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Abstract

Recently, significant advancements have been made in
diffusion-based visual text generation models. Although
the effectiveness of these methods in visual text rendering
is rapidly improving, they still encounter challenges such
as inaccurate characters and strokes when rendering com-
plex visual text. In this paper, we propose CharGen, a
highly accurate character-level visual text generation and
editing model. Specifically, CharGen employs a character-
level multimodal encoder that not only extracts character-
level text embeddings but also encodes glyph images char-
acter by character. This enables it to capture fine-grained
cross-modality features more effectively. Additionally, we
introduce a new perceptual loss in CharGen to enhance
character shape supervision and address the issue of in-
accurate strokes in generated text. It is worth mentioning
that CharGen can be integrated into existing diffusion mod-
els to generate visual text with high accuracy. CharGen
significantly improves text rendering accuracy, outperform-
ing recent methods in public benchmarks such as AnyText-
benchmark and MARIO-Eval, with improvements of more
than 8% and 6%, respectively. Notably, CharGen achieved
a 5.5% increase in accuracy on Chinese test sets.

1. Introduction
In recent years, text-to-image generation models based on
diffusion models have seen rapid development. Notable ad-
vancements, such as Midjourney V6 [20], DALL·E 3 [1],
and SD3.0 [9], have demonstrated significant improvements
in the field of text-to-image generation. Despite substan-
tial progress in the image quality of generative models,
these models still face challenges in generating accurate
and readable visual text. To address the need for refined
and multi-styled visual text images, extensive research [3–
5, 14, 18, 31, 32, 36, 37] has been conducted based on open-
source base models [2, 6, 11, 21, 24, 25, 27, 28, 30], primar-
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Error Type Examples

Add Glyph
✓

character → characater
difference → differecnce

Drop Glyph
✓

experiments → experimets
birthday → bithday

Add Stroke
✗

防溺水 → 防溺水
翔瑞→翔瑞

Drop Stroke
✗

词 → 词
美 → 美

Repeat Glyph
✗

LANDSCAPING → LANDSCAPI
小时候 →小时时候

Merge Glyphs
✗

Citibank → Citiba
惠 →惠

Misshape
✗

教 →教
金榜题名 → 金榜题

Extra Glyphs
✗

行 → 行
锦州石油六厂 → 锦州石油六厂

Complex Glyph
✗

赢 → 赢
藏 → 藏

Table 1. Error types in visual text generation. (✓) means the error
type solved by the previous methods, (✗) means unsolved.

ily focusing on visual text generation. Compared to open-
source general models, these methods can accomplish sim-
ple visual text generation tasks. However, previous methods
still need to improve the accuracy of generated visual text,
which is a crucial factor in various image generation appli-
cations.

The visual text generation framework can be divided into
three key components: text encoder, control conditions, and
perceptual supervision. Previous methods have primarily
focused on the design of the text encoder and perceptual su-
pervision components, demonstrating that improvements in
these areas can significantly enhance the accuracy of text
generation. However, these methods still encounter persis-
tent errors in English and Chinese text rendering, such as
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(B) Perceptual Loss Types
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Figure 1. (A.1) A conventional text encoder without visual glyph information. (A.2) A character-level text embedding that indirectly
incorporates glyph information. (A.3) A block-level visual embedding that replaces text embedding. (A.4) A character-level multi-modal
encoder. (B.1) Based on an OCR detection model. (B.2) Based on an OCR recognition model. (B.3) Based on an ODM pre-trained model.

Repeat Glyph, Merge Glyphs, and Misshape errors, as il-
lustrated in Table 1.

In response to these challenges, we propose a new visual
text generation framework, CharGen. This framework aims
to produce images with well-structured, clear, and coherent
text by advancing the text encoder and perceptual super-
vision components. CharGen addresses the limitations of
previous methods and strives to deliver higher accuracy and
quality in visual text rendering.

For the text encoder component, we introduce a
character-level multimodal encoder that incorporates fine-
grained multimodal features into the control conditions, as
illustrated in Fig. 1 (A.4). This encoder operates in two
main ways: firstly, it employs a visual encoder to process
rendered glyph images character by character, thereby guid-
ing text generation at the character level. Secondly, it inte-
grates character-level text embeddings to retain semantic in-
formation as much as possible while effectively distinguish-
ing visually similar characters.

Regarding the perceptual supervision component, in-
spired by the ODM (OCR-Text Destylization Modeling) ap-
proach [7], we propose an auxiliary perceptual loss specif-
ically designed for visual text generation, termed CharGen
Loss, as depicted in Fig. 1 (B.3). This loss function su-
pervises the visual text glyphs from both the generated im-
age and the original image, considering the entire image
perspective as well as a more fine-grained approach. By
leveraging CharGen Loss based on the destylization en-
coder, the training process can minimize the constraints im-

posed by font styles. This ensures that the generated text
style is more influenced by the descriptive text of the im-
age, thereby maintaining consistency between the text style
and the overall scene style.

In summary, our contributions are as follows:
• We introduce CharGen, a new high-precision visual text

generation framework based on ControlNet [35], to ad-
dress the errors in visual text generation tasks, as outlined
in Table 1.

• Within CharGen, we propose a character-level multi-
modal encoder that incorporates fine-grained multimodal
features into the control conditions. Additionally, we in-
troduce a multi-scale perceptual loss based on the ODM
pre-trained model, which provides more accurate super-
vision of visual text glyphs.

• Our method demonstrates significant improvements over
previous methods in terms of OCR accuracy, NED, and
FID, achieving state-of-the-art results on both Chinese
and English benchmarks.

2. Related work

Visual Text Generation. Over the last few years, signif-
icant advancements have been made in the field of visual
text generation, as demonstrated by various methods [3–
5, 18, 31, 32, 36, 37]. These models have evolved beyond
merely generating simple visual text images, leading to de-
velopments in interactive image editing. Recent research
has focused on three critical aspects of visual text genera-
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Figure 2. The framework of CharGen.

tion: control condition, text encoder, and perceptual super-
vision.

Control Condition. To guide text generation or editing,
auxiliary glyph images of the text to be generated or edited
are commonly used. For instance, TextDiffuser [5] initially
generates segmentation masks of characters and then uti-
lizes these character segmentation masks along with posi-
tion masks to facilitate image generation. Similarly, Glyph-
Control [32] employs ControlNet [35] to encode glyph im-
ages. In our work, we adopt a similar strategy to GlyphCon-
trol for rendering glyph images, while also incorporating
position and mask images as additional conditions.

Text Encoder. We summarize the implementation
of previous methods in the text encoder component in
Fig. 1 (A.1-A.3). Most base models use a text encoder
without incorporating any visual glyph information. Draw-
Text [15] argues that character-blind text encoders (e.g.
CLIP [22], and T5 [23]) typically used for image genera-
tion lack core spelling knowledge, making it challenging
to translate input tokens into glyph sequences. To address
this, UDiffText [37] and Glyph-ByT5 (v1, v2) [16, 17] im-
plicitly inject glyph information by retraining the text en-
coder through contrastive learning. In DiffUTE [3] and
GlyphDraw [18], glyph images are directly integrated into
the text embedding. DiffUTE extracts glyph information
from an OCR recognition model, while GlyphDraw takes

the off-the-shelf CLIP image encoder to extract glyph em-
beddings. However, CLIP is not a good choice for extract-
ing glyph information. It is only suitable for extracting
high-level semantic features, whereas glyphs require low-
level image structural features. AnyText [31] and Glyph-
Draw2 [19] render a glyph line with multiple characters into
an image (as shown in Fig. 1 (A.3)), encode glyph informa-
tion using a pretrained OCR recognition model, and inject
it into the text embedding by replacing its embedding from
a special token embedding in the caption. Unfortunately,
the glyph line with multiple characters in a token is diffi-
cult to deconstruct into specific glyph information. We pro-
pose a method where, during the text embedding process,
glyph embedding is performed character by character while
retaining the original character’s text embedding encoding.
Subsequently, the image modality encoding and text modal-
ity encoding are fused together to serve as the characters’
representation.

Perceptual Supervision. Perceptual supervision has
been widely employed for glyph supervision. We summa-
rize several perceptual losses in Fig. 1. OCR-VQGAN [26]
leverages a pre-trained OCR detection model to extract im-
age features and supervises text generation by constraining
discrepancies across multiple intermediate layers. TextDif-
fuser [5] employs a character-level segmentation model to
ensure the precision of each generated character in the la-



tent space. AnyText [31] adopts an OCR recognition model
proficient in stroke and spelling to supervise text generation
exclusively within the specified text region. As shown in
Fig 1 (B.2), the encoder based on OCR recognition loses the
spatial position information of the entire image. Although
the encoder based on OCR detection in Fig. 1 (B.1) retains
the spatial position information, it lacks fine-grained super-
vision of glyphs.

To address these limitations, CharGen utilizes the im-
age encoder of a pre-trained ODM (OCR-Text Destylization
Modeling) [7] to supervise the destylized glyphs, thereby
avoiding style constraints. This approach provides a more
direct and effective form of supervision, ensuring accurate
and diverse visual text generation.

3. Method

In this section, we will delineate the framework of CharGen
through three distinct parts. Firstly, the preliminary part will
provide a concise overview of the backbone network, Con-
trolNet, along with the auxiliary latent inputs. Secondly, the
character-level multimodal encoder part will elaborate on
the methodology for effectively integrating character-level
text and visual modalities within the text encoder. Lastly,
we will detail the multi-scale perceptual loss, which is based
on the pre-trained ODM model.

3.1. Preliminary

Our work builds upon the ControlNet architecture [34], uti-
lizing SD1.5 [27] for model weight initialization. Control-
Net is a robust network that enhances pre-trained large dif-
fusion models by incorporating additional input conditions.
It is capable of learning task-specific conditions in an end-
to-end manner, even with limited training data. In this work,
we categorize conditions into two types: image-based con-
ditions and text conditions.

As depicted in Fig. 2, both the original image feature and
the mask image feature are embedded using VAE [12]. To
derive the image-based conditions, we apply several con-
volutional layers to encode glyph and position information,
subsequently fusing these features into za. This za is com-
bined with a noisy latent image zt and then fed into Con-
trolNet as image-based conditions.

For text conditions, we have innovatively developed a
multimodal character-level encoding module to extract vi-
sual and text features, which serve as text conditions. This
module will be discussed in detail in Subsection 3.2. Addi-
tionally, we incorporate a masked image, inspired by Any-
Text, to manage the image area that should be preserved
during the diffusion process. This approach also allows us
to control the transition between image generation and im-
age editing based on the probability µ.

3.2. Character-level Multimodal Encoder

Generating accurate multilingual text using diffusion mod-
els presents significant challenges, particularly when deal-
ing with complex words and multi-stroke characters. Our
research indicates that existing methods often encounter is-
sues such as inaccuracies in character formation and stroke
rendering when generating complex visual text. This is
largely due to the text encoder’s limitations in incorporating
rich, fine-grained information, which hampers its ability to
effectively guide text generation. To overcome these chal-
lenges, we propose a character-level multimodal encoder
designed to extract more precise text conditions.

We will now introduce the multimodal embedding mod-
ule in detail. Initially, a single character is rendered into
a character glyph Gc. For instance, a word or sentence
is rendered using a uniform font style (Arial Unicode) as
a group of glyphs Gc = {G1

c , G
2
c , · · · , Gn−1

c , Gn
c }. Sub-

sequently, a character-by-character visual encoder extracts
the visual embeddings Evc = {E1

vc, E
2
vc, · · · , En−1

vc , En
vc}

from the glyph images Gc. Concurrently, a text en-
coder is employed to extract character-level text embed-
dings Etc = {E1

tc, E
2
tc, · · · , En−1

tc , En
tc}. We propose a

character-level visual feature mapper module and a text fea-
ture mapper module based on two decoupled linear lay-
ers. These mappers are used to fuse the text embeddings
Etc and visual embedding Evc into multimodal embed-
dings Emc = {E1

mc, E
2
mc, · · · , En−1

mc , En
mc}. Simultane-

ously, the prompt is encoded into token-sized embeddings
Ep = {E1

p , E
2
p , · · · , Em−1

p , Em
p }. The prompt embed-

dings and multimodal embeddings are combined into a text
condition Epm = {Ep, Emc}, which is then fed into a
transformer-based text encoder to obtain a fused interme-
diate representation. This representation is subsequently
mapped to the intermediate layer of UNet using a cross-
attention mechanism. The inclusion of the text embed-
ding Etc ensures that the condition can carry the seman-
tic features of the text, thereby maintaining the integrity of
the multimodal embedding Emc. Additionally, compared
to using only the visual module, we found that the multi-
modal character-level embedding extraction module better
addresses issues of inaccurate characters and strokes when
generating complex words and multi-stroke characters.

The upper limit for the number of text tokens in the
CLIP text encoder is 77. Previous studies have demon-
strated that its actual effective length is often less than 20
tokens. This limitation hampers CLIP’s ability to handle
detailed descriptions, thereby restricting the model’s under-
standing and application capabilities. To address this issue
and increase the capacity for text generation, we adopted
the latest Long-CLIP [33] scheme, which raises the number
of text tokens from 77 to 248. Long-CLIP not only supports
longer text input but also maintains or even exceeds CLIP’s
zero-shot generalization ability. Furthermore, it aligns with



Figure 3. Visual text image generated by CharGen.

the CLIP latent space, enabling seamless integration into
downstream frameworks without requiring additional adap-
tation.

3.3. Perceptual Loss

Previous methods often faced challenges in generating ac-
curate strokes for complex words, resulting in outputs that
were either unreadable or of low quality to users. We be-
lieve this issue arises from the use of inaccurate glyph loss
supervision, where the level of supervision granularity is
insufficiently fine to effectively monitor tiny fonts. For in-
stance, backbone networks like OCR emphasize robustness
during training and can recognize the same word even with
missing or added strokes, thus overlooking errors in glyphs.

To address this problem, we proposed a multi-scale per-
ceptual loss based on the ODM to enhance fine-grained text
glyph generation. Unlike previous training objectives, such
as text detection and text bounding box area segmentation,
the pre-training objective of the ODM network is specifi-
cally tailored to restore text glyphs, ignoring features from
other areas. This approach aligns with our goal for glyph
supervision, which is to concentrate solely on text glyphs
while disregarding color, texture, and other extraneous ob-
ject information.

During the training phase, the denoiser network predicts
noise, and we use the noisy latent image to predict the
features of the latent space. We further employ the VAE
decoder to approximate the image and convert it from
the latent space to the image space. We input predicted
image Ipred and original image Iori into the ODM en-
coder model to extract multi-scale features, denoted as

f̂hw, fhw ∈ RHk×Wk×Ck for each layer k. The CharGen
perceptual loss is formulated as follows:

fhw = ODM(Iori), f̂hw = ODM(Ipred), (1)

Lchargen =

k∑ 1

HkWk

h,w∑
∥ fk

hw − f̂k
hw ∥22 . (2)

Instead of employing a block-by-block calculation for OCR
perceptual loss, we average over the spatial dimensions and
sum across the channel dimension. Concurrently, the con-
dition control diffusion loss is given by:

Lcd =∥ ϵθ(zt, za, Ce, t)− ϵ ∥22 . (3)

The overall training loss is defined as:

L = Lcd + λ ∗ Lchargen, (4)

where λ is a hyperparameter used to adjust the weight ratio
between the two loss functions.

4. Experiment
4.1. Implementation Details

Our model is trained on the AnyWord-3M dataset for 20
epochs using 16 Tesla A100 GPUs. During training phase,
we use AdamW optimizer with a learning rate of 2e-5 and
a global batch size of 32. Further, we employ a progressive
training strategy, initially disabling the edit branch for the
first 10 epochs. In the subsequent 5 epochs, the edit branch
is activated with a probability of µ = 0.5. During the final
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Figure 4. A qualitative comparison of CharGen with AnyText on English and Chinese text generation, using test captions from the AnyText-
benchmark dataset.

5 epochs, the CharGen loss is incorporated into the training
process with a weight coefficient of λ = 0.01. Each charac-
ter is consistently rendered into an 80× 80 glyph image Cg

with a font size of 60. Both the long-clip text embedding
and visual features are mapped to a dimension of 768.

CharGen is based on ControlNet, using SD1.5 as the ini-
tialization parameter. The text encoder employs long-clip,
with the upper limit for encoding tokens set to 248. For
feature extraction during training, the character-wise glyph
visual encoder uses PP-OCRv3 [13]. To ensure fairness in
evaluation, we use another open-source model, DuGuan-
gOCR [8], as a reference, in line with AnyText.

4.2. Training Dataset and Benchmark

4.2.1 Training Dataset

We use AnyWord-3M as the training dataset, which is
a large-scale multilingual dataset of public images pro-
posed by AnyText [31]. The sources of these images in-
clude Noah-Wukong [10], LAION-400M [29], and various
datasets designed for OCR recognition tasks. These im-
ages encompass a wide array of scenes containing text, such
as street scenes, book covers, advertisements, posters, and
movie frames, totaling 3.03 million images.

4.2.2 Benchmark

To evaluate CharGen and previous state-of-the-art methods,
we employ the AnyText-benchmark and MARIO-Eval. The
AnyText-benchmark includes test data in both Chinese and
English, using the Sentence Accuracy (Sen.ACC) metric.
For each generated visual text, the text is cropped accord-
ing to the specified position and input into the OCR model
to obtain the prediction result. The predicted text is deemed
correct only if it exactly matches the ground truth. Addi-
tionally, we use the Normalized Edit Distance (NED) met-
ric to calculate the similarity between the predicted string
and the ground truth. MARIO-Eval is a comprehensive
benchmark collected from six different sources. Within
the MARIO-Eval benchmark, we use image-level accuracy
(Img.ACC) to assess the text generation model, and also
evaluate the sentence-level precision, recall, and F-measure
results.

4.3. Results

4.3.1 Quantitative Comparison Results

We utilize the AnyText benchmark and MARIO-Eval to as-
sess previous methods, including ControlNet [34], TextD-
iffuser [5], TextDiffuser-2 [4], GlyphControl [32], Glyph-
Draw2 [19], AnyText [31], and Glyph-ByT5 [16]. For a



Methods English Chinese
Sen.ACC ↑ NED ↑ FID ↓ Sen. ACC ↑ NED ↑ FID ↓

ControlNet 0.5910 0.8061 49.43 0.3727 0.6355 52.64
TextDiffuser 0.5878 0.7958 43.91 0.0600 0.1248 52.55
GlyphControl† 0.3382 0.6390 36.49 0.0301 0.0775 32.04
GlyphControl‡ 0.4933 0.7324 43.35 0.0412 0.0939 48.17
AnyText-v1.1 0.7222 0.8789 33.92 0.6943 0.8410 31.63
CharGen 0.8096 0.9205 34.09 0.7499 0.8609 29.49

Table 2. Comparison on AnyText-benchmark dataset. † indicates the model is trained on LAION-Glyph-10M, while ‡ signifies it is fine-
tuned on TextCaps-5k.
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Edit text“Ncalateg” “postie” “Firstborn” “ironic” “Footfall” “swish.”

Figure 5. A qualitative comparison of CharGen with AnyText on visual text editing.

Methods Img. Sen. Sen. Sen.
ACC Precision Recall F-measure

TextDiffuser 0.561 0.785 0.780 0.782
TextDiffuser2 0.576 0.740 0.761 0.751
Glyph-ByT5 0.748 0.882 0.926 0.904
CharGen 0.808 0.928 0.935 0.931

Table 3. Comparison on MARIO-Eval dataset.

fair evaluation, in line with AnyText, all methods employ
the DDIM sampler with 20 sampling steps, a CFG-scale of
9, a fixed random seed of 100, and identical positive and
negative prompt words.

Quantitative comparison results with previous meth-
ods on the AnyText-benchmark are presented in Table 2.
From these results, CharGen achieves state-of-the-art per-

formance on both Chinese and English public benchmarks
compared to previous methods. Although we selected
AnyWord-3M as the training data, which includes only 1.39
million English samples, TextDiffuser and GlyphControl
were trained on 10 million pure English data.

In comparison with previous methods on the AnyText-
benchmark dataset, as illustrated in Table 2, our method
shows an improvement of 8.8% on the English dataset,
achieving 80.96% on the Sen.ACC metric compared to
AnyText. For Chinese text generation, CharGen improved
by 5.5%, reaching 74.99% on the Sen.ACC evaluation met-
ric compared to AnyText. By examining the text-generated
images, we found that our method excels in generating text
glyphs, particularly for multi-stroke characters and similar
characters. This advantage is attributed to the character-
level multimodal encoder we proposed, which better ad-
dresses errors such as repeated glyphs and added/dropped



Exp. Embedding
Granularity

Embedding Modal Perceptual Loss
λ Sen. ACC ↑ NED ↑Visual Text OCR ODM

1 Box-Level ✓ ✘ ✘ ✘ − 0.460 0.707
2 Box-Level ✓ ✘ ✓ ✘ 0.01 0.500 0.746
3 Box-Level ✓ ✘ ✘ ✓ 0.01 0.524 0.759
4 Character-Level ✘ ✓ ✘ ✘ − 0.165 0.421
5 Character-Level ✓ ✘ ✘ ✘ − 0.535 0.773
6 Character-Level ✓ ✘ ✓ ✘ 0.01 0.586 0.798
7 Character-Level ✓ ✘ ✘ ✓ 0.01 0.620 0.809
8 Character-Level ✓ ✓ ✘ ✘ − 0.572 0.791
9 Character-Level ✓ ✓ ✘ ✓ 0.01 0.639 0.813
10 Character-Level ✓ ✓ ✘ ✓ 0.005 0.635 0.807
11 Character-Level ✓ ✓ ✘ ✓ 0.03 0.627 0.801

Table 4. Ablation experiments of CharGen conducted on a subset of the AnyWord-3M dataset.

strokes in visual text generation compared to previous meth-
ods. Moreover, by employing character-level multimodal
embeddings and CharGen loss, our method improves the
accuracy of generated text shapes and resolves challenging
issues such as misshaped and merged glyphs, as detailed in
Table 1.

Compared with the previous state-of-the-art method,
Glyph-ByT5, on the MARIO-Eval dataset, CharGen
demonstrates significant improvements over previous meth-
ods at both image and sentence levels, as shown in Ta-
ble 3. An interesting observation is that both CharGen and
Glyph-ByT5 exhibit much better performance in terms of
image-level accuracy when trained with synthetic-text data
compared to scene-text data. This suggests that the con-
trolled environment and clarity of synthetic-text data may
contribute to more effective training and better model per-
formance.

4.3.2 Qualitative Comparison Results

Next, we analyze various error types of previous methods
in Table 1 and conduct a qualitative comparison with Any-
Text. For English visual text generation, AnyText encoun-
tered difficulties with merged glyphs and repeated glyphs
when generating complex long texts. In contrast, Char-
Gen effectively resolves these issues and maintains high-
quality results even when generating relatively small char-
acters. Regarding Chinese visual text generation, Char-
Gen outperforms AnyText in addressing problems such as
dropped strokes, added strokes, and inaccurate characters,
as illustrated in Fig. 4. Notably, our method achieves supe-
rior results compared to previous methods when generating
complex visual text, as shown in the last column of the com-
parison.

Additionally, we demonstrate the capability of our ap-
proach in editing tasks for both Chinese and English,

achieving good context-fitting and accurate visual text gen-
eration. We also showcase the ability of visual text editing
in the images presented in Fig. 5. Compared to AnyText,
our method edits the visual text in images more accurately
and integrates seamlessly with the background.

4.4. Ablation Study

In the ablation experiment, we build a small dataset of
200K images extracted from AnyWord-3M, comprising
160K Chinese images and 40K English images. Following
the approach of AnyText, we also use the Wukong test set
from the AnyText-benchmark to evaluate the effectiveness
of each sub-module of CharGen. Given the small size of
the training set, each model is trained for 20 epochs over 13
hours using 8 Tesla A100 GPUs. To assess the effectiveness
of each module in our method, we conduct ablation studies
on various settings as shown in Table 4.
• Character-Level Embedding: The findings from Exp.1

and Exp.5 underscore the significant impact of character-
level embedding on enhancing the accuracy of visual text
rendering. In these experiments, only visual embedding
is employed, without the inclusion of text embedding or
any perceptual loss. The character-level encoding module
we introduced demonstrates a performance improvement
of 7.5% compared to box-level embedding, highlighting
its efficacy in refining text rendering quality.

• MultiModel Encoder: Comparing Exp.4 to Exp.5, it is
evident that visual embedding is significantly more bene-
ficial than text embedding. This observation underscores
the importance of visual features in enhancing text ren-
dering accuracy. Furthermore, the comparison between
Exp.5 and Exp.8 highlights the effectiveness of the Multi-
Model Embedding Fusion module. The results indicate
that the character-level MultiModel Embedding Fusion
module surpasses the performance of the visual encoder



module alone by 3.7%. This improvement demonstrates
the value of integrating both visual and text embeddings
for comprehensive feature representation and enhanced
model performance.

• CharGen Perceptual Loss: The results from Exp.2 to
Exp.3 and Exp.6 to Exp.7 clearly demonstrate the supe-
riority of CharGen Perceptual Loss over OCR Perceptual
Loss, with accuracy improvements of 2.4% and 3.4%, re-
spectively. Moreover, Exp.5 and Exp.7 highlight that inte-
grating CharGen Perceptual Loss enhances performance
by 6.7% compared to one without any Perceptual Loss
supervision. Additionally, the findings from Exp.9 to
Exp.11 suggest that the loss coefficient λ achieves opti-
mal performance at a value of 0.01.

5. Conclusion and Limitation

In this paper, we present CharGen, a highly accurate
character-level visual text generation method. To tackle the
challenges of generating complex visual text, particularly
issues with inaccurate characters and strokes, we propose a
character-level multimodal encoder. This encoder incorpo-
rates rich, fine-grained information, enhancing the model’s
ability to produce precise visual text. Furthermore, we in-
troduce CharGen perceptual loss, a supervision loss with
finer granularity, which significantly improves the accuracy
of visual text details. CharGen has been evaluated on two
public benchmarks, where it surpasses existing methods and
achieves state-of-the-art results on both Chinese and En-
glish test sets. Despite its high accuracy, our method has
some limitations, such as generating redundant text in the
background and reduced accuracy when dealing with ex-
tremely small-sized text. In future work, we aim to en-
hance the quality of rendering extremely small-sized text,
suppress redundant background text, and enable text gener-
ation with controllable attributes.
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