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Abstract—Data processing plays an significant role in current
multimodal model training. In this paper. we provide an com-
prehensive review of common data processing techniques used
in modern multimodal model training with a focus on diffusion
models and multimodal large language models (MLLMs). We
summarized all techniques into four categories: data quality,
data quantity, data distribution and data safety. We further
present our findings in the choice of data process methods in
different type of models. This study aims to provide guidance
to multimodal models developers with effective data processing
techniques.

Index Terms—Data Processing, Data Augmentation, Stable
Diffusion, Multimodal Large Language Model, Bias and Fairness

I. INTRODUCTION

The recent success of multimodal models heavily relies
on the use of large-scale datasets such as LAION-5B [1],
Conceptual Caption-3M [2]. In addition to annotated and
curated datasets, web-crawled data has increasingly played a
significant role in training datasets. The first step of model
training is usually data collection and data cleaning. Having a
high quality dataset has proven to be essential for developing
robust and high-performing models [3].

In this work, we surveyed a list of influential multimodal
model research at the time of this paper. We review and
categorize the commonly used data processing methods and
summarize a standard data processing framework for training
multimodal models. This framework addresses topics such as
data quality, data distribution, and data safety. We believe this
work will provide valuable guidance and insights for future
efforts to train or fine-tune multimodal models.

II. BACKGROUND

1) Multimodal Generative models: Multimodal models
have seen significant development in recent years. While
multimodal models often refer to those that incorporate more
than one modality, vision-language models are the most ex-
tensively studied areas [4], [5]. In this work, we focus on data
processing techniques for vision-language models, and some
of these concepts can be also applied to models involving other
modalities.

1These authors contributed equally to this work. The order is completely
random.

There are two major categories of vision-language models:
discriminative models and generative models. Discriminative
models typically use early fusion or late fusion architectures
to learn meaningful representations for downstream tasks such
as classification and ranking. Most early work centered on
discriminative models, including ALBEF [6], ALIGN [7], and
CLIP [8].

Generative models, on the other hand, aim to generate
text or image outputs. Generative vision-language models can
be further divided into image generation models (e.g., diffu-
sion models) [9] and text generation models (e.g., MLLMs)
[10]. Diffusion models, for instance, utilize U-Net [11] and
transformer architectures [12] for text-based image generation.
MLLMs have emerged following the introduction of large
language models (LLMs) [13]. With the success of LLMs,
researchers have explored the possibility of incorporating
visual information as tokens into LLM models to leverage the
previously learned knowledge in LLMs. Influential works in
this area include LLaVA [14] and miniGPT-4 [15].

In this work, we will focus on the data processing tech-
niques used in diffusion models and MLLMs, because these
models represent the forefront of multimodal machine learn-
ing, with significant advancements and wide-ranging applica-
tions. While our mainly focus on these recent models, we
also cover some early discriminative models to provide a
comprehensive overview of data processing techniques in the
field.

2) Multimodal Dataset: Training datasets play a critical
role in both model pretraining and finetuning. A typical
dataset for vision-language models consists of pairs of im-
ages and text. The text and image pairs can have various
relationships, corresponding to different tasks such as visual
question answering (VQA) [16], image retrieval [17], and text-
to-image generation [9]. The most commonly used dataset for
pretraining vision-language models is the image captioning
dataset, where the text is a description of the image. Examples
include Conceptual Captions [2] and WIT [18].

Most of these data are collected from the internet but require
significant processing. Recently, there has been a considerable
effort in collecting and open-sourcing larger datasets, such
as LAION-5B. The increase in both the scale and quality
of training datasets has been observed to correlate with the
improvement of vision-language models.
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III. DATA PROCESSING TECHNIQUES

In this section, we discuss important data processing tech-
niques used in multimodal generative models. To obtain a
”good” training dataset, most efforts have focused on improv-
ing data distribution, data safety, data quality, and data quan-
tity. We categorize the data processing techniques accordingly.
In this work, we focus on three out of the four categories:
data quality, data distribution, and data safety. Although data
quantity is an important factor, it is not covered in this work
as it relates to data sources, which are highly dependent on
specific use cases.

We have outlined a standard workflow for data processing
in training multimodal models in Figure 1. Generally, there
are two types of data for used for training multimodal model:
raw data and curated data. Raw data, such as LAION-5B, is
collected directly from the internet and often comes in large
quantities. However, it requires extensive cleaning to ensure
high quality, safety, and usefulness for model training. On
the other hand, curated datasets, such as MMC4 [19], are
human-curated and require less effort in data cleaning, such as
removing unsafe content. Nevertheless, it can still be beneficial
to further improve data quality or optimize data distribution
for the downstream task.

Once data is collected, we move to the data processing
stage, where various techniques are used to enhance data
quality, ensure data safety, and optimize or balance data dis-
tribution. The processed data is then used for model training.
It is important to note that this is an iterative process. After
the model is trained, we evaluate its performance and analyze
failure cases. If certain issues are identified as caused by
flaws in the training data, we return to the data processing
step to adjust our methods. Additionally, if the data becomes
insufficient at any point, we return to the initial stage to find
more data sources and collect additional data.

In the following sections, we present a comprehensive
collection of popular methods for quality filtering, distribution
balancing, and data safety.

A. Data Quality

Data quality has always been a crucial factor in model
training [20]. Significant efforts have been made to improve
the quality of single-modal data, such as WebText [21]. In
the multimodal setting, it is essential not only to enhance the
quality of each individual modality but also to improve the
alignment between image and text pairs. Most techniques for
improving training data quality fall into two categories: data
filtering and data augmentation.

1) Filtering: Quality filtering focuses on individual data
samples, applying criteria to filter based on specific attributes.
This can be done for text and images data, either separately
or together.

Image Filter Image filters are most commonly used in
diffusion based model training.

1) Image property filter: Image resolution is a crucial
aspect of quality; images with lower resolution generally
exhibit lower quality and less information. A resolution

filter is widely used in both MLLMs and diffusion-
based models. Notable works like Stable Diffusion and
EMU [22], [23] used resolution filters to process training
datasets, retaining only images above a certain resolution
threshold. Similarly, BLIP [24] applies resolution filters
to exclude low-quality images.
Aspect ratio is another important factor. Images with
extreme aspect ratios are difficult to process into the
square shape which are typically required by training
functions. Deepfloyd [25] and EMU [22] filter their
training images based on aspect ratio. SDXL [23] also
emphasizes the importance of aspect ratio for improving
model performance.

2) Advanced filter: In addition to filters on the intrinsic
properties on an image, filters can be defined based on
abstract and advanced concepts.
Annotator Guided Filter: Some models use expert anno-
tators to filter data based on aesthetic quality. EMU, for
instance, relies on annotators with photography expertise
to select the highest quality images, which are then used
to fine-tune the model. This results in generated images
that are significantly preferred for their visual appeal and
text faithfulness.
Model Guided Filter: Other works, like Stable Diffu-
sion1.5 [22] and Stable Diffusion2.1 [26], use smaller
models to score each image and filter them based on
these scores. These scores can represent aesthetic quality
or watermark intensity.

3) Source filter: The data source can indicate the quality
of the data. For example, images from social platforms
(e.g., Instagram) often come with user feedback such
as likes or reposts, which can indicate the quality of
the image from the user’s perspective. EMU uses the
number of likes on an image as a filter to select high-
quality images.

Text Filter Text filtering is more common in MLLM-related
research.

1) Annotator Guided Filter: Annotator guided filters are
also common in text filtering. In miniGPT-4 [15], train-
ing data for the second stage is filtered and refined by
humans with assistance from ChatGPT.

2) Model Guided Filter: In miniGPT-4, ChatGPT is used
as an initial filter to detect errors in image captions. The
authors define frequent errors in the captions and instruct
ChatGPT to identify such errors in the dataset. In BLIP
[24], a model is trained specifically to filter out captions
that are not well-aligned with the given image.

3) Image-Text Alignment Filter: Multimodal alignment fil-
tering is also important. CLIP [8] models are widely
used to measure alignment across different modalities,
especially for image and text. In Stable Diffusion,
SDXL, and EMU, image-text pairs are filtered based
on their CLIP scores, improving the model’s capability
of following user instructions.
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Fig. 1. Data Processing Workflow

2) Augmentation: With the advancement of vision-
language models, it has become feasible to generate high-
quality text and image data using early model versions or
closed-source APIs (ChatGPT). These generated data can be
used to further train and improve models.

Many works in this field focuses on generating high-quality
text captions for images. For instance, BLIP [24] uses cap-
tioning models initialized from early BLIP model checkpoints
to generate captions for web images. Similarly, MiniGPT-4
[15] employs early checkpoints to generate descriptions for
finetuning datasets, with ChatGPT-4 [36] further refining these
captions. In the training of LLaVA-1.5 [14], large-scale GPT-
annotated datasets such as LAION-GPT-V and ShareGPT-4V
[37] are utilized to enhance performance.

B. Data Distribution

Distribution balancing focuses on producing a well-balanced
and diverse dataset based on predefined criteria. Data sampling
is widely used in multimodal data processing. While typically
used for filtering higher quality data, it is also useful for
balancing the training data distribution. Text and images are
the two primary data sources for vision-language models,
corresponding to two dimensions for filtering and balancing.

1) Image Oriented Balancing: In the EMU model [38],
images are balanced by leveraging visual concepts from differ-
ent domains using an image classification model [39]. Image
deduplication is another common practice in data processing.
In the MMC4 [19] dataset, models like phash [40], which
identify visually similar images, are used to remove duplicates.
The MMC4 dataset is popular for developing vision-language
models such as OpenFlamingo [41].

2) Text Oriented Balancing: Text-oriented data balancing
is more common in MLLMs. In LLaVA, image captions are
sampled based on noun phrase frequency. The goal is to
exclude rare noun phrases and reduce overly common ones.
For a text caption to be included, the frequency must be at

least three. Meanwhile, if a noun phrase appears too frequently
(more than 100 times), only 100 captions containing that
phrase are randomly selected. In addition to sampling, LLaVA
model uses GPT-4 and ChatGPT to generate in-depth and
diversity conversations from COCO images [42]. A similar
approach has been found in creating pretraining dataset for
CLIP [8] model. To ensure a coverage of a broad set of visual
concepts, the authors use frequently occurring words from
Wikipedia to construct base queries. These queries filter text
captions, ensuring that only those including one of the query
words are included in the dataset.

C. Data Safety

Data safety is critical in developing ethical and trustworthy
models. In this section, we define two problems of data safety:
data toxicity and social bias and unfairness. While there is no
consensus definition of toxic data, it generally includes violent,
pornographic, offensive, and unethical content, also known as
Not Safe For Work (NSFW). Biased and unfair data are more
subtle and refer to social biases or stereotypes in the data. The
definition of bias and fairness is more ambiguous than NSFW
data, as it often depends on specific downstream tasks and
cultural background.

1) Toxic Data: For multimodal datasets, toxic data can
appear in both image and text content. Wordlists such as
LDNOOBW [43] are created to filter harmful text. For image
safety, CLIP embeddings are often used to compare images
with a list of toxic text, and images with high similarity scores
are tagged as unsafe. For instance, in the LAION-5B dataset,
the authors use both the Q16 classifier [44] and their own
specialized pornographic and sexual content classifier, both
based on CLIP embeddings, to filter inappropriate images.
Stable Diffusion 1.5 and 2.1 use this LAION dataset with the
NSFW filter.

2) Social Bias and Fairness: Addressing bias and fairness
in MLLMs is an emerging research area. a number of work



TABLE I
DATA PROCESSING TECHNIQUES AND DATASETS IN DIFFERENT MODELS

Model Model Category Safety Quality Balance Pretraining
Dataset

Finetuning
Dataset

LLaVA MLLM - - Noun Phrase Popu-
larity, use ChatGPT
to generate Instruct-
158K dataset for fine-
tuning

Conceptual Cap-
tions

Instruct-158K,
ScienceQA
[27]

LLaVA-1.5 MLLM - - Unknown OKVQA [28],
A-OKVQA [29]
, OCRVQA [30],
TextCaps [31],
Visual Genome,
RefCOCO [32],
ShareGPT

Downstream
tasks

MiniGPT4 MLLM - Use early model to
generate data, then
use ChatGPT and
human filtering to
get 3,500 image-text
pairs

- Conceptual Cap-
tions, SBU [33],
LAION

3.5k image-text
pairs

CLIP Dual Encoder Bias toward age, gen-
der, and race is re-
ported, no mitigation
is mentioned

Unknown Noun Phrase Popular-
ity

Closed Source
Dataset

-

BLIP MLLM N/A Model guided filter-
ing and generation to
get CapFilt dataset

- COCO, Visual
Genome [34],
Conceptual
Captions,
Conceptual
12M [35], SBU

CapFilt dataset

BLIP-2 MLLM N/A Model guided filter-
ing and generation to
get CapFilt, use CLIP
to filter image-text
aligned data

- COCO, Visual
Genome [34],
Conceptual
Captions,
Conceptual
12M [35], SBU,
LAION-400M

Downstream
tasks

Stable Diffusion
1.5

Diffusion Models NSFW Filter, Water-
mark Filter, Image-
Text Alignment

Resolution, Aesthetic - LAION-5B -

Stable Diffusion
2.1

Diffusion Models NSFW Filter, Water-
mark Filter

Resolution,
Aesthetic, Image-
Text Alignment

- LAION-5B -

Stable Diffusion
XL

Diffusion Models NSFW Filter, Water-
mark Filter, Image-
Text Alignment

Unknown Unknown Private Dataset -

EMU Diffusion Models NSFW Filter Resolution, Aesthetic,
Aspect Ratio, Source
Filter

Image classification Private Dataset Closed Source
Dataset

Deep Floyd Diffusion Models NSFW Filter Resolution, Aesthetic,
Aspect Ratio

- LAION-5B -

has been done to analyze and evaluate social bias in language
models [45]–[47], and similar techniques can be applied to
processing text in multimodal training data. Counterfactual
data augmentation (CAD) is a common technique used to
balance representation bias in text data. For example, in [48],
CAD is used to balance bias by flipping gendered pronouns
in existing data to generate new samples. In diffusion models,
social bias and stereotypes have been recognized as problems
[49]–[51]. However, most debiasing work is focused on model
training rather than data processing [52].

To summarize, while eliminating harmful content for data
safety has been largely successful, more work is needed
to mitigate social bias and promote fairness in multimodal

models.

IV. COMPARISON OF DATA PROCESSING TECHNIQUES IN
DIFFERENT MODELS

Table I provides a summary of the MLLMs and diffusion
models discussed in the previous section. It provides a clear
comparison of the techniques used in different types of models.

According to Table I, diffusion models focus more on
image data quality, such as aesthetics and resolution, while
MLLMs focus more on text data quality and its alignment
with images. Diffusion models often require large scale data
such as LAION-5B, where data safety filters are applied to
remove toxic data. MLLMs frequently use curated datasets



which is smaller and require fewer additional safety handling
in data processing. This is because the LLM model inside
MLLMs have already undergo training with large scale text
data. So, a majority of the work in MLLM is only to properly
project image into text tokens. Both diffusion models and
MLLMs leverages distribution balancing techniques to obtain
a representative and diverse dataset in terms of text or image
topics.

Data augmentation has become a popular technique for
generating high-quality data for model training, especially for
MLLMs. Since MLLMs leverage existing LLM frameworks
such as LLaMA [53], which is equipped substantial capabili-
ties in understanding and generating text, these models do not
require a highly diverse set of text. However, for the model to
understand the association between text and image, it is crucial
that the text is well-aligned with the image. Text alignment
is a core aspect of data quality in MLLM training. It has
been shown, in the training of models like MiniGPT-4 and
LLaVA-next, that synthetic data generated from LLMs or early
checkpoints results in better text alignment than unprocessed
raw data. For diffusion models, using synthetic image-text data
for training is less common.

In the data processing techniques used by both diffusion
models and MLLMs, there is a trend toward increased use
of model-based filters, such as using ChatGPT or NSFW
classifiers to refine training data. However, human annotators
are still used as the final judges of data quality. Especially
during the finetuning stage, which requires extremely high-
quality data, the inclusion of human expert annotators can still
lead to significant improvements in data quality.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we discussed common data processing tech-
niques for multimodal models, specifically vision-language
models. We proposed a framework that categorizes these
techniques from four perspectives: quantity, quality, safety,
and distribution. We compared the techniques used in image
generation models—diffusion models—and text generation
models—MLLMs.

Data processing is an iterative process. The choice of
processing methods depends on specific tasks as well as model
performance, and there are no standard steps to follow for
training data processing. While this survey does not provide
an exhaustive list of all available data processing techniques,
we have carefully selected the techniques used by the most
influential models. We hope this work provides a useful
guideline for deciding on methods for data processing.
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