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Abstract

Large multimodal language models have demonstrated impressive capabilities in
understanding and manipulating images. However, many of these models strug-
gle with comprehending intensive textual contents embedded within the images,
primarily due to the limited text recognition and layout understanding ability. To
understand the sources of these limitations, we perform an exploratory analysis
showing the drawbacks of classical visual encoders on visual text understanding.
Hence, we present LLaVA-Read, a multimodal large language model that utilizes
dual visual encoders along with a visual text encoder. Our model surpasses existing
state-of-the-art models in various text-rich image understanding tasks, showcasing
enhanced comprehension of textual content within images. Together, our research
suggests visual text understanding remains an open challenge and an efficient visual
text encoder is crucial for future successful multimodal systems.

1 Introduction

Instruction tuning [1, 2] has demonstrated remarkable generalization abilities across unseen tasks,
contributing to the increasing adoption of large language models (LLMs) such as GPT-4 [3]. Recently,
multimodal language models have benefitted from visual instruction fine-tuning [4, 5, 6, 7, 8], leading
to significant successes in real-world applications. These models utilize visual encoders such as
CLIP-ViT [9, 10] to imbue LLMs with image comprehension capabilities. However, challenges
persist in comprehending textual information within images, likely stemming from the prevalence of
natural images in training datasets such as Conceptual Captions [11] and COCO [12]), as highlighted
by [13]. To address this, [14] proposed improving end-to-end visual instruction-tuned models by
introducing noisy Optical Character Recognition (OCR) annotations to improve vision language
alignment. Additionally, low-resolution visual encoders pose challenges as a minimum of nine pixels
are required to recognize a word. Previous works [15, 16, 17] have explored various methods to
improve encoder resolution, resulting in significant performance gains in various downstream tasks.
However, it is worth noting that high-resolution encoders typically require more resources for image
encoding and produce more visual tokens for language models to process, leading to inefficiencies in
training and inference. [18, 19] have proposed methods such as visual token merging and smarter
architecture designs to mitigate these challenges and enhance model performance.

Document images often comprise text-rich content, with the visual components typically being simple
while the textual parts are densely packed. A pertinent inquiry arises regarding the proficiency of
existing visual encoders in encoding visual text and generating visual tokens for language models.
To address this, we conducted synthetic experiments to assess visual encoders’ performance in
text recognition and compare it with open-source Optical Character Recognition (OCR) tools. Our
analyses reveal that OCR tools exhibit superior efficiency and accuracy in encoding large text blocks,
whereas popular visual encoders excel in recognizing smaller and shorter words and phrases. In
addition, OCR tools can seamlessly scale up to process high-resolution images at minimal cost.
Motivated by these findings, we propose a novel architecture named LLaVA-Read that integrates
multiple visual encoders. Our rationale dictates that a visual encoder should efficiently capture
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visual information, while a lightweight visual-text encoder (e.g., OCR tools) extracts text from high-
resolution images. Furthermore, we explore the integration of a high-resolution visual encoder into
LLaVA-Read without increasing the number of visual tokens for language models, achieved through
a fusion module. To enhance alignment and collaboration among multiple visual encoders, we
leverage both text and layout information from visual-text encoders, introducing various layout-aware
pretraining and fine-tuning tasks. These efforts yield significant improvements in the understanding
of text-rich images.

In summary, our contributions are threefold:

• We conduct a comprehensive analysis of the text recognition capabilities of large multimodal mod-
els, which reveals their impressive capability on scene text understanding but limited proficiency in
comprehending large amounts of textual content within a text-rich image.

• We propose LLaVA-Read, a model architecture adept at efficiently encoding textual and visual
information. The use of multiple visual encoders, including a lightweight visual-text encoder,
enables efficient extraction of visual texts.

• LLaVA-Read, coupled with layout-aware pretraining and instruction finetuning, demonstrates
substantial enhancements in text-rich image understanding, surpassing multiple baselines on public
benchmarks.

2 Related Work

Multimodal Instruction Tuning Multi-modal instruction tuning, including image [4, 20, 8], video
[21, 22], and audio [23, 24] settings, has been an active research topic. Most efforts aim to integrate
visual representations, which are obtained through an independent visual encoder, into large language
models. MiniGPT-4 [7] uses ChatGPT to generate high-quality instruction-following data, while
LLaVA [4] generates such data by prompting GPT-4 with captions and bounding boxes. Previ-
ous works [25, 26] generate more than 1M high-quality data for multimodal LLM training via
prompting OpenAI GPT-4V. LLaMA-Adapter [27, 28] aligns text-image features using COCO data,
and mPLUG-owl [29] combines extensive image-text pairs for pretraining and a mixture of data
for fine-tuning. InstructBLIP [20] addresses this by transforming 13 vision language tasks into an
instruction-following format. mPLUG-Owl [30, 29] apply multitask instruction funetuing using
existing document datasets. Previous works [31, 15, 16, 17, 32, 33] have investigated different ways
to improve encoder resolution, receiving great improvement in various downstream tasks. A compre-
hensive survey is available [34]. Despite this, many models struggle with visual text understanding
tasks [13]. The proposed LLaVA-Read aims to improve the text-rich image understanding ability,
where both visual objects and visual texts understanding can be done simultaneously.

Visual Document Understanding There have been efforts to boost Multimodal large language
models (LMMs) to better comprehend text-rich images, including document images. Among these,
LLaVAR [14] uses GPT-4 to collect fine-tuning data without human annotations using OCR and
captioning tools. It discovered that resolution plays a significant role in recognizing textual infor-
mation and explored several options. TGDoc [35] improves LLaVAR and explores text-grounding
for multimodal LLMs. Monkey [18] performed a surgery between simple text labels and high input
resolution, enabling remarkable performance in visually-rich document images with dense text.
TextMonkey [36] has implemented shifted window attention to filter out similar tokens effectively.
Meanwhile, DocPedia [37] and HRVDA [38] have focused on enlarging input resolution to reduce
the disparity between multimodal LLMs and visual document understanding. Recent works consider
figures from academic papers as the input, which are composed of text and figures [39, 29]. InternLM-
XComposer2 [17] scales up the visual encoder’s resolution to 4,096. OCR-based methods have been
criticized for inducing more errors [40], which can now be alleviated with the help of large language
models and visual encoders. LLaVA-Read uses PaddleOCR as a visual-text encoder because of its
good generalization ability, and it can also use other visual encoders with great generalization ability.

Visual Text Understanding Humans are incredibly robust to a variety of text permutations [41]
because they can leverage the graphical information in text [42]. Previous work on visual language
modeling aims to handle unseen out-of-vocabulary (OOV) words to overcome the drawback of a
fixed vocabulary, which may lead to performance degradation [43]. PIXEL [44] achieved comparable
performance with BERT [45], but it can only perform natural language understanding tasks. Pixar [46]
proposed the first pixel-based autoregressive LLM that performs text generation. [47] developed
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Figure 1: Model overview of LLaVA-Read, a multimodal LLM with dual encoders to handle both
visual objects and texts. Given a text-rich image, the visual-text encoder extracts texts and their
location information, feeding them to the OCR tokenizer. ViT-based low-resolution encoder (e.g.,
336×336) focuses on the global visual information and convolution-based encoder (e.g., 768×768)
focuses on visual details. The high-resolution encoder merges its information into low-resolution
encoders, as not all details are useful in answering a question.

powerful screenshot LMs to unlock complex tasks such as chart understanding and UI navigation.
Multimodal LLMs for text-rich images can extract visual texts, which is similar to the visual text
understanding problem. The major difference is that multimodal LLMs not only need to comprehend
visual texts but also visual objects and their relationship. Inspired by previous work [47], LLaVA-Read
performs an visual text understanding analysis of multimodal LLMs on synthetic data, revealing their
impressive capability on shorter scene text understanding but limited proficiency in comprehending
large amounts of textual content within a text-rich image. This observation motivates us to add an
additional visual-text encoder to enhance reading ability of multimodal LLMs.

3 LLaVA-Read: Enabling LLaVA to Read

LLaVA-Read is designed to enhance the comprehension of textual information within images,
particularly in text-rich images. An overview of the model is shown in Figure 1. LLaVA-Read
comprises multiple visual encoders, a visual-text encoder, and a large language model (LLM) serving
as the decoder. Given an input image Xv , the visual encoders generate visual features Zv = fv(Xv),
where fv consists of two visual encoders. Subsequently, we employ a multi-layer perceptron
(MLP) projection g to transform Zv into visual tokens Hv = g(Zv) for the large language model.
Notably, Hv shares the same embedding dimensions as the text tokens used by the LLM tokenizer.
Different from the conventional architecture of multimodal large language models [4], LLaVA-Read
incorporates a visual-text encoder ft to better capture textual and layout information, along with a
high-resolution encoder for finer visual details. The objective of the visual-text encoder is to extract
text from an image, yielding visual-text tokens Ht = ft(Xv). Subsequently, we concatenate Hv , Ht,
and Hq , feeding them into the large language model to generate the desired response Y.

In designing LLaVA-Read, we hold the belief that a visual encoder should specialize in processing
visual objects, while a lightweight visual-text encoder should focus on extracting text within images.
This approach, we believe, enhances the efficiency of the visual components, as text recognition
presents distinct patterns compared to visual object detection. Although high-resolution visual
encoders can capture finer details, they also generate a larger number of visual tokens. To mitigate
additional computational costs associated with employing two visual encoders in LLaVA-Read, we
merge the output of these encoders while maintaining the same visual tokens as in LLaVA. More
details on architectural design are elaborated in Section 3.1. In essence, LLaVA-Read offers a
multimodal LLM framework that leverages multiple visual encoders to improve visual token learning
and conversion efficiency. To foster enhanced collaboration between multiple visual encoders, we
propose layout-aware tuning during the two-stage training of LLaVA-Read, as discussed in Sections
3.2 and 3.3.
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3.1 Model Architecture

Visual-Text Encoder Successful commercial visual-text extractor solutions typically have much
smaller sizes compared to visual object detection models [48, 49, 50]. Increasing the resolution of
the visual encoder for visual text recognition often incurs unnecessary computational costs, resulting
in training and inference inefficiencies. While visual encoders excel at comprehending visual object
information and scene texts, they often struggle with processing large chunks or paragraphs of visual
text (further details in Section 4.1). Solutions such as Donut [40] and LayoutLM [51] offer neat
approaches, but their generalization abilities are limited due to constraints in the pretraining dataset
domains. Therefore, we consider employing open-source OCR tools as an alternative encoder to
extract text and layout information. LLaVAR [14] initially utilized PaddleOCR 1 to construct a noisy
pretraining dataset to enhance text recognition capabilities. Consequently, we integrate the lightweight
PaddleOCR as our visual-text encoder. One major concern with the use of OCR-based methods is
the potential for induced errors. However, collaboration between the visual encoder and the large
language model mitigates this drawback. Additionally, more robust visual-text encoders (including
both OCR-based and OCR-free ones) can replace PaddleOCR in our framework, potentially offering
enhanced performance. We use PaddleOCR in our paper as an example to verify our conviction on
visual-text encoders. Furthermore, it demonstrates high efficiency in converting visual texts into text
tokens for LLMs with excellent generalization ability.

We customized a customized OCR tokenizer to effectively encode both words and their respective
locations (i.e., text bounding boxes). This tokenizer comprises a layout recovery module fr(·) and
a standard LLM tokenizer fq(·). Upon receiving OCR results from a text-rich image, the layout
recovery module fr processes the input by inserting spaces and line breaks, as described in [52].
The layout recovery process follows a heuristic approach: i) Text boxes in the same row with
detected words are identified and rearranged in top-to-bottom and left-to-right order based on their
coordinates. ii) The average character width is calculated for each row based on its width and word
count. Placeholders are then inserted based on the horizontal distance between two text boxes in the
same row, resulting in the extraction of single-row texts. iii) Newline characters are inserted for each
row, reconstructing the page layout. Figure 8 in the appendix provides an example of how the OCR
tokenizer operates. Once the plain text with layout information is obtained, it serves as part of the
LLM prompts in both training and inference: Ht = ft(Xv) = fq(fr(fOCR(Xv))).

Visual Encoders LLaVA with low-resolution visual encoders has demonstrated significant success
[4], and the integration of a higher resolution encoder typically leads to performance improve-
ments [33]. However, high-resolution encoders tend to generate a larger number of visual tokens,
and methods such as similarity-based token merging or compression may sacrifice details. Ideally, a
high-resolution encoder should focus on question-related details without significantly increasing the
number of visual tokens for language models. To address this, we propose a novel approach to merge
details from high-resolution encoders to low-resolution encoders. Specifically, we utilize the pre-
trained OpenCLIP model ConvNext-L/32-320 as the high-resolution encoder fh and the pretrained
CLIP model ViT-L/14-336 as the low-resolution encoder fs. The high-resolution visual encoder
with an image patch size of 32 can accommodate approximately 2.3 times higher resolution images
compared to the low-resolution encoder with a patch size of 14. For example, if the low-resolution
encoder takes the image Xvs with dimensions 336× 336, then the high-resolution encoder processes
the image Xvh with dimensions 768 × 768. Position embedding interpolation will be applied for
encoders if the resolution is higher than 768.

To prevent the generation of additional visual tokens, we combine the visual features of both visual
encoders as follows: fv(Xv) = fh(Xvh) + fs(Xvs), where fh and fs are two fully connected layers
with the same input and output dimensions as Xv . This operation ensures that the resulting features
are of the same size as the low-resolution ones [33]. This straightforward merging strategy proves to
be effective in text-rich image understanding, as demonstrated by empirical results in Section 4.

3.2 Layout-aware Pretraining for Feature Alignment

Starting with the LAION-5B dataset, we selectively retained images prominently featuring text.
From the filtered LAION-5B, a random sample of 10,000 images was clustered into 50 groups
based on CLIP-ViT-B/32 visual features [53]. After careful examination of the clustering results,

1https://github.com/PaddlePaddle/PaddleOCR/blob/main/README_en.md
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14 clusters were meticulously chosen, encompassing diverse text-rich images such as posters, book
covers, advertisements, and educational documents. In the pretraining stage, we utilized the LLaVA
LCS-558k pretraining dataset, mainly comprising natural images. Furthermore, we augmented this
dataset by incorporating 422k LAION images from LLaVAR [14], 99k slide images from TGDoc
[35], and 112k document-related images from various public datasets, including PubTabNet [54],
DocVQA [55], WikiTableQuestions [56], ChartVQA [57], VisualMRC [58] and TabFact [59]. Table
1 shows the statistics of the training data. Similar to LLaVA [4], only the projection layer was trained
during the pretraining stage. Additionally, we kept the visual encoders frozen and directly combined
the two visual embeddings. The visual-text encoder was not utilized in the pretraining stage unless
explicitly mentioned.

Table 1: Dataset statistics for layout-aware pretraining and finetuning.
Dataset Sources Size Annotation Type
LCS-558k LLaVA-1.5 [60] 558k Caption (Æ)
Text Recognition LLaVAR [14] 422k OCR words (Æ)
Text Localization LLaVAR [14] & TGDoc [35] 465k OCR words and boxes (Æ)
Layout Recovery LLaVAR [14] 287k OCR-based text layout (Æ)
Page Parsing LLaVAR, Table & Chart 509k Text layout (² + Æ)
LLaVA-FT LLaVA-1.5 [60] 150k VQA (Æ)
LLaVAR-FT LLaVAR [14] 16k VQA (Æ)
TRINS-QA TRINS [53] 100k VQA (² + Æ)
TRINS-Cap TRINS [53] 35k Caption (²)
Text-Grounding TGDoc [35] 12k VQA (Æ)
Doc-related VQA Multiple Sources 112k VQA (²)

Task I: Text Recognition Following LLaVAR [14], we use PaddleOCR to extract visual texts
from the original images and concatenated all detected words to form the target sequence. We then
generated single-turn conversations for each image by (i) randomly sampling an input instruction
and (ii) using the recognized text sequence as the desired output response. It is worth noting that
such instruction-following data may be noisy due to the varying performance of OCR tools across
different fonts and backgrounds.

Task II: Text Localization The text recognition task extracts text information only but ignores
PaddleOCR layout information. Similar to Task I, we created single-turn conversations for each
image by (i) randomly sampling an instruction to extract both texts and bounding boxes and (ii) using
the recognized text sequence along with its bounding boxes as the desired output response. This
simple training scheme is effective and allows the model to develop grounding ability [61]. It is
important to represent bounding boxes accurately; therefore, we converted each integer value of box
coordinates into a float value, ranging from 0 to 1. In addition, we used the top-left and bottom-right
coordinates to represent the text boxes.

Task III: Page Parsing To better capture layout information, we pretrain the model to parse image
pages into plain text with minimal loss of layout information. We adopt the layout reconstruction
module fr(·) to parse both words and bounding boxes, incorporating placeholders and new-line
characters to reconstruct the image layout [52]. Furthermore, for tables [54], we converted HTML
codes to Markdown style. For WikiTableQuestions [56] and TabFact, we rendered images to obtain
the corresponding Markdown codes. For chart parsing, we utilized images from PlotQA [62] and
ChartQA [57], using the source data to construct the corresponding Markdown codes.

Task IV: Layout Recovery The layout reconstruction task aimed to transfer the ability of fr(·) to
LLaVA-Read. It utilized OCR results from Task II and parsed pages as in Task III to build instruction
tuning pairs. This task was designed to teach the language model to better comprehend coordinates
and reconstruct the layout using visual-text results. Representative examples of different pretraining
tasks are provided in Figure 7 and Figure 8 in the Appendix.

3.3 Layout-aware Finetuning for Instruction Following

Jointly understanding both visual texts and objects is crucial to efficiently analyzing text-rich images.
To enhance the model’s visual object understanding, we performed finetuning using the natural
image finetuning dataset from LLaVA. Although scaling up the dataset could potentially further
improve visual object understanding, we did not explore this direction in this paper. To improve
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 2: Comparison of word recognition accuracy among different methods using (a) multiple
font dimensions against a plain background (b) multiple font dimensions against a natural image
background (c) varying word counts.

the understanding of visual texts and align different encoders, we combined instruction tuning
datasets from LLaVAR [14], TGDoc [35], and TRINS [53] for text-rich image instruction tuning.
Additionally, we merged visual question-answering data sets related to documents from various
sources [63, 55, 56, 57] to enhance performance. In total, we assembled around 425k instruction
finetuning datasets.

In the finetuning stage, both the low- and high-resolution visual encoders were kept frozen. We
continue to finetune projection layers and the base large language model to better align tokens from
visual encoders and the visual-text encoder. We considered two scenarios in the finetuning stage: i)
For natural image training, only visual tokens Hv and question tokens Hq were used, following the
LLaVA training scheme [4]. ii) For text-rich image training, the visual-text encoder was additionally
used to extract words and boxes, facilitating the recovery of their layouts: Ht = fq(fr(fOCR(Xv))).
The training target is the expected response Y from the instruction tuning set.

4 Experimental Results

We first perform a visual text understanding analysis, which inspires us to propose the visual-text
encoder branch in LLaVA-Read. Then, we evaluate the performance of LLaVA-Read on classical
text-rich image benchmarks and OCRBench [13]. We pretrain our model for 1 epoch to obtain
projection layers with a batch size of 128, a context window size of 2048, and a learning rate of 2e-3.
We further fine-tune LLaVA-Read on the 425k instruction tuning set for 3 epochs with a learning rate
of 2e-5 with a batch size of 32 and a context window size of 4096. We use Vicuna-1.5 13B as the
base language model. All experiments were performed on NVIDIA A100s.

4.1 Visual Text Understanding Analysis

Settings Following previous work [44, 46, 47], we generate synthetic data to evaluate the text
recognition ability of different visual encoders by varying font sizes and number of words, as shown
in Figure 2. We use PaddleOCR as a simple and effective visual-text encoder and OpenAI CLIP
plus trained projection layers to inspect the text recognition ability of visual encoders. We use
multiple fonts to render text-rich images and use the OCR accuracy as a metric. For PaddleOCR
and multimodal LLM, accuracy means that the rendered ground-truth words can be exactly found
in the outputs. For CLIP with projection, we first obtain the model outputs, which are visual token
embeddings, and then perform similarity-based ranking with words from the language model’s
vocabulary. If the ground truth words can be found in the top-3 words, we count these are detected by
the model. We list a few research questions to help the reader better understand our experimental
results. Please note that we removed stop-words from the NLTK [64] package as many repeat
stop-words exist in text paragraphs.

RQ1: How many pixels do we need to recognize words? We first investigate the performance
of different modules on text recognition ability with different font sizes. In Figure 2a, all text-rich
rendered images have a plain white background, which is similar to the scan document images or
screen shots. In Figure 2b. All rendered text-rich images are rendered with a random selected image
as the background, corresponding to the scene text and poster settings. In both scenarios, we use the
terms of machine learning as the texts to recognize, each phrase containing no more than four words.
We measure the font size with its vertical heights. CLIP with projection can recognize texts with a
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Table 2: Zero-shot performance (accuracy %) on text-based VQA. We use † to refer to the results
obtained from previous work [13].

ST-VQA TextVQA DocVQA ChartQA InfoVQA FUNSD SROIE

BLIP-2 [65] † 21.7 32.2 4.9 3.4 11.3 0.20 0.14
OpenFlamingo [66] † 19.3 29.1 5.1 9.1 15.0 0.85 0.12
MiniGPT4 [7] † 14.0 18.7 3.0 4.3 13.3 1.19 0.04
mPLUG-Owl [29] † 29.3 40.3 6.9 9.5 16.5 1.02 0.60
LLaVA [4] † 28.9 36.7 6.9 28.9 13.8 1.02 0.12
LLaVA1.5 [4] † 38.1 38.7 8.5 9.3 14.7 0.20 1.70
LLaVAR † 39.2 48.5 11.6 12.2 16.5 0.50 5.20
mPLUG-Owl2 [67] † 29.3 40.3 6.9 19.4 18.9 1.40 3.20
Monkey [18]† 54.7 64.4 50.1 54.0 25.8 24.1 41.9
TextMonkey [36] † 61.8 71.3 64.3 58.2 28.2 32.3 47.0

LLaVAR w/ OCR 49.2 54.9 48.3 25.6 28.4 23.2 36.6
LLaVA-Read 52.3 60.1 69.6 57.1 35.2 34.1 58.0
LLaVA-Read-H 58.0 64.7 71.0 74.6 36.4 36.9 58.3

minimum font size at 6 pixels to achieve its best performance. In addition, the CLIP with projection
performance is similar before and after the fine-tuning stage.

Finding 1. Multimodal LLMs equipped with traditional visual encoders excel at understand-
ing shorter scene text but struggle with dense textual content in text-rich images.

RQ2: Is one text token worth one visual token? In Figure 2c, we show the performance of three
different modules on text recognition ability. When the number of words is less than 50, the visual
encoder with projection and Multimodal LLM (i.e., CLIP + Projection + LLM) can work, but with
lower accuracy. However, when there are large chunks of texts, i.e., the number of words becomes
larger, the performance of both modules starts to collapse. This analysis shows the low efficiency of
using the CLIP encoder to transform visual texts into visual tokens, and language models can only
handle short sequences of visual tokens with textual information. In contrast, the visual text encoders
(i.e., PaddleOCR) shows much better and consistent performance in encoding large chunks of visual
texts, underscoring its essential role of multimodal LLMs for great reading capabilities.

Finding 2. Traditional visual encoders generate fixed-length visual tokens, leading to ineffi-
cient token use when converting visual texts into visual tokens for language models.

RQ3: Is the visual-text encoder always the best in text recognition? The visual-text encoder
we used in experiments is PaddleOCR, a model that is considerably more compact (less than 1%)
compared to OpenAI CLIP ViT-L/14-336. PaddleOCR is great at recognizing large chunks of text,
but it requires a minimum of 9 pixels and cannot recognize texts smaller than 7 pixels, while CLIP
+ Projection can do better. In the scene text experiment (Figure 2b), font size does not affect the
performance of CLIP with projection when the font size increases, while PaddleOCR gets worse. In
summary, a visual text encoder such as PaddleOCR proves to be beneficial, and a visual encoder can
also help in the comprehension of visual text in certain cases.

Finding 3. PaddleOCR serves as a simple visual text encoder with adaptive context lengths,
offering great token efficiency. Although its smaller size may lead to errors, these can be
mitigated by large language models.

4.2 Main Results

We evaluate the LLaVA-Read and its baselines on OCRBench and other text-rich image benchmarks 2

in Table 2 and Table 4(a). LLaVA-Read shows state-of-the-art performance in the OCR bench
among open-source models and comparable performance with Gemini and GPT-4v. Compared
with other baselines, LLAVA-Read with low-resolution encoders can beat Text-Monkey, the best
open-source model with a large gap, showing the benefits of adding visual-text encoders. Specifically,
performance on KIE and other classical document VQA is greatly improved, where large chunks of

2Evaluation protocol from OCRBench [13], which uses slightly different metrics for QA accuracy.
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Table 3: LLaVA-Read can extract information from the image and answer following the required
format, despite a few errors compared with GPT-4V and LLaVA-1.5.

Visual input example, Constrained JSON Output:

User: Please read the text in this image and return the information in
the following JSON format (note xxx is placeholder, if the information
is not available in the image, put "N/A" instead). {"class": xxx, "DLN":
xxx, "DOB": xxx, "Name": xxx, "Address": xxx, "EXP": xxx, "ISS": xxx,
"SEX": xxx, "HGT": xxx, "WGT": xxx, "EYES": xxx, "HAIR": xxx,
"DONOR": xxx}

GPT-4V {"class": "C", "DLN": "1234568", "DOB": "08/31/1977", "Name": "Ima Cardholder", "Address": "2570 24th Street,
Anytown, CA 95818", "EXP": "08/31/2014", "ISS": "08/31/2011", "SEX": "F", "HGT": "5-05", "WGT": "125 lbs",
"EYES": "BRN", "HAIR": "BRN", "DONOR": "VETERAN"}

LLAVA
1.5

{"class": "C", "DLN": "1132456789", "DOB": "08/23/1971", "Name": "Ima Cardholder", "Address": "Anytown,
State, Zip", "EXP": "08/23/2014", "ISS": "California", "SEX": "F", "HGT": "5’5", "WGT": "123", "EYES": "Brown",
"HAIR": "Brown", "DONOR": "N/A"}

LLaVA-
Read

{"class": "C", "DLN": "1234568", "DOB": "08/31/1977", "Name": "Ima Cardholder", "Address": "2570 24th Street,
Anytown, CA 95818", "EXP": "08/31/2014", "ISS": "08/31/2009", "SEX": "F", "HGT": "5-05", "WGT": "125",
"EYES": "Brown", "HAIR": "Brown", "DONOR": "VETERAN"}

Table 4: (a) Results of Multimodal LLMs on OCRBench. (b) Ablation results of multimodal LLMs in
OCRBench. Recog. represents text recognition, VQAS represents Scene Text-Centric VQA, VQAD

represents Document-Oriented VQA.
Method Recog. VQAS VQAD KIE Total
Gemini 215 174 128 134 651
GPT-4v 167 163 146 160 636

DocOwl 1.5 182 157 126 134 599
Text-Monkey 169 164 115 116 561

Monkey 174 161 91 88 514
mPLUG-Owl2 153 153 41 19 366

LLaVAR 186 122 25 13 346
LLaVA1.5-13B 176 129 19 7 331
LLaVA-Read 206 151 101 145 603

LLaVA-Read-H 234 167 125 145 671
(a)

Method Res. VQAS VQAD KIE
LLaVA + OCR 336 147 85 105
LLaVA-Read 336 151 101 145
w/o Layout FT 336 150 90 116
LLaVA-Read 768 170 108 145
LLaVA-Read 1024 167 125 145

w/o OCR 1024 151 100 97
w/o task II. 1024 160 110 140
w/o task III 1024 162 106 142
w/o task IV. 1024 158 106 146
w/o Doc. FT 1024 165 99 143

(b)

text are embedded in images. In addition, LLaVA-Read with combined higher resolution encoder
(i.e., LLaVA-Read-H) further improves the performance of the model, especially on ChartVQA
and TextVQA. For ChartVQA, adding layout information improves 30% performance improvement
in terms of QA accuracy. When adding high-resolution visual encoders, the model performance
improves further by about 20%. The layout information within a chart image is too complex to
reconstruct with a heuristic function, and a high-resolution visual encoder can help in this case. For
TextVQA, it shows the importance of visual encoders in scene text understanding as the performance
becomes better as the resolution of visual encoders increases. This observation is consistent with
what we find in Section 4.1.

Ablation Study on Text-rich Image VQA We first compare LLaVA-Read with LLaVA plus OCR,
where OCR words are provided to LLaVA in the training. The gap between these two settings shows
the benefits of the OCR tokenizer, where both OCR texts and boxes are used. LLaVA-Read w/o layout
finetuning still shows better performance compared with LLaVA + OCR, validating the effectiveness
of layout-aware pretraining. We also performed another ablation study on layout pretraining; LLaVA-
Read models with specific pretraining tasks removed all show inferior performance. If we remove
the 100k document-related finetuning dataset, the performance on document-oriented VQA will
decrease. We find the model usually fails on the chart VQA after we manually inspect the results. The
resolution of the visual encoder plays an important role in multimodal LLM since higher resolution
usually means more details. If we add high-resolution visual encoder, we observe improvement on
both scene text-centric VQA and document-oriented VQA. Furthermore, if we increase the resolution
from 768 to 1024, the performance is enhanced. Removing the PaddleOCR from LLaVA-Read does
not cause a model collapse but leads to performance degradation.

Generated Examples Table 3 shows a generated example, for which LLaVA-Read needs first parse
this image and then output results in the JSON format following the scheme in the user instruction.
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Figure 3: An example that showcases complex reasoning in infographics. It shows LLaVA-Read can
comprehend both visual texts and objects within a sophisticated layout.

LLaVA-Read correctly extracts all the information from the given image, while LLaVA 1.5 and
GPT-4V still make mistakes. More generated examples of grounding are provided in Appendix C.

Ablation study on Text Recognition Table 5 shows the results of different methods in OCRBench
text recognition tasks. The text recognition task includes six subsets: i) Regular Text Recognition,
ii) Irregular Text Recognition, iii) Artistic Text Recognition, iv) Handwriting Recognition, v) Digit
String Recognition, and vi) Non-Semantic Text Recognition. Each subset has 50 test examples, and
the total number of test examples is 300. PaddleOCR is the worst one and only works well on regular
text recognition and non-semantic random text recognition. Spelling errors or missing characters are
the main reason for the poor performance of PaddleOCR. For three LLaVA-Read variants, models
with higher resolution usually have better performance. If we remove the support of PaddleOCR,
LLaVA-Read still works with slightly worse performance. However, as indicated in Table 5, the
performance of LLaVA-Read in visual question answering significantly declines when OCR support
is removed.

Table 5: Ablation Results on Text Recognition from OCR Bench.
Method Res. Reg. Irreg. Hand. Art. Digit. Non-Sem. Total

PaddleOCR 960 40 20 21 2 8 49 140
LLaVA-Read 336 48 43 43 34 14 24 206
LLaVA-Read 768 46 40 41 22 25 40 214
LLaVA-Read 1024 48 42 40 18 25 47 220

w/o OCR 1024 46 41 41 18 20 28 194

Finding 4. Multimodal LLMs can recognize visual words, but they do not exhibit the same
level of understanding when these words appear in text inputs.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we first analyze the visual text understanding ability of multimodal LLMs, demonstrating
the essential need for integrating extra visual text encoders. Then we propose LLaVA-Read, a model
architecture that enhances the reading ability of multimodal large language models by integrating
layout information and using multiple visual encoders. Through a comprehensive evaluation on
text-rich image understanding tasks, LLaVA-Read outperforms existing state-of-the-art models,
demonstrating the effectiveness of incorporating layout information and utilizing multiple visual
encoders in improving the comprehension of textual content situated in images. This work contributes
to the advancement of multimodal language models and provides valuable insights for further research
in enhancing the reading ability of such models.

9



6 Limitation and Broader Impact

LLaVA-Read uses PaddleOCR as its visual text encoder, which relies on the accuracy of PaddleOCR.
Although the language model and visual encoder can mitigate this issue, it may still negatively
affect model performance if there are errors or inaccuracies in text extraction. Training a visual-text
encoder on a large corpus with a similar architecture to Donut [40] should further enhance LLaVA-
Read performance. In addition, LLaVA-Read still requires computational resources for training and
inference, which may limit its practical applicability in resource-constrained environments or on
devices with limited processing power. For a wider impact, LLaVA-Read can enhance accessibility
for people with visual impairments by providing accurate and efficient text extraction from images.
Furthermore, LLaVA-Read can significantly reduce manual efforts in tasks such as data entry,
information retrieval, and document analysis, leading to increased productivity and efficiency.
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A Visual Text Understanding Analysis Details

Figure 4: Different length of dense texts with plain background.
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Figure 5: Different font sizes with natural image background.
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Figure 6: Different ML terms with plain background.
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B Training Data Details

B.1 Pretraining Data Examples

We present pretraining instruction templates of Task II in Table 7, Task III in Table 6 and Task IV in
Table 8. Pretraining examples randomly selected are shown in Figure 7 and 8.

B.2 Finetuning Data Examples

The finetuning examples randomly selected are shown in Figure 7 and 8.

No. User Instruction

1 Could you locate the text in the image and furnish the coordinates [xmin, ymin, xmax, ymax] for
each text block?

2 Please recognize all the text within the image and supply the coordinates [xmin, ymin, xmax, ymax]
for each text element.

3 Can you identify and extract all the text from the image, and include the coordinates [xmin, ymin,
xmax, ymax] for each text block?

4 I would like you to recognize the text within the image and provide the bounding box [xmin, ymin,
xmax, ymax] for each piece of text.

5 Kindly identify and extract text from the image, and supply the coordinates [xmin, ymin, xmax,
ymax] for each text portion.

6 Can you recognize all the text present in the image and provide the corresponding bounding boxes
or coordinates [xmin, ymin, xmax, ymax]?

7 I’m looking for you to detect and list all text within the image, accompanied by their bounding box
coordinates [xmin, ymin, xmax, ymax].

8 Please analyze the image for text, and for each text segment, provide the bounding box coordinates
[xmin, ymin, xmax, ymax].

9 I’d appreciate it if you could identify and provide the coordinates [xmin, ymin, xmax, ymax] for all
text found in the image.

10 Kindly pinpoint the text in the image and provide the coordinates [xmin, ymin, xmax, ymax] for
each text block.

Table 6: Task II: Text Localization Templates

Figure 7: Pretraining Examples for Task II, which is produced by PaddleOCR.
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Figure 8: Pretraining Examples for Task III and IV, which is produced by PaddleOCR and OCR
Tokenizer.

Figure 9: A Layout-aware Finetuning Example of Infographics.
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Figure 10: A Layout-aware Finetuning Example of Document images.

Figure 11: A Layout-aware Finetuning Examples of Table images

20



Figure 12: A Layout-aware Finetuning Example of Book Cover.

Figure 13: A Layout-aware Finetuning Example of Book Cover.

C More Generated Examples

21



No. User Instruction

1 Given the OCR results, could you recover the layout information in the image and reorganize the
texts?

2 Using the OCR results, can you retrieve the layout information from the image and rearrange the
texts?

3 Can you utilize the OCR results to extract the image’s layout information and restructure the texts?

4 Given the OCR results, would you be able to reconstruct the layout of the image and reorganize the
text?

5 Could you use the OCR results to recover the layout details from the image and then rearrange the
text?

6 Based on the OCR results, can you restore the layout information in the image and reposition the
texts?

7 With the OCR results, could you recapture the image’s layout information and reorder the texts?
8 Using the OCR data, can you regain the layout information from the image and reshuffle the text?

9 Can you interpret the OCR results to retrieve the layout information of the image and reorganize
the text accordingly?

10 Could you use the OCR findings to recover the image’s layout information and restructure the
texts?

Table 7: Task III: Text Layout Reconstruction Templates

No. Request
1 Could you extract the layout details from the image provided and rearrange the text accordingly?
2 Please analyze the image’s structure and reformat the text based on its layout.
3 Can you decipher the layout of the image and restructure the text elements as they appear?

4 I need you to interpret the layout information within the image and reposition the texts to mirror
that layout.

5 Would you be able to delineate the layout from the given image and reorder the text content
accordingly?

6 I request that you retrieve the spatial arrangement of the image and reconfigure the text to align
with it.

7 Please deduce the compositional layout of the image and systematically reassemble the text.
8 Can you outline the image layout and reconstruct the text placements to correspond with it?

9 I’m looking for an analysis of the image’s layout so you can reorganize the text segments based on
their original positioning.

10 Kindly dissect the layout patterns in the image and resequence the text in harmony with those
patterns.

Table 8: Task IV: Page Parser Templates
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Figure 14: A generated example of text-grounding on screenshot.
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