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Abstract

Building a large-scale figure QA dataset requires a consider-
able amount of work, from gathering and selecting figures to
extracting attributes like text, numbers, and colors, and gener-
ating QAs. Although recent developments in LLMs have led
to efforts to synthesize figures, most of these focus primar-
ily on QA generation. Additionally, creating figures directly
using LLMs often encounters issues such as code errors,
similar-looking figures, and repetitive content in figures. To
address this issue, we present SBS Figures (Stage-by-Stage
Synthetic Figures), a dataset for pre-training figure QA. Our
proposed pipeline enables the creation of chart figures with
complete annotations of the visualized data and dense QA an-
notations without any manual annotation process. Our stage-
by-stage pipeline makes it possible to create diverse topic and
appearance figures efficiently while minimizing code errors.
Our SBS Figures demonstrate a strong pre-training effect,
making it possible to achieve efficient training with a limited
amount of real-world chart data starting from our pre-trained
weights. Our code is available at https://github.com/omron-
sinicx/SBSFigures.

1 Introduction
Building models that understand figures is essential for
automating document understanding, given that numerous
documents incorporate figures for data visualization. Under-
standing figures necessitates two key abilities of models: (i)
precise interpretation of visualized information, encompass-
ing numerical data, labels, and plot positions, and (ii) rea-
soning to return accurate responses based on the visualized
information and user queries. A densely annotated dataset
with many graph figures is imperative to train such models
effectively. Given the requirements above, these annotations
need to (i) offer exhaustive details about each figure, e.g.,
the values and labels of plots along with the graph title, and
(ii) include question-answer pairs to build a well-performing
QA model (Masry et al. 2022).

However, collecting such a dataset is not easy. First, col-
lecting figures itself needs careful selection and parsing of
diverse documents or websites (Siegel et al. 2016), and its
cost will increase if we care about their copyright. Second,
exhaustive labeling demands a lot of effort for annotators as
they must first comprehend the visualization and then trans-
late it into texts (Hoque, Kavehzadeh, and Masry 2022). To
reduce the extensive annotation effort, prior approaches have
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Figure 1: SBS Figures (Stage-by-Stage Synthetic Fig-
ures). We create SBS Figures, a dataset for pre-training fig-
ure QA. Our stage-by-stage synthetic dataset creation en-
ables a strong pre-training effect for real-world chart data.

utilized template-based QA augmentation or LLMs (Kahou
et al. 2018; Methani et al. 2020; Carbune et al. 2024). While
this reduces the cost of QA generation, the number of figures
remains limited. Recently, LLM-based figure generation has
been proposed (e.g., ChartLlama (Han et al. 2023)) , where
an LLM generates both a visualization target and code to
render the target for each figure. However, this pipeline is in-
efficient in terms of the number of queries required, as each
figure demands a separate LLM query. Moreover, the syn-
thesized code often contains errors without refinement.

To address this challenge, we propose a novel stage-by-
stage pipeline for generating both figures and their annota-
tions, designed to progressively transform the seed to syn-
thesize a figure. Specifically, our pipeline divides the figure
generation process into three modules, visualization target
data generation, figure rendering via Python code, and QA
pair generation, with each module progressively transform-
ing seed data. This stage-by-stage approach offers three key
advantages over generating figures all at once: (i) the gener-
ated seed data, such as data point to be visualized, and figure
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rendering code, can be stored and reused, reducing the cost
of querying LLMs multiple times, (ii) the figure’s appear-
ance can be easily diversified, as components like chart type,
data content, and font can be controlled at each stage, and
(iii) figure rendering is more reliable because, rather than
having the LLM generate rendering code for each data point,
we create the figure-rendering code separately for each fig-
ure type, using a same data structure.

Using our scalable dataset generation pipeline, we in-
troduce a new dataset called SBS Figures (Stage-By-Stage
Synthetic Figures), which comprises 1 million figure im-
ages, each paired with annotations of the accurate visualized
data and QA pairs. Our model, pre-trained on SBS Figures,
demonstrates strong performance on real-world figure QA
datasets, enabling efficient learning on real-world charts.
Our SBS Figures pre-training shows generality to models
and fine-tuning dataset. Beyond the pipeline and dataset,
we also investigate key factors influencing figure QA pre-
training. Specifically, we explore the impact of various
dataset components on pre-training with synthetic datasets,
including figure appearance, QA quality, and task prompts,
which have not been fully explored in previous studies. We
will make the entire pipeline, including the dataset, code,
prompts for LLM, and models, publicly available, allowing
future research to use our SBS Figures for more efficient
training.

In summary, our main contributions are as follows:
• We propose a new pipeline that enables the efficient

creation of diverse topics, visually distinct figures, and
dense QAs while minimizing code errors.

• Our proposed dataset, entirely synthesized, demonstrates
a strong pre-training effect on real-world chart data. This
dataset enables effective pre-training even with a limited
amount of real-world chart data.

• We will make the entire pipeline, including the dataset,
code, prompts, and models, publicly available.

2 Related Work
Synthetic figure generation To overcome the limited
number of annotated real-world figures, some existing
datasets create figures in two main ways. The first way
is gathering real-world data and converting them into
figures: datasets such as LEAF-QA (Chaudhry et al.
2020), LEAFQA++ (Singh and Shekhar 2020), and
PlotQA (Methani et al. 2020) have been introduced. How-
ever, collecting real-world data suitable for synthetic figure
generation remains a costly process, therefore, the number
of figure images is still limited (e.g., LEFQA / LEAFQA++:
250k, PlotQA: 224k). To address the costly process of
data curation, previous works have attempted to synthe-
size data for visualizing figures, leading to the develop-
ment of datasets like FigureQA (Kahou et al. 2018) and
DVQA (Kafle et al. 2018). FigureQA uses fixed labels based
on bar color, while DVQA randomly selects words from vo-
cabularies in its two dataset splits. However, this creates a
big gap from real-world figure data, as the data itself lacks
meaningful content due to the use of random words and fixed
vocabularies.

Recently, ChartLlama (Han et al. 2023) 1 created figures
by providing data topics and trends to GPT-4, resulting in
the generation of 160k synthetic figures. Differently from
this work, we generate figures synthetically from data top-
ics, enabling us to create as many figures as needed. Addi-
tionally, we use pre-defined Python code to ensure error-free
and efficient figure generation, enabling the large-scale pro-
duction of synthetic figures.
Synthetic figure QA Generating QA is the next step from
generating figures. While precise human annotation (Masry
et al. 2022) enables complex task evaluation, creating mas-
sive QA datasets is also important for developing strong
models. Initially, FigureQA (Kahou et al. 2018) created
template-based Yes/No questions. To more complicated QA
pairs, fixed vocabulary template-based datasets have been
developed (Chaudhry et al. 2020; Singh and Shekhar 2020;
Kafle et al. 2018). LEAFQA 1 (Chaudhry et al. 2020) and
LEAFQA++ 1 (Singh and Shekhar 2020) use 35 and 75
templates each, and DVQA uses 26 templates.

While template-based QA reduces the need for exten-
sive annotation in QA generation, more diverse methods for
generating QA pairs have been explored. PlotQA (Methani
et al. 2020) synthesizes open-vocabulary QA using 74 anno-
tated template-based question generations. For more diverse
QA generation without templates, ChartQA-Synth 1 was
recently generated, adding 544k QA pairs to the ChartQA
dataset (Masry et al. 2022) using LLMs (Carbune et al.
2024). Similarly, Li et al. created synthetic QA pairs for ex-
isting 312k images from the ChartQA dataset (Masry et al.
2022) with LLMs (Li et al. 2024). In contrast, our approach
involves using LLMs to generate both the figures and the QA
pairs from scratch, allowing us to greatly expand the dataset
with a large number of figures and corresponding presence
data and QA pairs.
Models for figure understanding Multi-modal models
that combine visual and text modalities have been devel-
oped (Raffel et al. 2020; Cho et al. 2021; Kim et al. 2022;
Lee et al. 2023). For robust visual language models (VLMs),
pre-training on synthetic datasets is an effective strategy.
For instance, Pix2Struct (Lee et al. 2023) trained ViT-based
models by converting images to HTML representations,
while Donut (Kim et al. 2022) utilized synthetic datasets to
extract and read textual information from images during pre-
training. These pre-training strategies enhance the model’s
performance.

Building a VLM for Figure QA is a well-researched area.
These tasks involve both OCR and reasoning over data
points, requiring specialized models. One effective way to
build a strong Figure QA model is by training it with figure-
related data. UniChart (Masry et al. 2023), building on
Donut (Kim et al. 2022), is fine-tuned using figure-specific
datasets to improve performance. Similarly, Matcha (Liu
et al. 2023b) is a figure-focused model pre-trained using
figure-related tasks and builds on Pix2Struct (Lee et al.
2023). For the combination of LLM, Deplot (Liu et al.
2023a) used a hybrid approach by converting figures into

1We don’t compare with this because it is concurrent and the
dataset is not openly available yet.
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Figure 2: Generation pipeline of SBS Figures. SBS Figures was created using a fully synthetic method. First, we generate the
visualization data, represented in JSON format, containing complete numbers, text, and colors. Next, we produce figure images
from this data using pre-defined, error-free Python scripts. Finally, we generate dense and accurate QA pairs from visualization
data without the need for OCR.

JSON-style data for further reasoning with large language
models (LLMs). Our proposed pipeline enhances this model
training process by generating synthetic figures and their
corresponding data points, providing tailored datasets for
pre-training figure-specific VLM models.

3 SBS Figures Dataset
To overcome the limitations in existing synthetic figure QA
datasets, we designed our dataset creation pipeline to meet
four criteria: (1) The figures should cover a diverse range of
topics and types, and exhibit a variety of visual styles. (2)
Efficiently create figures for generating a large-scale dataset
with error-free code. (3) The question-answer pairs must ac-
curately reflect the information presented in the figures, and
(4) All instances are copyright-free. To fulfill criteria (1) and
(2), our pipeline initially uses an LLM to generate the target
data for visualization. Each piece of data is then converted
into figures and associated question-answer pairs. By pre-
defining the figure generation code and integrating random-
ness into each component, we achieve both efficiency and
variety in the generation process. In our work, we mainly
use the GPT-3.5-turbo as our backbone LLM, ensuring its
outputs are copyright-free to meet criterion (4). The entire
generation process is illustrated in Figure 2. See the Figure 3
for detailed prompts.

3.1 Data Generation
Here, we describe how to generate data points that will be
converted to figures and QAs as shown in the left of Fig-

ure 2. We propose a two-step data generation approach to
enhance the diversity of the output. In the first step, a data
topic is generated, followed by the data content in the sec-
ond step. Since the data topic acts as a seed for generating
the visualized data, this method allows for greater variability
in the results.
Data topic We generate various data topics to be visual-
ized using an LLM. Specifically, we synthesize figure top-
ics given a chart type from the pre-defined commonly used
ten figure types: Diverging bar chart, Vertical / Horizontal
bar chart, Vertical / Horizontal grouped bar chart, Vertical
/ Horizontal stacked bar chart, Line chart, Scatter plot, and
Pie chart (Figure 2 a). To cover diverse topics, we generate
topics and construct over 100k unique topics for each chart
type. We query the prompt shown in Figure 3 (data topic)
multiple times and delete duplicates to ensure the variety of
the data to be visualized.
Data content We pre-defined the JSON format for each
chart type. Given the data topics, we ask LLM to create
figure data to illustrate each topic (Figure 2 b). We adopt
JSON-style data representation as in previous works (Liu
et al. 2023a), which can easily include a title, axis, and cor-
responding colors along with data points. To ensure data-
style consistency, we adopt few-shot prompting using ex-
ample JSONs for each chart type. To enhance the diversity
of data styles, we create around 10 examples per chart type
by varying the number of data points and data trends, then
randomly select them for few-shot prompting. We finally ob-
tain JSON files, which include the title, x, y-axis, data labels,
data point numbers, and corresponding colors. This two-step



Output: 
1. Query: What is the・・・?, Answer: 27%
2. Query: Is the ・・・?, Answer: Yes

・・・

Output: 
{ "title": "Frequency of Financial Management 
Activities",
"x_axis": "Activities",
"y_axis": "Frequency (%)",
"models": [ {"x": [ "Budgeting",
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"y": [
“30%”,・・・

Output: 
1. Distribution of people's preferred 
vacation destinations 
2. Proportion of students using academic 
support services and educational 
resources
・・・

Input: Example: 1. Query: <example1>, 
Answer: <example1>. 2. 
Query:<example2>, Answer:<example2>. 
Please create relevant questions and their 
answers based on the following JSON data. 
The queries should be relevant to the data 
categories, values, and colors specified in 
the JSON structure. 
The labels should correctly answer the 
queries based on the data. <JSON data>.

Input: Example1: <JSON example1>, 
Example2: <JSON example2> .
Based on these examples, create one 
JSON file to show <data type> for 
creating a <chart type>.

Instruction Few-shot Context

Input: List 300 examples of data that 
would be appropriate to represent in a 
<chart type>.

Data topic Json data QA

Figure 3: Prompt templates used in the generation pipeline of SBS Figures. We adopt few-shot prompting to ensure con-
sistent formatting for both JSON data and QA generation. To improve efficiency, our pipeline includes code that repeatedly
adjusts the context and prompts during the generation process.

data generation process ensures the diversity of topics in our
dataset and consistency of the data formatting.

3.2 Figure generation
We adopt a step-by-step data-to-figure rendering process be-
cause LLMs often generate code with errors when generat-
ing data and code simultaneously.
Code generation Firstly, we create one chart generation
code per chart type instead of having one code per JSON file.
We also pre-defined the JSON format for each chart type in
the data generation process, allowing us to create a generic
figure generation code that can handle any data following
the defined data structure. This approach avoids code errors
and does not require LLM to generate code for each chart
individually, making the process more efficient and suitable
for large-scale figure generation. For the creation of the pre-
defined Python code (Figure 2 c), we use GPT-4 due to its
superior coding capabilities than GPT-3.

Then, we feed the JSON data to the code to generate the
figures (Figure 2 d). We randomized following components:
• Fonts: We randomly select fonts used in figures from

seven commonly used types. We also use various font
sizes.

• Title: We randomly position the title at the center, middle,
or right. Additionally, since real-world figures often lack
titles, we also randomly create no-title figures.

• Legend: We randomize the presence of legends if the
chart type does not necessarily require legend informa-
tion. We also randomly select the legend location from
six positions.

• Marker: We randomly choose the marker style from nine
types.

• Spine: We randomly select the presence of spines.
• Numbers: We randomly select whether to show the rep-

resented numbers.

Convert data to the figure images We randomize the chart
properties in the generation code to create a variety of fig-
ures, e.g., title position, colors, fonts, marker style, the pres-
ence of gridlines, and whether to include numbers on the fig-
ures. This randomness results in around 2,000 unique com-
binations per chart type, greatly enhancing the variety in the
appearance of the generated figures.

3.3 QA generation
We generate reliable QA pairs from JSON data used for fig-
ure creation.
QA creation by LLM We provide generated JSON data
from 3.1 to LLM and ask to generate QA pairs based on
the provided data (Figure 2 e). Since the JSON data includes
the complete annotation for the data visualized in the figure,
LLM can make QA pairs without the OCR process, making
the QA numbers and calculations reliable. Compared to hu-
man QA annotation from figures, we can easily access the
data points, making it straightforward even for figures that
do not explicitly display numerical values. We use few-shot
prompting to format the QA pairs. See the detailed prompt-
ing in the Figure 3 (QA). Here, we pre-define approximately
10 types of questions for each chart type and randomly in-
clude two examples as a context for each prompt. These
questions are designed to test various reasoning skills, such
as computation, data extraction, and color identification. In
this phase, LLM generates several QA pairs based on each
JSON file.

3.4 Statistics
We finally obtained 1M images of SBS Figures. SBS Fig-
ures consists of 10 types of figures and includes 4.2M dense
QA pairs with complete JSON format data, including title,
axis, data, and colors. Each type of figure is generated with
around 2,000 combinations of appearance variations, which
are defined within the Python code. Our SBS Figures is free



Reference Figure 

Q. What is the average 
purchase amount for Clothing 
across all income levels?

A. $150

QAs

Q. Which product category 
had the highest total 
purchase amount overall?
A. Electronics

Reference Figure QAs

Q. What is the combined cost 
percentage of Consultations 
and Diagnostic Tests?
A. 40%

Q. How much does Therapy 
contribute to the total cost of 
medical procedures?

A. 10%

Reference Figure QAs

Q. What is the color used to 
represent the data for teens on 
the graph?
A. pink

Q. What is the mental 
health score for adults after 
3 weekly therapy sessions?
A. 85

Reference Figure QAs

Q. What is the total expenses 
for Salaries in all quarters 
combined?

A. $1260 thousand

Q. What was the total 
expenses for Salaries in Q2?

A. $320 thousand

Figure 4: Example of SBS Figures QA pairs. The figures show diverse visual variations, with each data content containing
around 2,000 combinations of visual components. Additionally, our pipeline generates dense and precise QA pairs, requiring
complex reasoning skills to address the questions.

from copyright issues. We illustrate the example images and
QAs in Figure 4.

To show the distribution of our SBS Figures themes, we
randomly selected 10 figures from each type and manually
categorized them using two hierarchical levels. As shown
in Figure 5, SBS Figures demonstrates a wide range of
themes. The largest category is business, covering a wide
range of topics such as marketing and finance. Although
users can control the data topics in their prompts by speci-
fying the topic or modifying the provided examples, our de-
fault prompt allows for the generation of figures on diverse
topics.

4 Experiments
In this section, we conduct experiments to demonstrate the
effectiveness of SBS Figures. First, we conduct main exper-
iments to show our SBS Figures generality. Then, we ex-
amine which aspects of the synthetic dataset are important
for pre-training figure QA tasks in the investigation results
section. Since SBS Figures can be created without manual
annotations, we generated multiple variations of SBS Fig-
ures by changing different factors. We then conducted ex-
periments to identify the key factors that affect figure QA
pre-training. SBS Figures.

4.1 Experimental Settings
Dataset and Evaluation Here, we describe the dataset de-
tails used in our experiments.

• ChartQA (Masry et al. 2022) is a standard and challeng-
ing dataset for evaluating document understanding mod-

els. This dataset contains two splits of QA pairs: 1) hu-
man split (human), which is annotated by humans, and 2)
augmented split (aug.), which is created by the T5 (Raffel
et al. 2020) model. The human split has 9.6k QA pairs,
the augmented split has 23.1k pairs, and the total number
of figure images is 21k.

• PlotQA (Methani et al. 2020) is a synthesized dataset
created by converting real-world data into figures. QA
pairs are generated using templates created by human an-
notators. There are two splits of the dataset: v1, which
has around 8M QA pairs, and v2, which is an extended
version with 20M QA pairs. Both splits share the same
set of figure images, totaling 224k images.

• FigureQA (Kahou et al. 2018) is a synthesized dataset
created using fixed vocabularies representing 100 colors.
The QAs are generated using 15 templates, and the an-
swer type is limited to yes (1) or no (0) questions. The
dataset contains 2.3M QA pairs and 180k figure images.

• DVQA (Kafle et al. 2018) is a synthesized dataset cre-
ated using 1K fixed nouns. The QAs are generated using
26 templates, and the answers come from closed vocabu-
laries. The dataset contains 3.4M QA pairs and a total of
300k figure images.

We don’t compare with LEAFQA (Chaudhry et al.
2020), LEAFQA++ (Singh and Shekhar 2020), ChartQA-
Synth (Carbune et al. 2024), and ChartLlama (Han et al.
2023), because they are not openly available yet. We primar-
ily evaluate on the ChartQA dataset (Masry et al. 2022). Fol-
lowing previous works (Masry et al. 2023; Liu et al. 2023b),
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Figure 5: Theme distribution of SBS Figures. We ran-
domly select 10 questions from each figure type and man-
ually analyze the topic of the figure.

we use exact match accuracy with numerical tolerance for
5%.
Model Our experiments are mainly based on the
Donut (Kim et al. 2022). We also use Pix2Struct (Lee et al.
2023) to show our dataset generality.
• Donut (Kim et al. 2022): an openly available OCR

framework. The encoder is built on the Swin Trans-
former (Liu et al. 2021) architecture, and the text decoder
is BART (Lewis et al. 2020). We initialized the model
weight with the donut-base model. The model parameter
count is 201M.

• Pix2Struct (Lee et al. 2023): an image-encoder-text-
decoder based on ViT (Dosovitskiy et al. 2021). This
model is pre-trained by parsing masked screenshots of
web pages into HTML. We initialized the model weight
with the pix2struct-textcaps-base model. The model pa-
rameter count is 282M.

For the Donut model implementations, we follow
UniChart (Masry et al. 2023) for hyperparameters. In
the pre-training phase, we use a batch size of 80 and a
learning rate of 1e-4. In the fine-tuning phase, we use a
batch size of 24 and a learning rate of 5e-5. The input image
resolution is set to 960 × 960. We apply a cosine scheduler
with a warm-up step of 100. For the Pix2Struct model,
the learning rate and batch size are the same as those of
Donut. The only changes we make are adjusting the image
resolution to 640 × 640 and decreasing the pre-training
batch size to 40, due to the larger model size and higher
computational resource requirements. For computational
resources, we use A100 GPUs, with a minimum of 4 GPUs
and a maximum of 8 GPUs, depending on the batch size.

Excluding the noted parts, we conduct pre-training for
3 epochs for each dataset and fine-tune the model for 20
epochs on the ChartQA (Masry et al. 2022) dataset. For

Dataset human aug. avg
Scratch 31.28 77.76 54.42
FigureQA (Kahou et al. 2018) 13.44 9.36 11.40
DVQA (Kafle et al. 2018) 26.88 72.16 49.52
PlotQA (Methani et al. 2020) 30.56 74.00 52.28
SBS Figures (Ours) 39.44 82.24 60.84

Table 1: Comparison of the pre-training effect of SBS Fig-
ures with other synthetic datasets. All datasets were trained
using the Donut model.

Model human aug. avg
VisionTaPas (Masry et al. 2022) 29.60 61.44 45.52
T5 (Raffel et al. 2020) 25.12 56.96 41.04
VL-T5 (Cho et al. 2021) 26.24 56.88 41.56

Donut (Kim et al. 2022) 31.28 77.76 54.42
Donut+SBS Figures (Ours) 39.20 81.20 60.84
Pix2Struct (Lee et al. 2023) 35.92 85.92 60.92
Pix2Struct+SBS Figures (Ours) 41.84 87.20 64.52

Table 2: Comparison of the model pre-trained on our SBS
Figures to other models.

fine-tuning on the PlotQA (Methani et al. 2020) and Fig-
ureQA (Kahou et al. 2018) datasets, we train for 1 epoch on
each training split and test on a subset of 10k QA pairs from
the test split.

4.2 Main Results
Dataset Comparison We evaluate the pre-training effective-
ness of our SBS Figures compared to other synthetic fig-
ure QA datasets by conducting pre-training on each dataset
and fine-tuning each model on ChartQA. 2 Pre-training was
conducted for 3 epochs, except for PlotQA, which was pre-
trained for 1 epoch due to the difference in QA numbers. Af-
ter pre-training of each dataset, all models were fine-tuned
for 20 epochs for ChartQA. Pre-training and fine-tuning
were performed using the Donut (Kim et al. 2022) model.
In this context, ”scratch” refers to fine-tuning on ChartQA
dataset without any pre-training, starting from the vanilla
Donut-base weights. As shown in Table 1, only SBS Fig-
ures demonstrates the improvements by pre-training. Other
datasets, which contained only template-based QA, did not
show a pretraining effect. PlotQA, which is based on real-
world data, achieved superior results compared to the others.
We further assess the contributions of the components of our
SBS Figures by investigation results section.
Model Comparison We compare the model trained on our
SBS Figures dataset with previous SOTA models that are
not pre-trained on real-world charts and have parameter
sizes less than 1 billion, the same as ours. For the Donut
and Pix2struct models, we show the re-implementation re-

2We don’t compare with LeafQA, LeafQA++, and ChartLlama,
because these datasets are not openly available yet.
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human 33.44 35.92
aug. 80.16 80.48

Table 3: (F1) Appearance.

JSON QA

human 31.44 35.92
aug. 79.12 80.48

Table 4: (F2) Pre-training task.

Template Gemma GPT-3.5 GPT-4o

human 30.00 31.52 35.92 34.56
aug. 77.92 79.04 80.48 81.84

Table 5: (F3) QA quality.

<chartqa> <synthetic qa> <chartqa><synthetic qa>

human 35.92 34.72 33.12
aug. 80.48 79.20 79.68

Table 6: (F4) Prompt.

#Images 50k 500k 1M

human 35.92 36.48 39.20
aug. 80.48 81.12 81.20

Table 7: (F5) Number of images.

sult. Our SBS Figures shows the pre-training effect on both
Donut and Pix2Srtruct models. Our SBS Figures improves
performance on both human and augmented splits. The hu-
man split, which includes more complex questions and an-
swers, shows a particularly notable improvement. Chart do-
main QA typically relies on costly annotated datasets. Our
pipeline-generated dataset improves model performance
without real-world figures, demonstrating the effectiveness
of synthetic data for pre-training in figure understanding
tasks. We present qualitative comparisons for ChartQA fine-
tuning between the Donut model (fine-tuned from donut-
base model) and our model (the Donut model pre-trained
with our SBS Figures) in Figure 6. This shows that our pre-
trained model can answer questions requiring multi-step rea-
soning.

4.3 Investigation Results
We conduct ablation studies to further investigate how our
proposed pipeline impacts the model pre-training. In this
phase, we used 50k images of our SBS Figures for efficient
computational resources. We fine-tuned both the human and
augmented (aug.) splits of the ChartQA training dataset, and
tested on the Chart QA test split. Pre-training is conducted
for 3 epochs, and fine-tuning for 20 epochs. We investigate
the following five factors.
(F1) Appearance. We investigate whether the variation in
the figure’s appearance enhances the pre-training impact. To
explore this, we compare figures created by: 1) our origi-
nal proposed pipeline, which introduces randomness, such
as fonts, text placement, and number presence, and 2) a mod-
ified pipeline that removes the augmentation phase, produc-
ing similar-looking figures. Both splits use the same JSON
data points for a fair comparison. As shown in Table 3,
our proposed pipeline, which randomizes the component ap-
pearance of the figure, achieves superior results in both test
subsets. This indicates that a diverse range of figure struc-
tures enhances the model’s generality and performance dur-
ing pre-training.
(F2) Pre-training task. We investigate the effectiveness of
pre-training tasks by comparing QA-based pre-training with
JSON parsing-based pre-training. For JSON parsing pre-
training, we use annotated JSON generated during the data
creation stage, which includes all data points, axes, and color
information. Then, we train the model to perform JSON-

style data extraction from the reference figure. As shown in
Table 4, QA type pre-training outperforms JSON parsing.
To answer the QA, the model needs to extract data points
along with their corresponding colors and perform reason-
ing based on the extracted information. This complexity is a
potential reason for the superior pre-training effect.
(F3) QA quality. We investigate how the quality of
question-answer (QA) pairs affects model performance dur-
ing pre-training. QAs are generated using two methods: (1) a
modified pipeline utilizing 26 predefined templates with var-
ious reasoning techniques, and (2, 3, 4) our original pipeline,
which uses a large language model (LLM) for few-shot
prompting with sample QAs. For (2), we use the Gemma-
7b model (Team et al. 2024), an open-source model based
on the same technology as Gemini. In (3), we use GPT-
3.5 Turbo, the same as our standard pipeline. For (4), we
use GPT-4o mini, one of the latest models from OpenAI.
In Table 4, the model trained on QAs generated by LLMs
outperforms the one trained on template-based QAs in both
test splits. GPT-3.5 Turbo achieves the highest scores on
the ChartQA human split, while GPT-4o mini achieves the
best result on the augmented split. These results suggest that
leveraging LLMs, especially more advanced models, can
significantly enhance the quality of QA pairs, leading to im-
proved model performance.
(F4) Prompt. We explore the necessity of different
prompts during the pre-training phase of a synthetic
dataset. We used three types of input prompts: A:
<chartqa>question <s answer>(same as in the fine-tuning
phase), B: <synthetic qa>question <s answer>, and C:
<chartqa><synthetic qa>question <s answer>. The same
figure images and QA sets were used consistently through-
out the three training processes. Table 6 shows that prompt
A achieved the best results, indicating that synthetic pre-
training does not need a special prompt, even for real-world
chart fine-tuning.
(F5) Number of images. We examine the effectiveness
of the large number of images in the pre-training phase.
Table 7 shows that increasing the number of images en-
hances accuracy in both test sets. This indicates that our pro-
posed pipeline, which can generate a large number of figures
and QAs, plays a crucial role in figure understanding pre-
training. Furthermore, the continued improvement in accu-
racy as the number of images increases indicates the diver-



Q. Which department has the biggest gender difference?
A. Tech

OursDonut Male Tech

Q. How many data 
points exceeds 50 value?

2

3

A. 3 
Donut
Ours

Figure 6: Qualitative Comparison. Our pre-trained Donut
model on SBS Figures demonstrates its ability to answer
complex reasoning questions. Incorrect answers are high-
lighted in red, while correct answers are highlighted in
green.

sity within our dataset, contributing to more robust model
training.

4.4 Explorative Study
Here, we conduct further experiments. We conduct further
experiments to evaluate the generality of our SBS Figures in
fine-tuning for other datasets. We also investigate whether
SBS Figures still shows the pre-training effect with real-
world figure pre-training datasets. We use 1M images of
SBS Figures .
Effectiveness for other datasets. We further investigate the
effectiveness of pre-training on our SBS Figures for fine-
tuning to other datasets. For PlotQA, one million training
QA pairs were extracted. A 5% relaxed accuracy is reported
for 10,000 examples from each of the v1 and v2 subsets of
the PlotQA test set as well as the FigureQA validation set.
We use Donut base model for both dataset fine-tuning. We
conduct one epoch of fine-tuning for both datasets. Here,
’scratch’ refers to starting the fine-tuning from the donut-
base model. As shown in Table 8, SBS Figures demon-
strates generality for fine-tuning datasets by showing the
pre-training effect for both datasets.
Pre-training effect for figure-specific models. Recently,

PlotQA FigureQA
Pre-train V1 V2 V1 V2

Scratch 65.40 26.16 52.04 52.46
SBS Figures 73.15 42.48 84.26 83.64

Table 8: Evaluation of the pre-training effect of SBS Fig-
ures on the PlotQA and FigureQA tasks. All pre-training and
fine-tuning were conducted using the Donut model.

Fine-tuning steps on UniChart QA
Pre-train 10k 30k 50k

Scratch 31.20|78.96 33.60|81.12 34.56|78.82
SBS Figures 40.00|82.16 40.40|82.96 41.36|83.76

Table 9: Evaluation of the pretraining effect of our SBS Fig-
ures for the UniChart reasoning training based on steps. We
evaluate on ChartQA dataset (human|aug.).

many figure-specific models have trained on figure rea-
soning during pre-training (Masry et al. 2023; Liu et al.
2023b). Here, we evaluated whether SBS Figures remains
effective for pre-training figure-specific models, which are
trained on real-world figures. For this experiment, we se-
lected UniChart QA, a model trained on datasets of real-
world charts. We conducted the training of the UniChart QA
reasoning dataset in two ways: (1) training from scratch, and
(2) using a model pre-trained with SBS Figures. As shown in
Table 9, starting with SBS Figures pre-training proves to be
effective for training figure QA models. This suggests that
pre-training with SBS Figures can efficiently enhance the
performance of existing figure QA models.

5 Conclusion
We introduced SBS Figures, a synthesized dataset generated
by our proposed pipeline. Our pipeline enables the creation
of diverse topic figures with completely accurate presence
data annotations and dense QA pairs without any manual an-
notation. The model pre-trained on our dataset demonstrates
a high pre-training effect for real-world figure datasets, al-
lowing for efficient training. We make our model, dataset,
and step-by-step generation pipeline’s code and prompts
publicly available.

6 Limitations
There is room for improvement by generating more than
1M images, which we haven’t tried due to computational
resource constraints. Additionally, further hyper-parameter
tuning for pre-training on synthesized figure data could en-
hance performance.
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Slone, A.; Héliou, A.; Tacchetti, A.; Bulanova, A.; Pater-
son, A.; Tsai, B.; Shahriari, B.; Lan, C. L.; Choquette-
Choo, C. A.; Crepy, C.; Cer, D.; Ippolito, D.; Reid, D.;
Buchatskaya, E.; Ni, E.; Noland, E.; Yan, G.; Tucker, G.;



Muraru, G.-C.; Rozhdestvenskiy, G.; Michalewski, H.; Ten-
ney, I.; Grishchenko, I.; Austin, J.; Keeling, J.; Labanowski,
J.; Lespiau, J.-B.; Stanway, J.; Brennan, J.; Chen, J.; Ferret,
J.; Chiu, J.; Mao-Jones, J.; Lee, K.; Yu, K.; Millican, K.;
Sjoesund, L. L.; Lee, L.; Dixon, L.; Reid, M.; Mikuła, M.;
Wirth, M.; Sharman, M.; Chinaev, N.; Thain, N.; Bachem,
O.; Chang, O.; Wahltinez, O.; Bailey, P.; Michel, P.; Yotov,
P.; Chaabouni, R.; Comanescu, R.; Jana, R.; Anil, R.; McIl-
roy, R.; Liu, R.; Mullins, R.; Smith, S. L.; Borgeaud, S.;
Girgin, S.; Douglas, S.; Pandya, S.; Shakeri, S.; De, S.; Kli-
menko, T.; Hennigan, T.; Feinberg, V.; Stokowiec, W.; hui
Chen, Y.; Ahmed, Z.; Gong, Z.; Warkentin, T.; Peran, L.; Gi-
ang, M.; Farabet, C.; Vinyals, O.; Dean, J.; Kavukcuoglu, K.;
Hassabis, D.; Ghahramani, Z.; Eck, D.; Barral, J.; Pereira,
F.; Collins, E.; Joulin, A.; Fiedel, N.; Senter, E.; Andreev,
A.; and Kenealy, K. 2024. Gemma: Open Models Based on
Gemini Research and Technology. arXiv:2403.08295.

A Implementation details
We provide the implementation details in the main pa-
per. Here, we offer additional implementation specifics.
Our work primarily utilizes the Donut model (Kim et al.
2022), as described in the main paper, and we also use
Pix2Struct (Lee et al. 2023) to demonstrate the generality
of our approach. The training details are as follows;

• Donut (Kim et al. 2022): Following the UniChart (Masry
et al. 2023), which is based on Donut, we adopt the same
hyper-parameters. The batch size is set to 80 during pre-
training and 24 during fine-tuning. The learning rate is
5e-5 for pre-training and 1e-4 for fine-tuning. Addition-
ally, the image resolution is fixed at 960× 960.

• Pix2Struct (Lee et al. 2023): We adopt the same hyper-
parameters as UniChart (Masry et al. 2023), with two dif-
ferences: the pre-training batch size is set to 40 due to the
difference in model parameter size, and the image reso-
lution is adjusted to 640× 640.

In Table 2, we present the re-implementation results for
Donut and Pix2Struct, allowing a fair comparison between
training from scratch and using SBS Figures under the same
settings. For VisionTaPas (Masry et al. 2022), T5 (Raffel
et al. 2020), and VL-T5 (Cho et al. 2021), we report the
official results from their respective publications.

B Dataset details
We provide the dataset details in the main paper. In Table 10,
we present the dataset details used for pre-training in the
main paper for clearer understanding. The number of images
in SBS Figures varies across experiments (e.g., 50k images
in Tables 3–6, a variable number in Table 7, and 1M images
in the other tables). We use v1 split of PlotQA (Methani et al.
2020).

We also present the statistics of our SBS Figures QAs.
A random sample of 100 QAs was extracted and manually
analyzed based on their hierarchy of categories. As illus-
trated in Figure 7, our SBS Figures effectively generates a
diverse range of QAs. Additional figure images and exam-
ples of QAs are provided in Figure 8.

Dataset #Images #QAs
FigureQA 180k 2.3M
DVQA 300k 3.4M
PlotQA 224k 8M
SBS Figures (Ours) 50k - 1M 2.6k - 4.2M

Table 10: Comparison of the pre-training effect of SBS
Figures with other synthetic datasets. All datasets were
trained using the Donut model.
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Figure 7: QA distribution of SBS Figures. We randomly
selected 100 QAs and manually analyzed their QA types.



Q: What does the purple color 
represent in the graph?
A: Theater B

Q: Is the average percentage of 
positive reviews higher for Theater B 
across all categories?
A: No

Q: What is the total number of software 
licenses installed across all clients?
A: 138

Q: Which client has the least number of 
software licenses installed?
A: Client C

Q: How many defects were recorded 
in the Packaging process?
A: 18

Q: What is the sum of defects in the 
Testing and Packaging processes?
A: 33

Q: What is the retention rate for 
Basic subscription level in the 
Electronics category?
A: 80%
Q: Which product category has the 
highest retention rate for the VIP 
subscription level?
A: Toys & Games

Q: What does the green color indicate 
in the graph?
A: Admin role
Q: What is the total number of visitors 
on Monday for both Admin and User 
roles?
A: 3500 visitors

Diverging bar chart

Vertical bar chart

Horizontal bar chart

Vertical grouped bar chart

Horizontal grouped bar chart

Q: Which department had the highest 
turnover rate in 2019?
A: Sales

Q: In which year did the Marketing 
department have the lowest turnover rate?
A: 2019

Q: In which year did Traditional 
advertising have the highest spend ratio?
A: 2020

Q: How many calories did Mom burn in 
Week 4?
A: 1700 calories

Q: What is the total number of calories 
burned by Dad in Week 3?
A: 1600 calories

Q: For Young Adults, what is the 
highest level of feelings of social 
isolation?
A: 9

Q: How many data points are there for 
the Young Adults model?
A: 7

Q: Is the Digital advertising spend ratio 
decreasing over the years?
A: No

Q: What is the value of the Other 
category in the distribution of favorite 
beach wedding destinations?
A: 5%

Q: What color is used to depict the 
Maldives on the chart?
A: Blue

Vertical stacked bar chart

Horizontal stacked bar chart

Line plot

Scatter plot

Pie chart

Figure 8: Examples of SBS Figures figure images and QA pairs.
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