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Abstract

Supervised machine learning methods require large-scale training datasets to per-
form well in practice. Synthetic data has been showing great progress recently
and has been used as a complement to real data. However, there is yet a great
urge to assess the usability of synthetically generated data. To this end, we pro-
pose a novel UCB-based training procedure combined with a dynamic usability
metric. Our proposed metric integrates low-level and high-level information from
synthetic images and their corresponding real and synthetic datasets, surpass-
ing existing traditional metrics. By utilizing a UCB-based dynamic approach
ensures continual enhancement of model learning. Unlike other approaches, our
method effectively adapts to changes in the machine learning model’s state and
considers the evolving utility of training samples during the training process.
We show that our metric is an effective way to rank synthetic images based on
their usability. Furthermore, we propose a new attribute-aware bandit pipeline
for generating synthetic data by integrating a Large Language Model with Stable
Diffusion. Quantitative results show that our approach can boost the performance
of a wide range of supervised classifiers. Notably, we observed an improvement
of up to 10% in classification accuracy compared to traditional approaches,
demonstrating the effectiveness of our approach. Our source code, datasets, and
additional materials are publically available at https://github.com/A-Kerim/
Synthetic-Data-Usability-2024.
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1 Introduction

The advancement in supervised Machine Learning (ML) has been significantly influ-
enced by the availability of large-scale annotated training data. State-of-the-art
computer vision models [1–5] are typically trained on large-scale datasets. Traditional
benchmarks such as MS COCO [6], ADE20K [7, 8], CIFAR [9], and ImageNet [10],
and more recent datasets like Panda-70m [11] and 360+ x [12] have emerged to fur-
ther push the boundaries of the field. However, collecting and annotating large-scale
datasets is cumbersome and time-consuming, and the annotation process introduces
privacy concerns, ethical issues, and the potential for biased and noisy human-
labeled annotations. Synthetic data has emerged as an efficient solution for these
problems [13, 14].

Synthetic data generation has seen remarkable advances in recent years, thanks
to methods such as Generative Adversarial Networks [15–17], Diffusion Models [18–
21], NeRF [22, 23], and simulators [24–26]. Advanced generation methods enable the
creation of synthetic data which can augment, complement, or even replace real data in
various computer vision applications [14, 27, 28]. However, generated synthetic images
are not always useful for training ML models. Although humans can straightforwardly
assess the photorealism and diversity of a small set of images, evaluating the usability
of a large-scale synthetic dataset poses a significant challenge and might not even be
directly correlated to photorealism and diversity in the first place.

Visually appealing images are not necessarily effective for training ML mod-
els [29, 30]. Similarly, highly diverse synthetic images are not certainly useful images,
too [31]. A model trained on visually appealing images may struggle when faced with
images that have variations in lighting and camera parameters which are common in
practical scenarios but may not be present in aesthetically pleasing images. In con-
trast, overly diverse synthetic images may introduce unrealistic variations that do
not reflect the true distribution of real-world data. Thus, it can confuse the model,
making it less effective in practice. Katayama et al., Man and Chahl [32, 33] argue
that a useful synthetic image is the one that is appropriately both photorealistic and
diverse. Photorealism is essential to bridge the domain gap between the synthetic and
real domains and data diversity is fundamental for improving the generalizability and
robustness of ML models in practice [31, 34, 35].

Therefore, it is crucial to allow the network to weigh the benefits of photore-
alism and diversity and dynamically select the best examples during training. A
key contribution of our work is introducing a temporally adaptive parameter, evolv-
ing dynamically across epochs in response to the model’s internal state and current
training context. This strategy is a key distinction in our approach compared to
other metrics, which we demonstrate to be highly effective in optimizing training on
synthetic data.

While the need for this optimization is a primary challenge, there has been lit-
tle work in computer vision literature. Traditional metrics such as Fréchet Inception
Distance (FID) [36] and Inception Score (IS) [37], have been widely used to evaluate
the quality of generated synthetic images but not to assess their usability for training
a ML model. This flexibility is essential for ensuring that the model learns a more
representative and robust feature space, especially when dealing with heterogeneous
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data sources like synthetic and real-world images. Photorealistic examples enhance the
model’s ability to generalize to real-world scenarios by providing higher fidelity visual
information, while diverse examples help the model capture a wide range of variations
in appearance, texture, and context. By prioritizing these types of examples, the net-
work can avoid overfitting to less relevant or redundant data, thereby improving its
performance across unseen data. Integrating a dynamic selection mechanism, such as
through adaptive sampling techniques, ensures that the network focuses on the most
informative samples at each stage of training, which leads to more efficient learning and
stronger generalization capabilities across domains similar to our proposed approach.

The Upper Confidence Bound (UCB) is a strategy used in decision-making pro-
cesses, particularly in Reinforcement Learning (RL) and Multi-Armed Bandit (MAB)
problems, to balance exploration and exploitation. In such scenarios, the goal is to
maximize rewards by selecting actions or examples that are either well-understood
(i.e., exploitation) or uncertain but potentially rewarding (i.e., exploration). UCB
achieves this by calculating an upper confidence bound for each action based on both
the average reward and an uncertainty term.

In this work, we utilize UCB to identify and select the most valuable synthetic
examples. Our approach balances exploration and exploitation by dynamically prior-
itizing synthetic samples that have higher uncertainty or higher potential impact on
model learning. When training on both synthetic and real datasets, the utility of syn-
thetic samples can vary significantly based on what is more essential at each training
stage. To address this gap, we introduce a novel metric engineered to dynamically
assess the utility of synthetic data during training, adapting to continuous changes in
the synthetic data distribution and model state over time. Our proposed UCB -based
approach ensures that the model is not overly reliant on one data source while still
maximizing the informative value of each training sample. By leveraging UCB, the
training process can adaptively choose the most useful examples from both datasets.
This is particularly essential when the quality of synthetic data fluctuates or when
there is a need to prioritize real data for critical learning stages, leading to more
efficient and effective training. Hence, our main contributions are three-fold:

• We propose a dynamic adaptive metric for evaluating the usability of synthetic
images;
• We present a novel UCB -based approach to optimize the training of supervised
ML classifiers on synthetic data;
• A new pipeline for automatically generating synthetic data by integrating a Large
Language Model (LLM) with Stable Diffusion (SD);
• Finally, we generate three synthetic artistic (i.e., SA-Car-2, SA-CIFAR-10, and
SA-Birds-525 ), and other three photorealistic synthetic datasets (i.e., SP-Car-2,
SP-CIFAR-10, and SP-Birds-525 ) for three classification tasks and we make them
publicly available.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents related work on
synthetic data generation methods and usability metrics. Sub-Section 3.1 articulates
the problem statement and systematically formulates it. Sub-Section 3.2 introduces
our synthetic data generation pipeline. The rest of Section 3 explains the proposed
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usability metric, and the UCB -based training procedure. In Section 4, experimental
results are demonstrated showing the effectiveness of our framework and approach.
Section 5 concludes the paper with a discussion of our work’s limitations and potential
future works.

2 Related Work

In this section, we summarize key data generation methods and usability metrics.

2.1 Synthetic Data Generation Methods

Several synthetic data generation methods have been developed recently. We review
here the key approaches:
Game Engines. The use of video games [38, 39] and game engines [40–42] has shown
to be an effective way to generate automatically-labeled large-scale synthetic data
for a wide range of computer vision tasks, such as semantic segmentation and depth
estimation [38], video stabilization [43], and person re-identification [44]. However,
these approaches are limited in diversity and photorealism to game engines used, game
genre, environment, and artists’ skills. Additionally, creating large-scale datasets can
be computationally expensive and poses intellectual property issues since video games
are not usually developed for this aim [13]. Procedural content generation techniques
may allow for the automatic creation of diverse and complex environments, reducing
the need for manual design and increasing dataset variability [45]. However, a key
challenge remains in the domain gap between synthetic and real-world data. Despite
advances in photorealism, discrepancies in sensor noise, motion blur, and subtle texture
details often necessitate domain adaptation techniques [46] or the incorporation of real
data for fine-tuning models trained on synthetic data. To address these issues, hybrid
approaches that combine synthetic and real-world data are being explored to enhance
model generalization and reduce reliance on extensive labeled datasets [47]. Despite
these advances, selecting the most usable data from large-scale synthetic datasets
remains underexplored as of yet.
Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs). GANs have been widely utilized to
generate synthetic training data for computer vision [48, 49]. Al Khalil et al. [50]
showed that utilizing synthetic images generated by their segmentation-informed con-
ditional GAN improves the performance and robustness of heart cavity segmentation
from short-axis cardiac magnetic resonance images. Similarly, it was shown in [51]
that utilizing synthetic images generated by their GAN and Neural Radiance Field
(NeRF)-based framework improves the performance of 3D object detectors. One of
the primary challenges with these methods is their stability during training, frequently
leading to issues such as mode collapse [52]. This instability is frequently exacerbated
by issues such as vanishing or exploding gradients, improper tuning of hyperparame-
ters, and the sensitivity of the discriminator to slight perturbations in the generator’s
output. Addressing these problems requires careful design choices, gradient penalty,
improved weight initialization, and the use of robust loss functions that can stabilize
the training dynamics [16, 53].
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Diffusion Models (DMs). Diffusion models generate data through a progressive
denoising process, which refines random noise into realistic samples over multiple
steps [19, 54]. This iterative approach allows for better modeling of complex data dis-
tributions and produces outputs with higher fidelity and stability, making diffusion
models increasingly preferred for tasks that demand robust and reliable generative
performance. Stable Diffusion, as demonstrated in [55], was used to boost the diver-
sity of the generated images used for training a zero-shot classifier. Our work is
similar to that work in using DMs to generate the training images. However, our
approach tackles the diversity and photorealism of the generated images. Further-
more, we incorporate an LLM to create the attributes for the DMs’ prompts and
we deploy a novel UCB -based approach for selecting the best synthetic images for
training. Training on synthetic images generated by DMs for the task of skin disease
classification was shown in [56] to achieve similar accuracy to training on real data. It
was also shown that complementing ImageNet training dataset with synthetic images
generated by DMs does improve ImageNet classification accuracy substantially. Sim-
ilar to that work, we also explore the effectiveness of training on synthetic data.
However, instead of limiting our study to a single architecture, we consider six archi-
tectures: AlexNet, EfficientNet, ViT, SwinTransformer, VGG, and REGNet. These
models were chosen to represent a diverse range of architectures. AlexNet and VGG
are classical convolutional networks. EfficientNet emphasizes model scaling for optimal
accuracy-efficiency trade-offs. ViT and SwinTransformer leverage transformer-based
architectures. Lastly, REGNet represents a flexible architecture that utilizes dynamic
scaling.

2.2 Synthetic Data Usability

There are many traditional metrics in the literature deployed to assess the quality
of generated synthetic images, such as FID [36], IS [37], Peak-Signal-to-Noise Ratio
(PSNR), and the Structural Similarity Index Measure (SSIM ) [57]. However, there
are very few studies to assess the usability of generated synthetic images.

Recent studies on the usability of synthetic data such as [50, 58–60] have a few
limitations: a) they focus on the quality of the generated synthetic data not the usabil-
ity; b) they are limited to certain narrow applications or fields. For instance, [50]
emphasises on the generation of semantically consistent and anatomically plausible
images, yet these attributes alone do not guarantee that the synthetic data will effec-
tively enhance the training of DL models. This overlooks the necessity of ensuring
that synthetic data captures the complex and varied characteristics required for robust
model generalization across different clinical settings. On the other hand, [58] focuses
solely on generating and evaluating synthetic tabular data, while Electronic Health
Records (EHRs) often include other data types, such as bioimages and biosignals.
Hence, the metrics implemented are specifically designed for tabular data, limiting
their applicability to other data formats.
Traditional Synthetic Images Assessment Scores. Fréchet Inception Distance
(FID) is usually used to assess the quality of the generated images by GANs [61, 62]. It
calculates the Wasserstein distance between multivariate Gaussians embedded into a
feature space of a specific layer of the Inception-V3 model [63] pretrained on ImageNet.
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IS, for its turn, calculates the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence between conditional
and marginal class distributions utilizing the Inception-V3 model as well. Works such
as [64, 65] have shown that FID and IS entangle diversity and photorealism (being
close to the real distribution). While being useful for evaluating the performance of
several models, neither metric is specifically designed to evaluate diversity within
individual classes, which can be crucial in supervised learning. Thus, they may not be
ideal metrics to assess the usability of synthetic images. SSIM can be used to measure
the perceptual similarity between two images based on the degradation of structural
information. On the other hand, PSNR is the ratio between the original (real) image
peak of power and the estimated power of the noise from synthetically generated or
reconstructed image. Pambrun and Noumeir [66] and Huynh-Thu and Ghanbari [67]
have shown that both metrics focus on pixel-level differences and are sensitive to simple
geometric transformations. Additionally, they do not consider perceptual quality and
diversity. Our proposed metric addresses these limitations by considering pixel-level
and high-level information. Furthermore, we assess diversity and synthetic data feature
consistency with real data counterparts.
Global Consistency and Complexity Scores. Scholz et al. [68] proposed two
metrics to measure the global consistency of medical synthetic images (biological plau-
sibility). They show that their approach is more robust compared to FID as it can
explicitly measure global consistency on a per-image basis. Unlike that work, our
approach is a general-purpose metric, not limited to certain fields. At the same time,
we evaluate the diversity of the generated images. Similar to our work, Mahon and
Lukasiewicz [69] propose a metric for measuring image complexity using hierarchical
clustering. However, the authors make many assumptions about the cluster probability
distribution. Additionally, it requires many hyperparameter tuning.

Our proposed metric improves upon existing ones by incorporating both low-level
and high-level information from synthetic images and their corresponding real and
synthetic classes and datasets. Unlike traditional metrics, our UCB -based dynamic
approach enables ML models to select the most suitable examples for their current
state at each epoch, ensuring that the training process is continuously optimized. This
key dynamic adaptability of our approach ensures that the model evolves with the
data, enhancing its performance incrementally. This is in contrast to static metrics,
which fail to account for the ongoing changes in the model’s learning state and the
varying utility of training samples throughout the training process.

3 Methodology

3.1 Problem Statement

Let Xreal = {xreal
i }ni=1 denote the set of real images and Xsyn = {xsyn

j }mj=1 denote the

set of synthetic images, where xreal
i and xsyn

j represent individual images from the real
and synthetic domains, respectively. The photorealism of a synthetic image, xsyn

j , can
be quantified by measuring the distance between its corresponding features and the
mean across the real set, Xreal, features in the latent space:
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Table 1: Examples of the generated prompts used to create artistic (i.e., SA-Car-
2 ) and photorealistic (i.e., SP-Car-2 ) versions of the Car Accidents dataset. Each
prompt includes specific attributes such as weather condition, accident type (if any),
and vehicle color and model. The artistic prompts emphasize exaggerated stylistic
effects, while the photorealistic prompts focus on capturing detailed, realistic imagery
for each scenario.
Dataset Selected Attributes Prompts

SA-Car-2

weather: Thunderstorm,
accident: Head-on collision,
color: Brown,
model: Toyota Camry

“Generate a highly stylized and non-photorealistic image of a single car accident.
The accident type is Head-on collision occurring in Thunderstorm weather condition.
The car involved in the accident is of Brown color and is Toyota Camry model.
Apply unique and exaggerated artistic effects, such as vibrant color splashes, abstract shapes, and bold brushstrokes.”

SA-Car-2

weather: Dust storm,
accident: Rear-end collision,
color: Green,
model: BMW 3 Series

“Generate a highly stylized and non-photorealistic image of a single car accident.
The accident type is Rear-end collision occurring in Dust storm weather condition.
The car involved in the accident is of Green color and is BMW 3 Series model.
Apply unique and exaggerated artistic effects, such as vibrant color splashes, abstract shapes, and bold brushstrokes.”

SA-Car-2

weather: Drizzle,
accident: Single-vehicle accident,
color: Yellow,
model: Volkswagen Golf

“Generate a highly stylized and non-photorealistic image of a single car accident.
The accident type is Single-vehicle accident occurring in Drizzle weather condition.
The car involved in the accident is of Yellow color and is Volkswagen Golf model.
Apply unique and exaggerated artistic effects, such as vibrant color splashes, abstract shapes, and bold brushstrokes.”

SA-Car-2

weather: Partly cloudy,
accident: no-accident,
color: Blue,
model: Mercedes-Benz C-Class

“Generate a highly stylized and non-photorealistic image of a single car. The weather condition is Partly cloudy.
The car is of Blue color and is of Mercedes-Benz C-Class model.
Apply unique and exaggerated artistic effects, such as vibrant color splashes, abstract shapes, and bold brushstrokes.”

SA-Car-2

weather: Drizzle,
accident: no-accident,
color: Red,
model: Honda Civic

“Generate a highly stylized and non-photorealistic image of a single car. The weather condition is Drizzle. The car is of
Red color and is of Honda Civic model. Apply unique and exaggerated artistic effects, such as vibrant color splashes,
abstract shapes, and bold brushstrokes.”

SA-Car-2

weather: Fog,
accident: no-accident,
color: Yellow,
model: Toyota Corolla

“Generate a highly stylized and non-photorealistic image of a single car. The weather condition is Fog.The car is of
Yellow color and is of Toyota Corolla model. Apply unique and exaggerated artistic effects, such as vibrant color
splashes, abstract shapes, and bold brushstrokes.”

SP-Car-2

weather: Snow,
accident: Improper lane change
collision,
color: Brown,
model: BMW 3 Series

“Generate a photorealistic image of a single car accident. The accident type is Improper lane change collision
occurring in Snow weather condition. The car involved in the accident is of Brown color and is BMW 3 Series model.
Capture the scene with meticulous attention to detail, realism, and visual impact.”

SP-Car-2

weather: Fog,
accident: Rear-end collision,
color: Silver,
model: Nissan Altima

“Generate a photorealistic image of a single car accident. The accident type is Rear-end collision occurring in Fog
weather condition. The car involved in the accident is of Silver color and is Nissan Altima model. Capture the scene
with meticulous attention to detail, realism, and visual impact.”

SP-Car-2

weather: Drizzle,
accident: Mechanical failure,
color: Brown,
model: Ford Mustang

“Generate a photorealistic image of a single car accident. The accident type is Mechanical failure accident occurring in
Drizzle weather condition. The car involved in the accident is of Brown color and is Ford Mustang model. Capture the
scene with meticulous attention to detail, realism, and visual impact.”

SP-Car-2

weather: Sandstorm,
accident: No Accident,
color: Yellow,
model: Tesla Model 3

“Generate a photorealistic image of a single car. The weather condition is Sandstorm. The car is of Yellow color and is of
Tesla Model 3 model. Capture the scene with meticulous attention to detail, realism, and visual impact.”

SP-Car-2

weather: Overcast,
accident: No Accident,
color: White,
model: Tesla Model 3

“Generate a photorealistic image of a single car. The weather condition is Overcast. The car is of White color and is of
Tesla Model 3 model. Capture the scene with meticulous attention to detail, realism, and visual impact.”

SP-Car-2

weather: Tornado,
accident: No Accident,
color: Yellow,
model: Nissan Rogue

“Generate a photorealistic image of a single car. The weather condition is Tornado. The car is of Yellow color and is of
Nissan Rogue model. Capture the scene with meticulous attention to detail, realism, and visual impact.”

Photorealism(xsyn
j ) = d

ϕ(xsyn
j ),

1

|Xreal|
∑

xreal
i ∈Xreal

ϕ(xreal
i )

 , (1)

where ϕ : xi → Rk is an embedding function that maps images into a feature space
Rk and d(·, ·) is a suitable distance metric (e.g., ℓ2-norm, Mahalanobis distance, and
Cosine Similarity). It is also essential that the distribution P(Xsyn) approximates
P(Xreal), ensuring, for instance, that KL(P(Xreal) ∥ P(Xsyn)) is minimized, where
KL(· ∥ ·) represents the Kullback-Leibler divergence [70]. Additionally, the diversity
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of Xsyn can be also assessed, for instance, through the entropy:

H(P(Xsyn)) = −
m∑
j=1

P(xsyn
j ) logP(xsyn

j ). (2)

Therefore, to maximise the usability of Xsyn, we need to maximise this joint objective
function:

J (Xsyn) = α(t) · Photorealism(Xsyn) + (1− α(t)) ·H(P(Xsyn)), (3)

where α is hyperparameters that balance photorealism and diversity.
This paper addresses the key challenge of leveraging synthetic data for training

models that generalize well to real-world tasks, a problem driven by the domain gap
between synthetic and real data. While synthetic data offers scalability and we can gen-
erate large-scale synthetic datasets, this gap often results in suboptimal performance
on real-world applications even when trained on such large-scale datasets. Therefore,
we propose an improved approach for generating synthetic images, evaluating their
usability, and jointly training on synthetic and real data.

Our metric comprises two components: Diversity and Photorealism Score (DPS)
and Feature Cohesion Score (FCS). The DPS evaluates the visual quality and diversity
of the images, while the FCS assesses the coherence of latent synthetic features in
relation to their real counterpart. We also introduce a novel UCB -based approach to
dynamically select training samples during each epoch of the training process of a
typical supervised ML model. This method not only enhances the selection process
but also optimizes the model’s performance by focusing on the most beneficial training
examples for a given ML model at each epoch.

3.2 Attribute-Aware Synthetic Data Generation via
Attribute-Aware Pipeline

We propose a novel synthetic data generation pipeline utilising a Large Language Model
(LLM) with Diffusion Model (DM) to create diverse and high-quality datasets. The
pipeline consists of three phases: Attribute extraction, Prompt creation and Image
generation. Algorithm 1 shows the details of each phase.
a) Attribute Extraction using LLM. We employ an LLM to extract the main
attributes of the dataset being generated. For instance, when generating car accidents
synthetic dataset, we employ an LLM to identify the most popular car colors and
models. This provides a pool of attributes for the second phase of the generation
pipeline.
b) Attribute Sampling and Prompt Creation. To construct the final prompts for
the DM to generate the required images, we randomly sample attributes from the pre-
existing pool of attributes acquired in the previous phase. These sampled attributes are
employed as input parameters to our DM prompt template, which is designed to guide
the DM in generating realistic and contextually relevant data. The random sampling
process ensures diversity in the generated datasets, thereby aiming at making them
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more representative of real-world scenarios. Table 1 shows examples of the generated
prompts for artistic and photorealistic versions of Car Accidents datasets.
c) Data Generation with DM. At this stage, we leverage Stable Diffusion-V2
model [71] to generate the required datasets using our carefully engineered prompts
and pool of attributes generated using the LLM.

Algorithm 1 Our Attribute-Aware Bandit Data Generation Pipeline Using LLM and
SD

1: function ExtractAttributes(DomainContext, LLMModel)
2: Initialize LLMModel
3: Attributes ← LLMModel.GenerateAttributes(DomainContext)
4: AttributePool ← CompileAttributes(Attributes)
5: return AttributePool
6: end function
7:

8: function CreatePrompts(AttributePool, NumSamples, PromptTemplate)
9: SampledAttributesList ← RandomlySample(AttributePool, NumSamples)

10: Prompts ← EmptyList()
11: for each SampledAttributes in SampledAttributesList do
12: Prompt ← FormatPrompt(PromptTemplate, SampledAttributes)
13: Add Prompt to Prompts()
14: end for
15: return Prompts
16: end function
17:

18: function GenerateImages(Prompts, SDModel)
19: Initialize SDModel
20: Images ← EmptyList()
21: for each Prompt in Prompts do
22: Image ← SDModel.GenerateImage(Prompt)
23: Add Image to Images()
24: end for
25: Dataset ← CompileImages(Images)
26: return Dataset
27: end function
28:

29: AttributePool ← ExtractAttributes(DomainContext, LLMModel)
30: Prompts ← CreatePrompts(AttributePool, NumSamples, PromptTemplate)
31: SyntheticDataset ← GenerateImages(Prompts, SDModel)

3.3 Usability Score

Given the real dataset R and its corresponding synthetic dataset S, both comprising
C classes, we calculate the usability score as shown in Figure 1. For each synthetic
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Fig. 1: Calculating Usability Score U for Synthetic Images. Each synthetic
image Ii is assigned a usability score U , which is derived from pixel-level and high-
level information.

image Ii from S, we calculate its usability metric score U which is a 2 dimensional
vector:

U =
[
Ψ Φ

]
,

where Ψ, i.e., Diversity and Photorealism Score (DPS), represents the diversity and
photorealism of Ii considering only mid-level information. We utilise the Inception-V3
model [63], pre-trained on ImageNet, to extract feature representations from the last
convolution layer of the model for Ii:

Vi = fIncepV 3(Ii).

Then given Vi, the feature vector of image Ii, we calculate its mean µi and standard
deviation σi. We also calculate the intraclass features mean µc and standard deviation
σc for the Ii corresponding class c from both R and S datasets. Then, we calculate
the synthetic S and real R datasets features mean (µS\c and µR\c) and standard
deviation (σS\c and σR\c) after excluding class c images from R and S datasets.

The second component, Φ, i.e., the Feature Cohesion Score (FCS), measures the
cohesion between the high-level features of a synthetic image Ii and the averaged
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features of the real images in the same class. The averaged real class features are
computed as F̄ = 1

K

∑
r Fr, where Fr is a 4,096-dimensional given by Fr = fvgg(Ir).

To compute F̄ for a given real class c, K real images from the class c of the real
dataset, Rc

k are used. K is a sampling parameter (i.e., a representation parameter)
that controls how many real images are used to represent the real class.

We use the VGG16 model that has been trained on the ImageNet dataset as a
feature extractor. Then, we calculate Kullback–Leibler divergence between the normal-
ized vector features, F̂i, of each synthetic image, Ii, and the normalized vector of the

averaged features, ˆ̄F , of its corresponding class c from the real dataset, R. Therefore,

Φ =
1

DKL(
ˆ̄F ∥ F̂i)

. (4)

Intuition behind using VGG16 and Inception-V3 : For FCS, we utilize VGG16
with KL divergence to compare the high-level features of synthetic images against
the mean features of the corresponding real class. VGG16 was chosen because it
can capture fine-grained, localized features, which makes it particularly suitable for
highlighting the small distinctions between synthetic and real images within a class.
Moreover, VGG16 ’s sequential convolutional layers are very effective for extracting
high-level representations that specifically focus on texture and detailed patterns,
which are critical for assessing feature cohesion between synthetic and real data.
For measuring diversity and photorealism (DPS ), we employ Inception-V3 for fea-
ture extraction. Inception-V3 ’s architecture, with its multi-scale filters and broader
receptive fields, is particularly effective at capturing both global and local pat-
terns in images. This multi-scale capability allows it to better assess variations in
image content, which is essential for evaluating diversity across a dataset. Moreover,
Inception-V3 is designed to handle complex visual tasks and is known for its supe-
rior performance in identifying realistic image structures, making it more suitable for
quantifying the photorealism of synthetic images.

3.4 UCB-Based Training Procedure

After calculating the usability scores and selecting the topM images in S, we start fine-
tuning the classification model on these images. Our approach leverages an improved
version of UCB algorithm to dynamically select the best data subset during the train-
ing process. The approach is outlined in Algorithm 2. First, we define a patience
threshold that determines how many epochs to wait for an improvement in validation
accuracy before considering a switch in data subsets i.e., switch between best selected
images according to Φ or Ψ. An initial arm, data subset, is then randomly selected
from the available set of arms (two arms for our approach). This arm is used in the
first epoch of the training loop. During each epoch e of the total number of epochs, the
model is fine-tuned using the best images from the selected current arm. After fine-
tuning for one epoch, we compute the validation accuracy for the model. The rewards
for the current arm are then updated based on this validation accuracy.

We continuously check for improvements in the validation accuracy. If there is no
improvement, we increment num epochs without improvement. If this count exceeds
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BirdsCIFAR-10Car Accidents
Fig. 2: Samples from the synthetically generated datasets using our generation
pipeline. Photorealistic and artistic samples are shown in the first and second columns
of each dataset, respectively.

the patience threshold, we select a new arm using the select loader function, which is
based on the UCB values. We compute the UCB values for each loader (data subset)
as:

ucb values =
loader rewards

loader counts + ϵ
+ β ·

√
log(total counts)

loader counts + ϵ
,

where ϵ = 1e − 5 and β = 2. Then, using UCB values, we return the index of the
loader with the highest UCB value. This adaptive approach allows the model to be
fine-tuned using the most useful synthetic images at each epoch tailored for the model
and dataset.

Table 2: Synthetic statistics of the dataset generated by our approach.

Task/Dataset Artistic Photorealistic # Classes # Images
Car Accidents SA-Car-2 SP-Car-2 2 844
CIFAR-10 SA-CIFAR-10 SP-CIFAR-10 10 50, 000
Birds SA-Birds-525 SP-Birds-525 525 89, 250

4 Experiments

4.1 Experimental Setup

Synthetic Datasets. We leverage our generation pipeline to generate six datasets for
car accidents, CIFAR-10, and birds classification problems. Samples from the datasets
are shown in Figure 2 and the statistics of the generated data are shown in Table 2.
Image classification was selected as the downstream task because of the complexity
of image classification tasks, which requires models to distinguish between a multi-
tude of classes with varying degrees of intra-class variability and inter-class similarity,
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Algorithm 2 Our Proposed UCB-based Training Approach.

1: function select loader
2: if total counts < num loaders then
3: return total counts ▷ Initially select each loader once
4: end if
5: ucb values ← loader rewards/(loader counts + ϵ) + β ·√

log(total counts)/(loader counts+ ϵ)
6: return argmax(ucb values)
7: end function
8:

9: best val accuracy ← 0 ▷ Initialization
10: num epochs without improvement← 0
11: patience← patience threshold
12: for each image Ii in S do ▷ Get the scores of the synthetic images
13: Ii.Φ← calculate phi(i)
14: Ii.Ψ← calculate psi(i)
15: end for
16: best images← select top M images(S,M) ▷ Filter the M best examples
17: current arm← random select(arms) ▷ Initial arm selection for the first epoch
18:

19: for each epoch e in total epochs do ▷ Training loop
20: fine tune model(model, best images, current arm) ▷ Fine-tune the model

for one epoch
21: val accuracy ← calculate validation accuracy(model, validation set) ▷

Calculate the validation accuracy
22: update rewards(current arm, val accuracy) ▷ Update UCB rewards
23:

24: if val accuracy > best val accuracy then ▷ Check for improvement
25: best val accuracy ← val accuracy
26: num epochs without improvement← 0
27: else
28: num epochs without improvement + = 1
29: end if
30: if num epochs without improvement > patience then ▷ Arm selection
31: current arm← select loader()
32: end if
33: end for

serves as a rigorous testbed for assessing the usability of our approach. Furthermore,
image classification requires feature extraction and generalization capabilities. Thus,
by training on a mixture of synthetic and real data, we can evaluate how effectively
the model learns from the selected synthetic images using our approach versus others.
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Table 3: Area Under the Curve (AUC) of accuracies for models trained from
scratch using different proportions (1%, 20%, 50%, 90%, and 100%) of non-
photorealistic (SA-[dataset name]), photorealistic (SP -[dataset name]), and real
datasets (R-[dataset name]). The bold values indicate the best performance achieved
on each dataset, considering the three versions (artistic, photorealistic, and real), while
the underlined values represent the second-best performance.

Car Accidents CIFAR-10 Birds
SA-Car-2 SP-Car-2 R-Car-2 SA-CIFAR-10 SP-CIFAR-10 R-CIFAR-10 SA-Birds-525 SP-Birds-525 R-Birds-525

AlexNet 55.58 76.10 68.71 10.52 12.91 58.44 0.99 1.99 67.68
EfficientNet 49.17 51.52 58.73 9.57 9.64 51.76 0.88 1.23 36.88
ViT 56.99 72.32 79.22 12.08 15.68 78.91 1.87 2.63 58.59
SwinTransformer 49.50 64.06 68.54 11.71 18.14 42.40 1.78 1.91 46.32
VGG 53.44 85.32 82.93 11.11 12.90 88.75 0.39 0.44 95.22
REGNet 59.52 78.88 73.23 10.07 10.42 78.85 0.26 0.34 78.03

4.2 Photorealism and Data Usability

We first analyze the importance of synthetic data photorealism on classification accu-
racy. We trained six architectures from scratch on three classification problems, each
using non-photorealistic, photorealistic, and real datasets. We evaluated the perfor-
mance by measuring the Area Under the Curve (AUC) of accuracies across varying
dataset sizes (1%, 20%, 50%, 90%, and 100%). Table 3 demonstrates that models
trained on photorealistic data consistently achieved higher AUC values compared to
those trained on non-photorealistic (artistic data), highlighting the domain gap prob-
lem where differences in data distribution between training and testing sets lead to
poor performance on real data. Therefore, we can see that synthetic data realism is
important for better usability.

4.3 Evaluation of U Score with UCB-Based Training

Our experiments demonstrate that the proposed U score, combined with our
UCB -based training approach, consistently achieves superior classification accuracy
compared to other metrics. Table 4 provides a comparison of fine-tuning results for
six architectures across the three photorealistic synthetic datasets: SP-Car-2, SP-
CIFAR-10, and SP-Birds-525. Architectures fine-tuned using our U score significantly
outperformed those trained with alternative metrics. Our metric’s ability to effec-
tively select the most informative examples for training underlines its robustness and
effectiveness. The UCB -based training approach, by leveraging the U score, balances
exploration and exploitation at each stage of the model’s training, leading to improved
model generalization and thus performance. The results clearly illustrate the advan-
tage of our method in enhancing classification accuracy, underscoring its potential for
broader application in fine-tuning neural network architectures.

4.4 Qualitative Comparison Among Metrics

To demonstrate that traditional metrics struggle to consistently identify diverse and
photorealistic images, we show the top usable synthetic images according to these
metrics and ours on three synthetic datasets in Figure 3. Our proposed metric demon-
strates an advantage in selecting more diverse and contextually relevant examples.
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For instance, images depicting snowy weather conditions were assigned higher prior-
ity, highlighting the ability of our approach to capture and emphasize rare but crucial
environmental features. Additionally, unlike traditional metrics such as SSIM and
PSNR which primarily focus on pixel-level similarity or overall image quality, our
metric prioritizes more realistic backgrounds. This ensures that the selected samples
are not only visually diverse but also semantically meaningful, leading to improved
performance in downstream tasks as shown in Table 4.

4.5 Ablation Study

We conducted an ablation study to evaluate the contributions of different components
in our framework shown in Table 5. Initially, we assessed the classification accuracy by
examining the DPS (Ψ) and FCS (Φ) terms independently without the UCB -based
approach. This was followed by integrating these terms with UCB to analyse their
mutual effects. The results demonstrated that whileDPS and FCS individually achieve
good results, their combination with UCB yielded significantly higher classification
accuracy, highlighting the effectiveness of our proposed approach. We also report the
results for using three arms (i.e., DPS, FCS, and the mean of DPS and FCS ). The
third arm in this setup serves as an approximation of our approach’s behavior when the
model is trained to convergence for a significant number of epochs. We also tried UCB
with traditional metrics such as SSIM, PSNR, IS, and FID. Finally, we utilized SSIM,
PSNR, IS, FID, DPS, and FCS metrics. Additionally, we considered their aggregate
statistics: mean (ME), median (MD), maximum (MX), and minimum (MN).

We also support our ablation study by rigorously examining the percentage of
common samples identified by each metric. This analysis is conducted across varying
dataset sizes on three synthetic datasets to ensure a comprehensive evaluation. The
results clearly demonstrate that our metric consistently identifies distinct samples
compared to traditional metrics, highlighting its capacity to capture different aspects
of the data and provide more robust insights into model performance as shown in
Figure 4.
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(a) Top usable synthetic images from the SP-Car-2 dataset.
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(b) Top usable synthetic images from the SP-CIFAR-10 dataset.
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DPS

(c) Top usable synthetic images from the SP-Birds-525 dataset.

Fig. 3: Top usable synthetic images on three synthetic datasets selected
based on various metrics. Traditional metrics struggle to consistently identify
diverse and photorealistic images. In contrast, our approach (last row) effectively fil-
ters and highlights the most usable synthetic images. Best viewed in color and with
zoom.
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(a) Percentage of common samples on the SP-
Car-2 dataset.

(b) Percentage of common samples on the SP-
CIFAR-10 dataset.

(c) Percentage of common samples on the SP-Birds-525
dataset.

Fig. 4: Comparison of common examples identified by our metric (i.e., Mean(DPS,
FCS)) versus other metrics across three synthetic datasets: SP-Car-2, SP-CIFAR-10,
and SP-Birds-525.
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Table 4: Classification Accuracy for Fine-Tuning Experiments Using our
Approach. This table shows the classification accuracy results of fine-tuning six
architectures using half of the synthetic datasets: SP-Car-2, SP-CIFAR-10, and SP-
Birds-525. Various metrics, including ours, are employed to select the best examples.
Our metric U with the proposed UCB-based training approach achieves the best
results.

Car Accidents
AlexNet EfficientNet ViT SwinTransformer VGG REGNet

SSIM 73.0 64.0 74.0 76.0 66.0 77.0
PSNR 76.0 63.0 76.0 73.0 66.0 73.0
IS 74.0 64.0 69.0 76.0 67.0 78.0
FID 71.0 65.0 70.0 73.0 71.0 77.0

Our Approach (U) 80.0 75.0 79.0 81.0 77.0 85.0
CIFAR-10

AlexNet EfficientNet ViT SwinTransformer VGG REGNet
SSIM 11.0 14.0 21.0 30.0 17.0 18.0
PSNR 12.0 16.0 22.0 30.0 19.0 17.0
IS 10.0 14.0 21.0 28.0 18.0 16.0
FID 11.0 16.0 21.0 29.0 18.0 15.0

Our Approach (U) 19.0 18.0 28.0 33.0 24.0 29.0
Birds-525

AlexNet EfficientNet ViT SwinTransformer VGG REGNet
SSIM 4.0 18.0 18.0 14.0 17.0 16.0
PSNR 5.0 18.0 18.0 15.0 16.0 16.0
IS 5.0 17.0 17.0 14.0 15.0 16.0
FID 5.0 18.0 18.0 14.0 17.0 15.0

Our Approach (U) 10.0 23.0 28.0 23.0 21.0 25.0

18



Table 5: Ablation study results demonstrating the classification accuracy
under different configurations. We isolate the impact of the DPS and FCS terms
individually without UCB, then combine them with UCB. We further evaluate the
effect of incorporating three arms (DPS, FCS, and mean(DPS, FCS)) and traditional
metrics (SSIM, PSNR, IS, FID) with UCB. Finally, we test the scalability with an
11-arm setup. The shaded area indicates using our UCB-based approach for training
but with various number of arms.

Car Accidents
AlexNet EfficientNet ViT SwinTransformer VGG REGNet

DPS Term of Our Score (Ψ) 1 Arm 67.0 65.0 69.0 75.0 62.0 78.0
FCS Term of Our Score (Φ) 1 Arm 71.0 65.0 74.0 74.0 67.0 77.0

Our Approach (U) 2 Arms 80.0 75.0 79.0 81.0 77.0 85.0
DPS, FCS, & mean(DPS, FCS) 3 Arms 73.0 71.0 72.0 79.0 77.0 79.0

SSIM, PSNR, IS, & FID 4 Arms 86.0 68.0 76.0 73.0 80.0 81.0
SSIM, PSNR, IS, FID, DPS, FCS, mean(DPS, FCS),

ME, MD, MX, & MN
11 Arms 79.0 73.0 78.0 69.0 79.0 83.0

CIFAR-10
AlexNet EfficientNet ViT SwinTransformer VGG REGNet

DPS Term of Our Score (Ψ) 1 Arm 4.0 18.0 17.0 14.0 16.0 17.0
FCS Term of Our Score (Φ) 1 Arm 11.0 18.0 23.0 30.0 16.0 14.0

Our Approach (U) 2 Arms 19.0 18.0 28.0 33.0 24.0 29.0
DPS, FCS, & mean(DPS, FCS) 3 Arms 11.0 18.0 22.0 28.0 16.0 20.0

SSIM, PSNR, IS, & FID 4 Arms 13.0 16.0 24.0 18.0 18.0 19.0
SSIM, PSNR, IS, FID, DPS, FCS, mean(DPS, FCS),

ME, MD, MX, & MN
11 Arms 12.0 16.0 23.0 28.0 20.0 17.0

Birds-525
AlexNet EfficientNet ViT SwinTransformer VGG REGNet

DPS Term of Our Score (Ψ) 1 Arm 4.0 18.0 17.0 14.0 16.0 17.0
FCS Term of Our Score (Φ) 1 Arm 4.0 20.0 19.0 16.0 18.0 17.0

Our Approach (U) 2 Arms 10.0 23.0 28.0 23.0 21.0 25.0
DPS, FCS, & mean(DPS, FCS) 3 Arms 4.0 15.0 16.0 11 17.0 13.0

SSIM, PSNR, IS, & FID 4 Arms 5.0 13.0 12.0 9.0 15.0 11.0
SSIM, PSNR, IS, FID, DPS, FCS, mean(DPS, FCS),

ME, MD, MX, & MN
11 Arms 4.0 16.0 15.0 10.0 16.0 15.0
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5 Conclusion

In this work, we present a novel MAB-aware approach using UCB -based training
procedure and usability metric that offers a significant advancement in the evalua-
tion and utilization of synthetic data for supervised machine learning and especially
fundamental classification problems. By effectively integrating both low-level and high-
level information, our metric provides a robust method for ranking synthetic images,
leading to enhanced model performance. The introduction of a UCB -based dynamic
approach allows for continuous adaptation during training, ensuring optimal use of
synthetic data. Our experimental results demonstrate that this approach not only com-
plements real data but also significantly improves classification accuracy, highlighting
its potential for widespread application in various supervised learning tasks.

Data Availability Our source code, datasets, and additional materials are publically
available at https://github.com/A-Kerim/Synthetic-Data-Usability-2024.
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