pictures lack
abstraction and cannot express human creativity. When µ = 0.1, the image
translation result has a weak content consistency, and the poems are fully
masked, which brings another disadvantage in that the color of the image
becomes unrealistic. For example, the whole image is white, and the edge of
the brush stroke is more blurred. With the µ value decreasing, the style is
enhanced, and when µ = 1, the content and style reach the optimal balance,
while the value of the quantitative comparison is also relatively minimal, so
we adopt this parameter setting.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a method called DLP-GAN, which is based
on asymmetric cycle-consistent adversarial architectures, to automatically
draw landscape photos while achieving semantic-based style transfer between
unpaired datasets. The architecture includes a generator based on a dense-
fusion module, which can capture more input elements to enhance feature
propagation. At the same time, a dual-consistency loss is introduced to improve
the realism of the generated photos. Experiments demonstrate that our model
can generate landscape photos that better trade-off between artistic abstrac-
tion and realism. We believe this work can help us to research the style transfer
task of landscape painting from another perspective.

As for our future work, it is a valuable topic to explore more types of
paintings to generate modern photos, meanwhile further improving the quality
of the generated images.
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