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Abstract

Vision-language models (VLMs) are highly effective but of-
ten underperform on specialized tasks, for example Llava-
1.5 struggles on chart and diagram understanding, due to
scarce task-specific training data. Existing training data,
sourced from general-purpose datasets, fails to capture the
nuanced details needed for these tasks. We introduce MM-
GEN, a scalable method that generates task-specific, high-
quality synthetic text for candidate images by leveraging
stronger models. MM-GEN employs a three-stage tar-
geted process: partitioning data into subgroups, generat-
ing targeted text based on task descriptions, and filtering
out redundant and outlier data. Fine-tuning VLMs with
data generated by MM-GEN leads to significant perfor-
mance gains, including 29% on spatial reasoning and 15%
on diagram understanding for Llava-1.5 (7B). Compared
to human-curated caption data, MM-GEN achieves up to
1.6× better improvements for the original models, prov-
ing its effectiveness in enhancing task-specific VLM per-
formance and bridging the gap between general-purpose
datasets and specialized requirements. Code available at
https://github.com/sjoshi804/MM-Gen.

1. Introduction
While vision-language models (VLMs) demonstrate state-
of-the-art performance on several multi-modal tasks [29],
they are often on tasks that are simpler in nature [3].
These models still struggle with more complex tasks, e.g.,
those that require fine-grained understanding of details
in images [3, 15, 21, 49]. We posit that the primary
limitation for these VLMs is the quality and nature of the
training data. VLMs are typically trained on large-scale
image-text data scraped from the internet; while the images
are rich and informative, the associated text descriptions
can (i) have limited relevance to the image [39], or (ii)
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omit references to several specific details captured in the
image [25]. Fig. 1 shows examples of such images and
web-scraped captions. While the images are relevant
for the tasks of chart understanding, spatial reasoning,
and diagram understanding, respectively, the text fails to
capture details essential for these tasks.

While synthetic caption generation strategies proposed in
prior work [25, 39, 57] can create more descriptive text an-
notations (by referring to more visual details), they are ag-
nostic of the downstream target task. Consequently, they
cannot ensure that relevant details are captured in the text
annotations. Recently, Shi et al. [48] manually curated a
task-specific dataset aimed at the task of multimodal mathe-
matical question-answering by augmenting existing image-
text data with detailed textual annotations, based on their
domain expertise, using strong VLMs. While effective,
such a curation pipeline involves significant human effort
and is not scalable [33, 59].

To address these limitations, we present MM-GEN, a highly
general framework for automatically synthesizing task-
relevant text annotations for images by leveraging stronger
VLMs (i.e., VLMs that perform well on the specific task)
and requiring minimal human effort. MM-GEN takes as in-
put a small set of examples from the target task (henceforth
referred to as “reference samples”), a list of image types
associated with the task, and a pool of task-relevant candi-
date images for training. In practice, these inputs can be
easily obtained: a small number of reference samples and
associated image types can be directly collected from the
target task, and a task-relevant image pool can be found via
image search with search engines or retrieved from large-
scale image-caption datasets [5, 46, 47]. Using the refer-
ence samples to specify the details of the task to the stronger
VLM, MM-GEN generates text-annotations that are task-
relevant for the candidate images. Fig. 1 shows how the
text generated by MM-GEN captures task-relevant details.
This simple approach is highly effective, resulting in signif-
icant improvements across a variety of target tasks. More-
over, human-effort in this process is limited to providing (i)
a small set of reference samples for the task, and (ii) a pool
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Chart Understanding Spatial Reasoning Diagram Understanding

Poverty rate in Alaska in the United 
States from 2000 to 2023

medium resolution of britain around 
ad 800

Q: Which kingdom is located to the 
northwest of Mercia? Options: 
[Northumbria, Wessex, Dyfed, Gwent]
A: Northumbria

Internet
Caption

MM-Gen

There are Igneous, Metamorphic and Sedimentary 
Rock

Q: What type of rock forms directly from magma 
after a volcanic eruption? A. Sedimentary rock B. 
Igneous rock C. Metamorphic rock D. Sediment“
A: B. Igneous Rock

What was the highest percentage of the 
population recorded in the given years?
A: 11.2%

Figure 1. Examples of general text captions vs. task-specific text annotations generated by MM-GEN and used for fine-tuning supervision.

of candidate images. To further improve the quality and
efficacy of the generated data, MM-GEN introduces a per-
plexity [4] based data-filtering approach to improve perfor-
mance on target task using a high-value subset of the syn-
thesized data. The components in MM-GEN are general
and applicable to any image-text based target task enabling
it to easily generalize across tasks and scale.

We evaluate MM-GEN on improving VLMs’ (e.g., Llava-
1.5 7B and 13B parameter versions) performance on fine-
grained image understanding tasks — chart understanding
and reasoning, diagram understanding, and spatial reason-
ing on maps. The data curated by MM-GEN enables an
absolute improvement over Llava-1.5 (7B) of 15%, 14%
and 29%, respectively. We also see improvements over
the much larger Llava-1.5 (13B) of 13%, , respectively.
Moreover, MM-GEN’s filtering strategy helps in shrink-
ing data volumes by up to 50% with no / minimal loss in
performance. Empirical results show that models trained
via MM-GEN data have a better performance than those
trained via generated generic captions. MM-GEN data is
also more effective than text annotations generated without
task-specific reference examples, showing the importance
of a targeted, data-centric approach for describing tasks. Fi-
nally, we analyze the effects of key design choices in MM-
GEN through ablation studies on e.g. size of the reference
sample set, generating with / without partitioning, scaling
number of in-context samples.

2. Related Work
Synthetic Data Generation for Multimodal Models:
Nguyen et al. [39] highlighted the low quality of web-
scraped captions. Later studies leveraged synthetic captions
to enhance CLIP-style models [13, 26, 44, 57]. Since these
models are frequently applied to image classification,
synthetic captions are usually general, task-agnostic de-

scriptions that capture coarse-grained visual details about
prominent objects in the image. We demonstrate in Sec. 5
that such data do not improve VLM performance in special-
ized tasks that require highly specific visual details. Recent
work has curated combinations of real and synthetic data
to improve VLMs using stronger VLMs and hand-crafted
prompts [6, 27]. LLava [29] used manually designed
prompts to generate diverse text annotations such as de-
tailed descriptions, conversations, and complex reasoning.
MiniGPT-4 [61] first generates text using small VLMs and
then improves their quality by using strong VLMs, and
finally manually filters the data. However, these data sets
are not designed to improve performance on any specific
task but instead focus on enhancing VLMs across a broad
range of domains. More closely related is recent work on
improving VLMs on specialized tasks. MathLLava [48]
filters and augments human-curated multimodal data, using
a stronger VLM and specialized prompts to create math
VQA. Likewise, ChartInstruct [33] uses a highly special-
ized pipeline to generate chart-related data. In contrast, our
approach automates the generation of high-quality, task-
specific text annotations, minimizing human intervention
and generalizing across a broader range of tasks.

Synthetic Data Generation for Training LMs: [2, 10,
11, 17, 28, 38] showed that LMs could be effectively
pre-trained using high-quality synthetically generated data.
Subsequently, [36, 37] highlighted the efficacy of synthetic
task-specific training data to further improve performance
in specialized tasks and proposed a framework to generate
such data with minimal human intervention. We propose a
generalizable framework for synthetic multimodal data gen-
eration to improve VLMs.

Data Filtering Methods Various filtering techniques have
been explored for supervised learning [8, 22, 24, 35, 41,
42, 50, 52], self-supervised learning [19, 53], and multi-
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modal contrastive learning [1, 12, 14, 20, 30]. More re-
cently, data filtering has been applied to train generative
LMs [7, 31, 51, 56, 60]. We adapt filtering from [31] to dis-
card up to 50% of data, with no / minimal drop in accuracy.

3. Problem Formulation
Our objective is to generate text annotations for a given pool
of candidate images, to improve performance, of a given
VLM, on a target task T . Let a multimodal sample be de-
noted as s = (v, t), where v represents an image and t rep-
resents the associated text (both the text prompt and text
response). Let Vpool

T denote the provided pool of candidate
images, e.g., a corpus of chart images, and Ngen the num-
ber of multimodal samples we wish to curate. Let SrefT be
a small (|SrefT | = n ≪ Ngen) set of reference samples that
is representative of the task T . This set serves as a refer-
ence for the text that is relevant for task T . In practice, this
could be samples from the validation set of a dataset for
chart understanding like ChartQA [32]. Additionally, let
typesT denote a list of the types of images associated with
the task. For tasks like chart understanding, which have
several different types of images, typesT could include bar
charts, line charts, and pie charts. The goal then is to use
SrefT , Vpool

T , and typesT to generate Ngen multimodal sam-
ples for fine-tuning a given VLM, to improve performance
on task T . To generate annotations, we assume access to a
stronger VLM, i.e., one with higher performance than the
given VLM on target task T 1.

4. MM-GEN Overview
In this section, we first motivate the need for task-relevant
text annotations through an empirical case study. We then
present MM-GEN: our framework for generating task-
relevant text annotations.

4.1. Case Study: MS COCO
Here, we illustrate using MS COCO [54] how even human-
crafted text annotations can omit important details in the
accompanying image. Recall that the MS COCO dataset is
a high-quality and large-scale dataset commonly used for
training models for image captioning [39, 45]. Each im-
age is manually annotated with 5 highly descriptive captions
(annotators were asked to describe “all relevant details”).
We now investigate how effective these captions are at cap-
turing ‘all visual details’ in the images. Fig. 2 shows the
percentage of captions mentioning objects of different cat-
egories, when the corresponding image contains the object.
Remarkably, 25% of object categories are included in the
caption only for 25% of the images (and are omitted 75% of

1In practice, this can be a VLM specialized on the task of interest (e.g.,
a VLM specialized for object detection if the task is detection), a general
stronger model than the model of interest or a combination of these.
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Figure 2. Even high-quality human curated captions (MS COCO)
miss many details found in images

the time). For tasks that rely on recognition of objects from
these categories, even MS COCO’s “high-quality” captions
will be ineffective. This illustrates how even extremely de-
scriptive, but task-agnostic text-annotations may be missing
important information for tasks that require certain specific
details about the image. Note that, the problem is different
from the long-tail of visual concepts [5]; in this analysis,
the content is present in the image but not in text. This
observation motivates our claim that most general purpose
text-annotations, human or VLM generated, are likely to
omit specific details required by a particular downstream
task. For example, descriptive captions of charts may still
omit discussions on the minimum / maximum values, trends
over time, values at specific points etc.

4.2. MM-GEN: Design
We now introduce MM-GEN: an automated way to gen-
erate text annotations that can provide task-specific super-
vision. Using the help of a running example i.e., curating
multimodal data for Chart Understanding, as exemplified
by the ChartQA [32] dataset, we describe the 3 stages of
MM-GEN: 1) partitioning data into subgroups, 2) gener-
ating task-relevant text annotations for each subgroup, 3)
filtering the generated image-text pairs to keep the most in-
formative ones.

Chart understanding, exemplified by Masry et al. [32], as-
sesses a model’s reasoning skills on chart (in particular bar
charts, pie charts and line charts) visualizations using ques-
tions requiring logical, arithmetic, and data-driven inter-
pretation. As a running example, we consider improving
Llava-1.5-7B [29] on task T = chart understanding, using
a stronger VLM such as GPT-4 [40]. Here, the inputs to
MM-GEN are:

1. Reference Sample Set SrefT : Examples from the
ChartQA validation set.

2. Types of Images typesT : [’bar chart’, ’pie
chart’, ’line chart’]

3. Candidate Image Pool Vpool
T : Corpus of chart images
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containing bar charts, pie charts and line charts.

4.2.1. Partitioning Data into Subgroups
Many tasks in multimodal learning are broad, covering
a range of image types, each with unique text require-
ments within the same overarching “task”. To capture
this variability, we partition both the reference sample set
and the candidate image pool into different subgroups,
based on the various image types in this task, as delineated
by typesT (e.g., [‘bar chart’, ‘line chart’,
‘pie chart’] for chart understanding). In practice, as
we did, one can easily obtain typesT from a description of
the dataset.

Why Partition? Partitioning provides two key benefits.
First, by grouping reference samples and candidate images
by image type, we can identify, from the reference sample,
the visual details that are task-relevant for a particular im-
age type. In turn, we can effectively generate task-relevant
annotations for candidate images of the same type. For ex-
ample, on line charts, observing trends in y-axis values over
a sequence of x-values is crucial, whereas on pie charts, the
relative sizes of different slices are important. Thus, to gen-
erate task-relevant text for a line chart, using a reference of
a line chart would be far more effective than using a ref-
erence from a pie chart. Second, we can ensure that the
curated multimodal samples closely match the distribution
of image types in the reference samples. Since the set of
reference samples is representative of task T , matching the
distribution of reference samples enables us to align the cu-
rated data with the distribution of task T .

How to Partition? Since we need to partition images based
on the list of text in typesT, a natural choice is the multi-
modal contrastive model CLIP [43]. In particular, we lever-
age CLIP’s zero-shot classification capabilities, as follows.
Let fV and fT denote CLIP’s vision and text encoders, re-
spectively. We first encode the texts specified in typesT
with the text encoder fT . Next, we encode the images from
SrefT and Vpool

T using the vision encoder fV . Then, we per-
form zero-shot classification on the images, matching each
image to the text embedding with the highest cosine simi-
larity (SC) to its embedding:

k∗ = arg max
k∈typesT

SC

(
fV (v), fT (k)

)
where v refers to the image being classified (from the refer-
ence samples or candidate image pool), and k refers to the
k-th text in typesT. This enables us to partition SrefT sam-
ples into subgroups based on the type of image they contain.
SrefT = {∪k∈typesT SrefTk

}; Vpool
T = {∪k∈typesT Vpool

Tk
}

where each SrefTk
contains images of type k (where k ∈

types) as well as the corresponding text annotations, and
each Vpool

Tk
contains candidate images of type k.

4.2.2. Generating Task-Relevant Text Annotations
Now we present how we generate task-relevant text annota-
tions by leveraging a stronger VLM.

Recall that in § 4.1, we motivated the importance of task-
specific text annotations. Here, we consider how to generate
such annotations using a stronger VLM. In particular, we
present how to describe the task T to the stronger VLM. An
obvious solution is using a natural language description of
the task. However, this requires significant human effort to
accurately and comprehensively describe the task. This pre-
vents efficiently generalizing to new tasks. Moreover, even
with significant human effort, describing the task in such
a manner is extremely challenging and can easily lead to
an under-specified task description. For example, consider
a natural description of chart understanding as “the ability
to understand and reason over chart-based visualizations,
focusing on bar charts, line charts and pie charts” (this de-
scription is created by Masry et al. [32]). However, such
a description does not capture the visual details required to
answer detailed questions on charts (e.g., attention to visual
depictions of trends could be task-relevant for line charts).

A second, far more reliable and effective approach is data-
centric i.e., use the reference samples to specify the task
to the stronger VLM. In particular, we can leverage the in-
context learning ability of stronger VLMs to use reference
samples from task T to indicate to the model what types
text is relevant for task T . In-context learning refers to
large generative models’ ability to learn tasks from a mini-
mal number of examples or demonstrations, often with just
one [9]. This approach 1) signficantly reduces the require-
ment on human effort to selecting a small # of reference
samples e.g., for chart understanding, these can be exam-
ples from the validation set of ChartQA, and 2) ensures the
task is sufficiently specified since reference samples demon-
strate which visual details are task-relevant. In § 5, we
conclusively demonstrate the superiority of the second ap-
proach for describing the task to the stronger VLM.

For each subgroup (SrefTk
,Vpool

Tk
), we generate text annota-

tions by randomly sampling a reference sample for the sub-
group and a candidate image for the input to the stronger
VLM. The exact construction of the prompt and resulting
examples are included in Appendix A and Figure 1. Given
Ngen, the target size for the generated data, for each sub-
group in the partition (SrefTk

,Vpool
Tk

) where k ∈ typesT,
we generate a fraction of Ngen, proportional to the size of
the reference samples of the subgroup. We then pair the
candidate images, with the corresponding generated text-
annotations i.e., the text prompts and the text responses, to
curate the desired Ngen multimodal samples.
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Q: How many main reasons are listed for 
why individuals oppose legal marijuana?
A: Six

Counting # of bars -> Too easy for 
chart understanding!

Q: What are the two years where regional 
flights had identical annual growth?
A: 

Answer Missing (Incomplete) 
-> Harmful Outlier!

What was the highest percentage of the 
population recorded in the given years? 
A: 11.2%

Non-Trivial + Meaningful Question / 
Answer 

Low Perplexity: Already Learned High Perplexity: Likely Noisy Middle Perplexity

Figure 3. Examples of different text perplexity mapping to easy cases (low perplexity), potential noise and outliers in difficulty (highest
perplexity), and meaningful, non-trivial questions (middle perplexity). Questions with middle perplexity are also more likely to add new
and useful training signal.

4.2.3. Filtering Generated Data
We now present two important considerations that motivate
filtering the curated data before training the VLM. First, the
VLM we wish to improve may have non-trivial initial per-
formance on task T and hence, it is possible that it might
already fit some of the generated data effectively, i.e., gen-
erate accurate responses given the image and text prompt
without even training on them. In this case, training on these
data is unlikely to provide a significant improvement on the
target task T . Second, since the stronger VLM is not nec-
essarily perfectly accurate on task T , some of the generated
examples may be unhelpful outliers (may have incorrect or
incomplete responses, malformed questions etc.). Training
on such data will not improve the performance, but may also
degrade the performance of the VLM we wish to improve.

To filter out such examples from the generated data,
we rely on a filtering criterion from data-filtering for
LLM pre-training [31] that captures a similar notion:
selecting examples with middle perplexity. Perplexity
is a measure of how well a probability model predicts
a sample in language modeling tasks [4]. Formally,
given a sequence of tokens w1, w2, . . . , wn with prob-
ability P (w1, w2, . . . , wn), the perplexity is defined as:
exp

(
− 1

n

∑n
i=1 logP (wi|w1, . . . , wi−1)

)
. A lower per-

plexity indicates that the model is already fit well to the
tokens, while a higher perplexity implies greater difficulty
in fitting the tokens [18]. Thus, by definition, samples that
have been already fit have low perplexity. Moreover, out-
liers will have higher perplexity; by discarding outliers we
can minimize the number of useless / harmful (incomplete
/ incorrect / malformed) examples in the generated data .
In our framework, we measure the perplexity of each in-

stance using the masked language modeling (MLM) objec-
tive, computing this over the text response, conditioned on
the image and text prompt as input, using the VLM we wish
to improve. Fig. 3 shows examples of low, medium and
high perplexity samples.

Empirically, we retain 50% of the generated data through
filtering. This demonstrates significant gains in both per-
formance and efficiency across tasks. Extended experimen-
tation on optimizing the best fraction of data to retain per
task may provide further benefits, albeit here we keep this
fraction constant for all tasks for simplicity.

5. Experiments
Tasks. We evaluate MM-GEN on 3 complex multimodal
tasks, requiring fine-grained understanding of details in the
images, that several existing VLMs struggle on: 1) chart
understanding & reasoning, 2) diagram understanding, and
3) spatial reasoning on maps.

Chart Understanding and Reasoning: We use
ChartQA [32] to evaluate the ability of a model to
understand and reason over chart-based visualizations. As
inputs to MM-GEN, we have: 1) Reference Samples: the
validation set of ChartQA (≈ 1K samples); 2) Types of
Image: determined from dataset description as [‘bar
chart’, ‘line chart’, ‘pie chart’]; 3)
Candidate Image Pool: 15K images of charts taken from
the ChartQA training set. With these inputs, we curate
150K multimodal samples and retain 75K after filtering.

Diagram Understanding: We use AI2D Diagrams
(AI2D) [23] to asses a model’s diagrammatic understand-
ing using grade-school science diagrams and associated
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multiple-choice questions about the relationships and
components in these diagrams. As inputs to MM-GEN,
we have: 1) Reference Samples: a random subset of
size 100 sampled from AI2D’s training set; 2) Types
of Image: determined as [‘physics diagram’,
‘biology diagram’, ‘chemistry diagram’,
‘geography diagram’] from the dataset description;
3) Candidate Image Pool: approximately 5K diagram
images taken from the training images of AI2D. With these
inputs, we curate a total of 100K multimodal samples and
retain 50K after filtering.

Spatial Reasoning on Maps: We use SpatialMap [55] to
test the spatial reasoning capabilities of VLMs on maps
by requiring them to answer questions on cardinal direc-
tions (e.g., North, South, East, West) and reasoning about
the relationships between different landmarks in the map.
As inputs to MM-GEN, we have: 1) Reference Samples:
the validation set of SpatialMap; 2) Types of Image: deter-
mined from dataset description as [‘map’]; 3) Candidate
Image Pool: 1K images of maps retrieved from DataComp-
Small [16] using CLIP embedding search. With these in-
puts, we curate 50K multimodal samples and retain 25K
after filtering.

Baselines and Skyline. Since MM-GEN is the first frame-
work for curating task-specific multimodal samples, we
contribute baselines and a skyline to evaluate its effective-
ness. We use GPT-4o [40] as the stronger VLM to generate
the text annotations. Exact inputs and generated examples
appear in App. A. We enumerate them below:

1. Base Model: This refers to the initial performance of the
VLM, before any additional training.

2. Task-Agnostic Captions: This baseline uses task-agnostic
text annotations generated by a stronger VLM for the can-
didate image pool. This is to compare with how traditional
caption generation methods, that do not generate text anno-
tations specialized for tasks, would perform on our tasks.

3. Task-Specific Text Annotations, Generated using Natural
Language Task Description but no Reference Images: This
baseline uses text annotations generated by a stronger VLM
to be task-specific using a natural language description of
each task. These descriptions are obtained from the original
dataset descriptions [23, 32, 55]. This comparison allows
us to compare the effectiveness of describing the task using
natural language descriptions vs. describing using reference
samples from the task, as is done by MM-GEN.

4. Skyline – Training on i.i.d. Training Data: When i.i.d.
training data (curated manually by humans) specifically for
the target task includes task-relevant details, training di-
rectly on this data creates as a skyline model; this pro-
vides a performance benchmark for MM-GEN to approach

or surpass. For 1) ChartQA, the skyline is i.i.d training data
of size ∼ 30K containing images of charts, coupled with
chart understanding question-answers; 2) AI2D, the skyline
is i.i.d training data of size ∼ 5K containing images of
grade-school diagrams, coupled with diagram understand-
ing questions; 3) SpatialMap, the skyline is generated using
the code provided to generate the evaluation set, contain-
ing images of synthetically generated maps, coupled with
spatial reasoning question-answers.

Models. As the target VLM to improve, we use Llava-
1.5 (7B parameters) [29], comparing the performance of the
base model (before training on any additional data) to that
of training on the data curated by the aforementioned base-
lines, the skyline and MM-GEN. To investigate the effec-
tiveness of our approach across model sizes, we additionally
evaluate MM-GEN on Llava-1.5 (13B parameters). Details
on training setup are presented in Appendix D.

5.1. Analysis of Performance of across Tasks
Fig. 5 shows that MM-GEN can significantly improve upon
the base model, across all 3 tasks, and either close the gap
with or exceed the skyline performance across all three
tasks. For ChartQA, MM-GEN achieves an absolute im-
provement of 15% over the base model, reaching 0.5× of
the skyline’s improvement. For AI2D, MM-GEN shows a
14% absolute improvement over the base model, and ex-
ceeds the skyline, achieving 1.6× the improvement that
the skyline can obtain. Finally, on SpatialMap, MM-GEN
demonstrates a 29% absolute improvement over the base
model which is 0.4× of the skyline’s improvement. Figure
4 shows a qualitative comparison of all baselines.

Across all 3 tasks, we see that MM-GEN significantly out-
performs baseline 2, highlighting the need for task-specific
text annotations. Additionally, MM-GEN also outperforms
the baseline 3: this emphasizes how it is crucial to spec-
ify the task in a data-centric manner i.e., using reference
samples from the target task. It also highlights the sig-
nificant challenge in specifying accurate and comprehen-
sive task descriptions via natural language. Thus, not only
is MM-GEN more easily generalizable across tasks, as it
doesn’t need significant human effort to describe the task,
but it is also more effective. Interestingly, on ChartQA and
SpatialMap, these baselines worsen the performance of the
base model. Upon manual inspection of the generated data,
we identified another limitation in the baselines: a lack of
diversity (c.f. Appendix C) in the generated annotations.
Consequently, training on such highly repetitive data can
lead to model overfitting, diminishing the model’s general-
izability on these tasks. MM-GEN does not suffer from this
as it creates diverse text annotations to mirror the diverse set
of text annotations provided in the reference sample set.

The spread of MM-GEN’s absolute improvements over
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Curated Data

medium resolution of 
britain around ad 800

Internet-Scraped Caption
Not even descriptive! The image is a historical map of the British Isles

showing various kingdoms during the early
medieval period. Northumbria spans the
northern part of England, while Mercia
dominates the central area. In the southern part
of England, Wessex is prominent

The image is a historical map of the
British Isles showing various
kingdoms during the early medieval
period. In Scotland, the northern
region is labeled Fortriu, with
Strathclyde further south.

Task-Agnostic CaptionMissing many task-relevant details!

Q: Which kingdom is located in the southeast of
the map? A: Mercia B: Wessex C: Sussex D:
Northumbria; A: C. Sussex

Q: Which of the following kingdoms is
located furthest south on the map? A:
Northumbria B: Wessex C:East Anglia
D: Sussex; A: D. Sussex

Task-Specific Annotation Generated Using Natural Language Description
Missing task-relevant details e.g count of objects to West!  + Repetitive!

Q: Which kingdom is located to the northwest of
Mercia? Options: [Northumbria, Wessex, Dyfed,
Gwent]
A: Northumbria

Q: How many regions are located to the
north of Mercia? Options: [2, 3, 4, 5]
A: 3

MM-Gen (Ours) Captures task-relevant details and Diverse!

Q: How many regions are west or north of 
Flamingo’s Films? Options: [2, 3, 4, 5] 
A: 2
Q: What is located South of Tremor Toys? 
Options: [Wombat’s Wallpaper, Coral 
Crafts, Flamingo’s Films, The Roaring 
Roastery] ; A: Wombat’s Wallpaper

Reference Sample

Figure 4. Comparing different baselines for multimodal data generation with MM-GEN. MM-GEN not only customizes the generated text
to the task via reference samples, but it also adds missing details to the text that are required for answering the task.
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Figure 5. Comparing performance of MM-GEN across Tasks against Contributed Baselines and Skyline

baseline 1 can be attributed to the varying difficulties of
each task for the base model, shown by the range of ac-
curacies that the base model achieves on these tasks. Ad-
ditionally, the varying improvements relative to the skyline
can be explained by 1) the size and 2) the quality of the
skyline data. For instance, on SpatialMap, the skyline per-
formance is near-perfect, as the skyline data is created pro-
grammatically using the same code used to generate the
test set and is thus perfectly i.i.d. In contrast, on AI2D
and ChartQA, where data is curated by humans, the cor-
respondence between training and test data is necessarily
weaker. Moreover, the AI2D skyline dataset is relatively
small (≈ 5K), which may contribute to its limited improve-
ment. Despite these differences, MM-GEN consistently
closes the gap to skyline performance, demonstrating for
tasks in the wild, MM-GEN can curate task-relevant train-

ing data that is nearly as effective as human-curated data,
with minimal human effort. Moreover, across all 3 tasks, we
also observe that the 50% filtered MM-GEN dataset nearly
matches the performance of the larger, pre-filtered dataset
while being twice as efficient for training. On AI2D, we
even see a small improvement from filtering, likely due to
reduced overfitting on redundant, unfiltered data. On Spa-
tialMap, the relatively small drop (3%) in filtered data per-
formance can be attributed to the full dataset’s higher diver-
sity. This diversity arises from the nature of the task, where
questions involving pairs or groups of objects scale combi-
natorially with the number of objects in the map, allowing
for significant diversity in MM-GEN’s generations.

Fig. 6 shows that, across all tasks, MM-GEN can even im-
prove models as large as Llava-1.5 (13B Parameters). In
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Table 1. Effect of Performance on Control Tasks (MMMU)

Model Accuracy (%)

Base Model 35.8
MM-GEN (ChartQA) 33.6

MM-GEN (AI2D) 37.0
MM-GEN (SpatialMap) 34.1

fact, the resulting performance, across tasks, is even higher
than that achieved by Llava-1.5 (7B parameters) in Fig.
5. This shows that MM-GEN curated data can help boost
performance of relatively stronger VLMs as well, utiliz-
ing their superior initial performance to achieve even higher
performance, on target tasks.

Performance on Control Tasks In Table 1, we show that
training on MM-GEN data, to improve performance on a
given target task, does not hurt performance on other tasks
(control tasks). Here, we use MMMU [58] to represent
these tasks as it considers a comprehensive evaluation of
VLMs across many domains.

Table 2. Performance of Training on Combined MM-GEN Data.

Model Base Model (%) MM-GEN All (%)

ChartQA 18.2 25.9
AI2D 55.2 65.7

SpatialMap 18.2 44.2

Combining Data from All Tasks We also consider training
Llava-1.5 (7B) in Table 2 on a combination of data gener-
ated by MM-GEN for all tasks and observe that it can in-
deed improve performance across tasks simultaneously.

5.2. Ablations
Here, we conduct ablations for MM-GEN on the chart un-
derstanding task (ChartQA). We vary different components
of text annotation generation, and compare performance

Table 3. Ablation Study on MM-GEN using ChartQA

Ablation Accuracy (%)

MM-GEN 33.0
MM-GEN without Partition 31.6

MM-GEN with 3 In-Context Samples 30.5
10× Smaller Reference Set 32.8

training on the resulting data. We do not filter the data here
to isolate the differences in text generation.

Importance of Partitioning into Subgroups: Here, we
investigate the importance of the partitioning into sub-
groups performed by MM-GEN prior to data generation
by comparing performance with and without partitioning
on ChartQA. As shown in Table 3, partitioning contributes
a non-trivial 2% of the total 15% improvement that MM-
GEN achieves.

Effect of Number of In-Context Samples: We assess the
impact of varying the number of in-context samples pro-
vided to the stronger VLM during generation. As seen in
Table 3, increasing the number of in-context samples from
1 to 3 actually decreases the final performance, likely due
to the limitations of current VLMs on mutli-image under-
standing [34].

Effect of Reference Sample Set Size: Here, we com-
pare the performance of MM-GEN using a 10× smaller
reference sample set. Table 3 shows that MM-GEN can
still achieve nearly identical performance, highlighting how
even a very small number of reference data is sufficient.

6. Conclusion
In this paper, we introduced MM-GEN, a scalable and
fully automated approach for curating task-specific multi-
modal data to enhance the performance of small vision-
language models (VLMs) across specialized tasks. Our
results demonstrate that MM-GEN achieves performance
gains on specialized taksks, of up to 29% absolute im-
provement over the base model and can even achieve 1.6x
larger improvement compared to human-curated data (sky-
line), proving its efficacy in scenarios where human data
curation is impractical. These results are a testimony of the
untapped potential of multimodal data, and how automated
and targeted text data enrichment can introduce improve-
ments that cannot be harvested otherwise. Future avenues
on this topic may study the value of creating planned cur-
ricula, when the goal is to create joint datasets that address
task-specific gaps on a large number of tasks. In addition,
in the absence of stronger teachers, it is also beneficial to
study how approaches such as MM-GEN can use ensem-
bles of several teachers in combination with answer veri-
fication techniques, to improve the quality of the training
signal coming from synthesized data.
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Appendix
A. Exact Input to Stronger VLM and Generated Text Annotations
Exact Prompt to Stronger VLM

You are an expert in <name of task e.g. chart understanding / diagram understadning /
spatial reasoning>. Given example image-question-answer tuples,

your task is to generate diverse high-quality question-answer pairs relevant
to this skill similar to the provided examples.

Step-by-Step Process:

1. Analyze the Example: Review the provided example question-answer pair to understand the
structure, focus, and context.

2. Understand the New Image: Infer relevant details, objects, and themes in the new image,
considering how they relate to the skill.

3. Generate Questions: Create questions that reflect the context and content of the new
image, ensuring they align with the skill and follow the example’s style.

4. If the question is a multiple-choice question, make sure to include the options in the
question.

5. Formulate Answers: Generate accurate and concise answers to the questions. Ensure each
answer directly corresponds to the content of the new image.

Output Format:
Return the results as a JSON list of objects. Each object should include:
- "Q": The generated question (include options if it’s multiple-choice).
- "A": The generated answer.

Example Output:
[
{"Q": "Generated question 1", "A": "Generated answer 1"},
{"Q": "Generated question 2", "A": "Generated answer 2"}

]

<Refererence Sample>

<Candidate Image>

Figure 7, Figure 8 and Figure 9 show examples generated by MM-GEN for chart understanding, diagram understanding and
spatial reasoning on map, respectively.
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Q: Which country is projected to have the highest
amount of mismanaged plastic waste in 2025? A:
Ireland B: Guadeloupe C: Dominican Republic
A: C: Dominican Republic

Q: What is the projected amount of mismanaged
plastic waste for the Dominican Republic in 2025?
A: 228,671 tonnes B: 14,045 tonnes C: 11,502
tonnes
A: 228,671 tonnes

Q: Which category represents the largest
percentage in the survey? A: Recovering strongly
B: Not recovering at all C: Recovering, but not so
strongly D: DK
A: C: Recovering

Q: What percentage of respondents believe the
economy is not recovering at all? A: 24% B: 8% C:
67% D: 1%
A: 24%

Q:What was the percentage of China's favorability
in Russia in 2015? A: 60% B: 66% C: 79% D: 51%
A: C: 79%

Q: Between 2007 and 2015, which year had the
lowest favorability rating for Russia in China? A:
2007 B: 2009 C: 2011 D: 2015
A: 2011

Figure 7. Examples Generated by MM-GEN for Chart Understanding

Q:Which organism is at the base of the food web?
A. Grass B. Rabbit C. Snake D. Hawk
A: A. Grass

Q: What is the primary prey for the hawk in this
food web? A. Rabbit B. Snake C. Rat D. Caterpillar
A: B. Snake

Q: Which organism directly consumes the
caterpillar? A. Hawk B. Small bird C. Snake D. Rat
A: B. Small bird

Q: What is the component labeled 'Source' in the
diagram? A: Lightbulb B: Single Dry Cell C: On-Off
Switch D: Wires
A: B. Single Dry Cell

Q: What type of energy conversion happens in the
lightbulb in the diagram? A: Mechanical to
chemical B: Electrical to thermal\ C: Chemical to
electrical D: Energy conversion to heat/light
A: D. Energy conversion to heat/light

Q: Which pole is closer to the sunlight? Options:
A: North Pole B: South Pole C: Equator D: Tropic of
Capricorn
A: A. North Pole

Q: What is located directly in the middle of the
Earth in this image? Options: A: Arctic Circle B:
Tropic of Cancer C: Equator D: Tropic of Capricorn
A: C. Equator

Figure 8. Examples Generated by MM-GEN for Diagram Understanding
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Q: Which airport is located at the western edge
near the Mediterranean Sea?
A:Matruh airport

Q: Which body of water borders the
northernmost part of the map?
A:Mediterranean Sea

Q: Which landmark is located near the
southernmost aeronautical station?
A: Sudan

Q: Which landmark is to the east of T.C.
Cumhurba\u015fkanl\u0131\u011f\u0131 Millet
K\u00fct\u00fcphanesi? A: National Library of
Turkey B: An\u0131takbir C: 30 A\u011fustos
Zafer Park\u0131 D: Ankara
A: C. 30 A\u011fustos Zafer Park\u0131

Q: How many major highways can be seen on
the map?
A: 1

Q: What is located southwest of the point
labeled '\u30ad’? A: The point labeled '\u30ce’
B: The point labeled '\u30ca’ C: The point
labeled '\u30ec’ D: The point labeled '\u30b5’
A: B. The point labeled '\u30ca'

Q: How many marked locations are directly
along the green path within the circles? Options:
A: 2 B: 3 C: 4 D: 5?
A: B. 3

Figure 9. Examples Generated by MM-GEN for Spatial Reasoning on Maps
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B. Pseudocode for MM-GEN

In this section, we present the exact pseudocode for MM-GEN. Each of the three steps is denoted as a subroutine in the
pseudocode.

Algorithm 1 Data Generation Process

1: Subroutine 1: Partition (§ 4.2.1)
2: {(Sref

Tk
, V pool

Tk
)}k∈typesT = PARTITION(Sref

T , V pool
T , typesT )

3: Subroutine 2: Generate Data (§ 4.2.2)
4: for all k ∈ typesT do
5: DGEN

k ← ∅
6: Iterator(V pool

Tk
)← Randomly order elements of V pool

Tk
and create an infinite iterator

7: Set NUM GEN PER REF← N ·
|Sref

Tk
|

|Sref
T |

8: for all (vref, tref
p , tref

res) ∈ Sref
Tk

do
9: for i = 1 to NUM GEN PER REF do

10: vcandidate ← NEXT(Iterator(V pool
Tk

))
11: (tp, tres)← LVLM(SYS PROMPT, vref, tref

p , tref
res, vcandidate)

12: DGEN
k ← DGEN

k ∪ {(vcandidate, tp, tres)}
13: end for
14: end for
15: end for
16: DGEN ←

⋃
k DGEN

k

17: Subroutine 3: Filter (§ 4.2.3)
18: DGENfilt ← Filter DGEN by computing perplexity of all examples and selecting middle r% of examples
19: return DGENfilt
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C. Examples of Baselines Hurt Performance on Some Tasks
In Sec. 5, we observed that for ChartQA and for SpatialMap, some of the baselines can hurt the performance of the base
model. Upon inspecting the generated data, we noticed that this is due to highly repetitive generated text annotations for
these baselines. Here, in Figures 10, 11, 12, we present some of the generated examples to highlight this problem.

Task-Specific Annotation Generated Using Natural Language Description

Q: According to the map, howmany aeronautical stations are shown in Egypt? A: 15 stations B:
20 stations C: 25 stations D: 30 stations
A: B. 25 stations

Q: What is the total number of aeronautical stations marked on the map? A: 20 B: 25 C: 30 D:
35
A: B. 25

Q:Howmany aeronautical stations are indicated on the map? A: 20 B: 25 C: 30 D: 35?
A: B. 25

Task-Specific Annotation Generated Using Natural Language Description

Figure 10. Task: Spatial Reasoning on Maps; Highly Repetitive Generated Text for Baseline 3: Task-Specific Text Annotations, Generated
Using Natural Language Task Description

Task-Agnostic Annotation

The map depicts the island of Great Britain during a historical period characterized by several
distinct kingdoms. In the north, the region of Fortriu is marked, suggesting a location within
present-day Scotland. Moving south, Northumbria stretches across the northeastern portion,
indicating its large influence during this era. To the west of Northumbria lies the domain of
Rheged, near Strathclyde, hinting at complex territorial relationships. The central part of the
island is dominated by Mercia, which extends extensively and is a major kingdom. In the
southwest, the realms of Powys and Gwent are noted, highlighting the territorial divisions
within modern-day Wales. Wessex, in the south-central region, appears prominent and
influential. The southeastern territories feature East Anglia, Essex, Kent, and Sussex, each
delineated as separate entities, representing the distinct Anglo-Saxon kingdoms of that time.

The map illustrates the territories of historic Great Britain during the early medieval period.
Major regions are marked in red, such as Northumbria, Mercia, and Wessex, which were
prominent Anglo-Saxon kingdoms. To the northeast, Northumbria extends down the eastern
coast, while Mercia occupies the central part of the island stretching towards the west.
Wessex is located in the south, with its influence reaching the coastal areas. Smaller regions
like Kent, Sussex, and Essex are positioned along the southeastern coastline. In the western
part, Welsh territories such as Gwynedd and Powys are noted, indicating a distinct cultural and
political identity. Scotland is dominated by the territories of Fortriu and Pictland to the north.
The map highlights the diverse and complex political landscape of the British Isles during this
era.

Figure 11. Task: Spatial Reasoning on Maps; Highly Repetitive Generated Text for Baseline 2: Task-Agnostic Captions
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Task-Specific Annotation Generated Using Natural Language Description

Q: What percentage of respondents in February 2016 considered the choice of the next
Supreme Court justice to be 'very important’? A: 57% B: 40% C: 24% D: 32%
A: A. 57%

Q: What percentage of respondents in February 2016 considered the choice of the next
Supreme Court justice to be 'very important’? A: 57% B: 40% C: 24% D: 32%
A: A. 57%

Q: How did the percentage of people who found the choice of the next Supreme Court justice
'Very' important change from April 2010 to February 2016? A: Increased by 10% B: Decreased
by 7% C: Increased by 17% D: Decreased by 15%
A: C. Increased by 17%

Q: How did the percentage of people who considered the choice of the next Supreme Court
justice as 'Very important' change from April 2010 to February 2016? A: Increased B:
Decreased C: Stayed the same D: Cannot be determined”?
A: A. Increased

Figure 12. Task: Chart Understanding; Highly Repetitive Generated Text for Baseline 3: Task-Specific Text Annotations, Generated
Using Natural Language Task Description
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D. Data Generation and Training Details
For all data generation, we used the GPT-4o model [40] (2023-06-01-preview).

For all the experiments, we use the follow common hyperparameters and trained on 4 A-100 GPUs.

Table 4. Training Hyperparameters for MM-GEN

Hyperparameter Value

Model Name or Path liuhaotian/llava-v1.5-7b or liuhaotian/llava-v1.5-13b
Vision Tower openai/clip-vit-large-patch14-336
MM Projector Type mlp2x gelu
MM Vision Select Layer -2
MM Use Image Start/End Token False
MM Use Image Patch Token False
Image Aspect Ratio Pad
Group by Modality Length True
BF16 True
Train Batch Size (Per Device) 16
Eval Batch Size (Per Device) 4
Gradient Accumulation Steps 1
Learning Rate 2e-5
Weight Decay 0.0
Warmup Ratio 0.03
LR Scheduler Type Cosine
TF32 True
Model Max Length 2048

For each of the tasks, we tuned the number of epochs such that training loss converged for the MM-GEN generated data.

1. Chart Understanding (ChartQA): 6 epochs
2. Diagram Understanding (AI2D): 6 epochs
3. Spatial Reasoning on Map (SpatialMap): 3 epochs
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