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Figure 1. STGen for visual text generation in challenging layout. Using a pre-trained visual text generation model (e.g., AnyText [32]),
our method, STGen, guides the model to adjust the text region in latent space during image synthesis, producing images that more faithfully

represent the input prompt with precise visual text.

Abstract

In real-world images, slanted or curved texts, especially
those on cans, banners, or badges, appear as frequently,
if not more so, than flat texts due to artistic design or layout
constraints. While high-quality visual text generation has
become available with the advanced generative capabilities
of diffusion models, these models often produce distorted
text and inharmonious text background when given slanted
or curved text layouts due to training data limitation. In
this paper, we introduce a new training-free framework,
STGen, which accurately generates visual texts in challeng-
ing scenarios (e.g., slanted or curved text layouts) while
harmonizing them with the text background. Our frame-
work decomposes the visual text generation process into two
branches: (i) Semantic Rectification Branch, which lever-
ages the ability in generating flat but accurate visual texts
of the model to guide the generation of challenging scenar-
ios. The generated latent of flat text is abundant in accurate
semantic information related both to the text itself and its
background. By incorporating this, we rectify the semantic
information of the texts and harmonize the integration of the
text with its background in complex layouts. (ii) Structure
Injection Branch, which reinforces the visual text structure
during inference. We incorporate the latent information of
the glyph image, rich in glyph structure, as a new condition
to further strengthen the text structure. To enhance image

harmony, we also apply an effective combination method to
merge the priors, providing a solid foundation for genera-
tion. Extensive experiments across a variety of visual text
layouts demonstrate that our framework achieves superior
accuracy and outstanding quality.

1. Introduction

Visual text generation is an emerging yet challenging re-
search area in image generation, because text is fine-grained
and difficult to be balanced with image. There are two pri-
mary methodologies for visual text generation: local visual
text blending and global visual text generation. Local vi-
sual text blending methods solely render visual text within
given images, represented by early GAN-based methods
[3, 12, 22, 31, 33]. Recent SceneVTG [38] can render
texts in small regions by utilizing diffusion-based models.
In contrast, global visual text generation creates new im-
ages with integrated text, raising an inevitable challenge
to achieve both accurate visual texts and harmonious im-
age content. Recent studies [1, 5, 15, 16, 18, 28, 32, 34]
have attempted to address this challenge by leveraging the
capabilities of diffusion models [4, 6, 9, 20, 25-28, 30].
Among them, AnyText [32] distinguishes itself by produc-
ing impressive images integrated with outstanding multilin-
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Figure 2. Failure cases of AnyText [32]. In the top row, we show
examples of 2 failure scenarios: Textual distortion (left) and Back-
ground occlusion (right). In the bottom row, we show images ob-
tained when using our method under the same seeds.

gual text. It opens an era of universal visual text genera-
tion using large pretrained Visual Text Generation Model
(VIGM). In this paper, we follow in the footsteps of Any-
Text and focus on global visual text generation.

Although large pretrained VGTMs take a significant step
towards universal visual text generation, they still do not
possess the capability that is robust to handle variable user
input, because of insufficient training data. Their perfor-
mance is unsatisfactory in challenging cases, such as com-
monly seen slanted or curved texts in real-world images
due to artistic design or layout constraints. Specifically, the
subpar performance is reflected in text distortion and back-
ground occlusion as shown in Fig. 2.

One naive solution is to train VTGM on a more diver-
sified dataset that covers various text configurations. But
it is resource-intensive and time-consuming. To overcome
this shortcoming, we propose to use VIGM which is well-
trained on simple visual text (e.g. flat visual texts) to guide
difficult visual text generation (e.g. slanted or curved visual
texts). When plainly using the pretrained VIGM (e.g. Any-
Text), it can generate a latent that contains clear and read-
able visual texts even at an early stage given a flat text mask.
Nevertheless, in tilted situations, text in the latent becomes
blurry and wrong, leading to incorrect results.

To address this issue, we propose a training-free method
named Slanted Text Generation (STGen). STGen is a plug-
and-play method that corrects text regions in latent space
during inference. Specifically, our approach employs a
dual-branch framework. The first branch, the Semantic
Rectification Branch (SRB), utilizes a latent generated us-
ing the same prompt, but with a simplified shape, as a ro-
bust semantic prior. This branch simultaneously rectifies
distorted text predictions and harmonizes the text with its
background. For complex visual text generation, such as
text layouts composed of multiple tilted or curved sections,
we propose a Divide and Conquer strategy to efficiently
reconfigure the text shape and obtain a reasonable seman-

tic prior. The second branch, Structure Injection Branch
(SIB), extracts rich structural information from glyphs and
injects it into the latent space as a structural prior, further
enhancing the accuracy of the visual text. Rather than sim-
ply merging the two priors, we adopt a novel combina-
tion method for optimized integration. Together, the dual-
branch framework offers effective guidance for the gener-
ation process. Our method addresses the shortcomings of
the existing VTGM, ensuring the generated visual texts are
both accurate and well-balanced with the overall image as
shown in Fig. 1.

To the best of our knowledge, our method is the first
specifically for generating visual texts in complex layouts
and achieves the state-of-the-art results without additional
training. We conduct thorough experiments to demonstrate
the superiority of our method and the effectiveness of each
component in generating complex visual texts while en-
hancing overall image quality and coherence. The main
contributions of our work are summarized as follows:

(i) We present a new challenge: generating visual text
in complex layouts with diffusion models. To tackle
this, we introduce STGen, a dual-branch, training-
free framework that can be easily integrated with ex-
isting text generation models. This framework en-
ables the model to generate text in complex layouts
by incorporating both structural and semantic priors.

(i) We introduce an effective method to combine given
priors within the latent space. This approach seam-
lessly merges priors and the latent, ensuring a con-
sistent latent range and resulting in a balanced, high-
quality image.

(iii) We propose a benchmark extending the AnyText-
benchmark to evaluate texts in complex layouts, en-
abling comprehensive assessment across varying text
slant difficulties.

2. Related Works

Denoising diffusion probabilistic models (DDPMs) [4, 6,
9, 20, 25-28, 30] have made significant contribution to
the field of text-to-image synthesis, enabling the generation
of high-quality images. Despite advancements in text-to-
image synthesis models, achieving precise control over im-
age details remains challenging, particularly in visual text
generation.

2.1. Local Visual Text Blending

Local Visual Text Blending focuses on producing localized
images that contain a single line of text. Methods in this
area often require a background or original image for text
generation or editing. SynText [7] detects the region in
the image that can put texts on it and generate texts in the
corresponding area. Following their work, SceneVTG [38]
introduces a model to predict the text generating area and



specifically designs a framework that takes line masks and
word masks separately to help generate texts in different
shapes. SceneVTG is less user-friendly because it requires
an erased image and lacks support for multilingual text gen-
eration. AnyTrans [21] provides an end-to-end method for
local visual text blending, it identifies the texts in the image,
erases them from the image, and generates the translated
texts in the same area. The above methods require an input
image to render or generate, which is good for editing, but
cannot generate the whole image from scratch.

2.2. Global Visual Text Generation

Recent studies such as Imagen [28] and e-Diff-1 [1] find
that simply by replacing the text encoder from CLIP [23]
to more capable models like T5 [24] can improve visual
text generation. Liu et al. [15] further replace the character-
blind text encoder with a character-aware text encoder.
Even though replacing text encoders seems to be a straight-
forward approach, it still struggles to generate complex
characters such as Korean, Japanese, and Chinese. Glyph-
ByTS5 series [16, 17] employ character-aware ByTS encoder
[14] and a new cross attention mechanism to compute the
text region and image region separately. GlyphDraw [18]
focuses on generating complex characters such as Chinese
and proposes a sound baseline by introducing glyph con-
dition for visual text generation. It uses the glyph image
of the text and a location mask as conditions, allowing the
model to control both the content and position of the gen-
erated text. However, it can generate only one line of text
per image. TextDiffuser [5] trains a dedicated layout gener-
ation module to specifically generate character-level mask
as the condition for the diffusion model, improving perfor-
mance for Latin texts. But it still cannot generate non-Latin
texts. GlyphControl [34] employs ControlNet [36] for vi-
sual text generation and uses a rendered glyph image as a
control condition, making it possible to enable models like
Stable Diffusion to generate texts and maintain their text-
to-image capability at the same time. Nonetheless, Glyph-
Control can only generate texts in straight lines and often
produces unwanted texts outside the text region. Follow-
ing the above works, AnyText [32] proposes a robust and
unified framework for visual text generation. It can gener-
ate high-quality multilingual texts in images, thanks to the
text perceptual loss which takes the correctness of the gen-
erated text into account during training. However, AnyText
performs poorly for generated text leaning more than 45 de-
grees. TextGen [35] analyzes how the control information
influences the generation in different timesteps. Diff-Text
[37] uses off-the-shelf diffusion model and canny control-
net to generate visual texts, where the canny controlnet uti-
lizes the canny image of text glyph to control visual text
generation. Nonetheless, Diff-Text binds text position to
predefined objects like ’sign’ or ’billboard’ in the prompt.

It may fail if a prompt does not include predefined objects,
leading to unnatural images.

3. Method

Given a prompt y describing the image and a challenging
position mask [,,, our goal is to generate an image based on
y that incorporates visual text at the specified positions dic-
tated by /,,. Current visual text generation models struggle
to generate visual texts in more challenging [,, settings, such
as tilted or curved texts layouts.

Our method aims to solve the problem based on two key
insights: First, when the position mask [, is flat, current
models can generate visual texts with high accuracy. We
leverage this proficiency with flat visual texts to address
challenging scenarios, providing a strong semantic prior for
generation. Second, the glyph image contains little seman-
tic information but is rich in glyph structural details. It can
serve as a structure prior to further refine the structural in-
formation of the visual texts within the latent, thus enabling
it to generate accurate slanted visual texts.

Our approach consists of two main branches: the Seman-
tic Rectification Branch and the Structure Injection Branch.
As shown in Fig. 3, the semantic rectification branch first
takes the masks ZNP reconfigured from /,,, prompt y, and ran-
dom noise z7 to generate the latent representation zg , which
contains reconfigured and flat visual text as a semantic prior.
The structure injection branch then takes the rendered glyph
image I, and z; to generate a structural prior. These two
priors are merged and fed into the VITGM, along with ¥, {,,
and [,, for the denoising process. Further details of these
branches are discussed in Sec. 3.1 and Sec. 3.2.

3.1. Semantic Rectification Branch

In the initial stages of the DDIM denoising process in the
VGTM, clear text is created when applying a flat position
mask, while blurry and unclear text is generated when us-
ing a slanted mask. The reason for the distortion lies in the
semantic drift in the text region when tilted. Motivated by
this observation, we inherit the high quality flat text genera-
tion capabilities of the existing visual text model, adopting
the latent of flat text as a constant reference to rectify the
semantic information for challenging text generation.

Reference Branch for Semantic Rectification. Parallel
to the generation branch, a separate branch is employed to
generate flat visual texts using the same prompt y for ad-
ditional semantic information, which we refer to as the se-
mantic rectification branch. In this branch, the flat visual
text latent is blended into the tilted one within the text re-
gion, while the rest of the latent remains unchanged.

As shown in Fig. 3, the flat position l~p and corresponding
glyph image l~g are fed into the VITGM along with prompt
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Figure 3. Pipeline of our method. Given user input on the leftmost side, which contains a prompt and a mask 1, specifying positions for

generating visual texts, we first split the l,, using Divide and Conquer Strategy and obtain glyph image l, and flat position mask 1.

Then

lp and lg are input to Semantic Rectification Branch and Structure Injection Branch respectively. In Semantlc Rectification Branch, based
on lp, we render flat glyph l and use them along with prompt and random noise zr to generate the latent with flat visual text. This latent
serves as a semantic prior, provzdmg rich semantic information for both the generation of the text and its background. lg, on the other
hand, is converted into the latent space as a structural prior for structural refinement of the text. Finally, the two prior combined together

to guide the generation of the visual text in l,.

y and random noise zp. After T' denoising steps, we obtain
the reference latent zg . We rotate zg to match the user-given
position, and extract its text region z; as a semantic guide
for the branch below:

Et:Zf®lp+Zt®(1*lp), (1

where [, is the position mask input by user. This operation
effectively rectifies the visual text using the accurate text in
the zy. Thanks to the faithful background semantic infor-
mation embedded in the z;, we significantly reduce the er-
roneous non-textual semantic information in the text region
while maintaining a coherent background, thereby avoiding
background occlusion.

AdaIN Combination. AdaIN [10] is originally devel-
oped for style transfer tasks. It substitutes mean and stan-
dard deviation of the source feature with those of the target
feature. Masui et al. [19] demonstrated that AdaIN can be
applied directly to Diffusion models for style transfer with-
out any additional training. In our method, we also incorpo-
rate AdalN, but with the goal of preserving image integrity
against disruptions in latent distribution caused by the re-
placement operation:

AdaIN(zf,zt) Ol,+2.0(1—1p)

= (o (a) (2211

)+ u(2) ©lp + 20 © (1= 1),
( r)

2

where £1(-) and o (-) denote the channel-wise mean and stan-
dard deviation. The aid of AdaIN ensures the latent for
guidance has the same range as the original latent, mini-
mizing the change in latent distribution. With a more con-
sistent latent, the visual text semantic information is further
enhanced while preserving the overall image coherence.

Divide and Conquer Strategy. In practice, complex po-
sition masks are often provided for generating realistic vi-
sual texts, which often consist of multiple straight or curved
parts, bringing obstacles to the geometric alignment to flat
position masks l~p in our method. To deal with the prob-
lem, we propose a divide-and-conquer strategy to effec-
tively segment complex position masks into more manage-
able straight sections as shown in Fig. 3. We use Bézier
curves to define the upper and lower boundaries of [, and
establish a baseline for the texts by averaging these curves.
We identify splitting points on the curve where the direc-
tion vectors at each point are parallel to the boundaries of
the minimum bounding box of [, therefore creating N re-
configured masks:

0 41 N—-1
= {00, 11 3)

Subsequently, we rotate and regroup these reconfigured
masks to obtain flat position masks [, and render corre-
sponding glyphs I,:



Algorithm 1: STGen

1 Input: A text prompt ¥, an input position image [,,, a

flat reference position image l;, and a set of
iterations for refinement {¢1, ..., %, } and a trained
Visual Text Generation Model M .

Output: Denoised vector zj .

(5]

(%)

Render the glyph image [, and compute its latent z,;
4 Compute the reference latent zg ;

wn

Rotate and crop zg to get zy according to the

transformation from [,, to [,;
fort=T.T—-1,...,1do

6

7 ift € {t1,...,1;} then

8 Zt %AdaIN(Zf,Zt)@lp+2’t®(1*lp),

9 2 < pAdalN(zg, z) + (1 — p)Zs;

10 ét — (K,t)\ZA't+(1—I€t)2t)®lp+zt®(1—lp);
11 Set z; + Z4;

12 end

13 Set zp—1 <+ M(z1,9,t,1p,1g);

14 end

15 Return z,

b= {00 By = {00 @)

With the assistance of this branch, we can generate
highly accurate texts and create harmonious, diverse images
by leveraging rich semantic information in both the visual
texts and background.

3.2. Structure Injection Branch

Despite semantic guidance, the predictions may still deviate
due to limited information in structure, causing cumulative
errors and structural inconsistencies that require enriched
structural guidance for clarity. To resolve this, we introduce
a glyph structure prior directly into the latent space. Un-
like early methods [18] that use glyph images directly as
auxiliary information, we consider text glyphs as essential
parts of the image, which should be comprehended by the
visual text generation model in the latent space. As shown
in Fig. 3, the structure injection branch feeds the rendered
glyph image [, to Variational Autoencoder (VAE) [11] en-
coder to obtain the latent z,. As an extension of semantic
prior, we incorporate the z, as a structure prior into the la-
tent z;, using the same AdalN operation above to regulate
the range, which is represented as:

Z = AdalIN(zg, 2¢) O lp + 2. © (1 = 1). 5)

This operation provides the model with a structural founda-
tion that serves as a strong starting point in the generation

Language A p Sen.Acct NED?T  CLIP Scoref
-0.5 05 44.88 64.11 0.3005
0.5 0.5 45.43 65.10 0.3027
English 05 025 45.12 63.85 0.3036
05 075 45.10 65.65 0.3006
05 150 45.01 65.34 0.3009
0.5 2.00 44.53 65.17 0.3009
-05 05 49.28 87.29 0.3067
0.5 0.5 49.96 88.08 0.3071
Chinese 05 025 50.70 87.86 0.3076
05 075 49.05 87.89 0.3058
05 150 47.40 87.64 0.3061
0.5 2.00 47.88 87.63 0.3059

Table 1. Sensitivity analysis for [, p].

process, further enhancing the overall structure of the visual
texts.

Combining the two branches, the merged prior is repre-
sented by:

Z = pAdalN(zg, z) + (1 — p)Zzi, (6)

where p is a hyper-parameter that adjusts the balance be-
tween semantic and structural information. The modified
latent is represented as follows:

ét = (lit)\ét—‘r(l —Ht)zt)le+Zt®(1 —lp), (7)

where A is a hyper-parameter and the «, is a temporal fac-
tor that decays over time with each timestep. Together, they
control the injection strength of the merged prior. The com-
plete algorithm is represented as Algorithm 1.

4. Experiments
4.1. Implementation Details

Our framework is based on the pretrained AnyText model.
During inference, we utilize a single RTX 3090 GPU for
images in size of (512, 512). The framework achieves opti-
mal performance when A is within the range [—0.5, 0.5] and
p is within (0, 2]. We set r; = 10°~7 for effective guidance
and harmonious text region boundary. Specifically, when
A is in [—0.5,0), the diversity of generated visual texts in-
creases, while A in (0, 0.5] increases the variety of the image
background. As shown in Tab. 1, our method demonstrates
robustness with respect to hyper-parameter sensitivity. In
subsequent experiments, we set A to 0.5 and p to 0.5 which
has a balanced performance on both Chinese and English
for evaluation.

4.2. Evaluation Setup

Since there are currently no openly available datasets that
focus on challenging visual texts generation, we establish
a new benchmark for evaluation based on the AnyText-
benchmark [32]. For each text position mask, we randomly
rotate the masks from the original benchmark and resolve



Language Methods Train Sen-Acct NEDT CLIP Scoret
easy medium  hard total easy medium  hard total

TextDiffuser [5] v 49.88 20.10 0262 29.06 70.86 41.25 447 45778 0.3091

GlyphControl [34] v 19.00 1.63 0.22 947  41.74 9.17 298 2295 0.3206

2 SD1.5+SceneVTG [38] v 13.62 4.97 1.12 8.06 24.14 13.40 3.00 15.80 0.3112

Eo Anytext [32] 4 62.77 29.12 2.02 38.04 83.04 56.99 1423 58.59 0.3007
m

Diff-Text [37] X 40.13 26.42 885 2838 6144 45.37 17.94 4591 0.2962

GlyphControl+Ours X 39.19 2.63 1.05 19.48  55.57 11.83 6.74  31.17 0.3175

AnyText+Ours X 71.25 37.25 6.60 4543 87.54 64.42 24.56  65.10 0.3027

TextDiffuser [5] v 5.41 4.07 0.09 4.07  56.81 49.37 43.01 5247 0.3066

GlyphControl [34] 4 2.33 0.24 0.0 1.41 5098 15.58 3594  40.24 0.3192

% SD1.5+SceneVTG [38] v 1.60 0.81 0.18 1.14 7.33 4.62 4.61 6.20 0.3025

.E Anytext [32] 4 66.00 26.38 2.02 4478 9448 81.37 59.38 84.74 0.3064

© Diff-Text [37] X 23.46 17.26 7.35 1895  68.27 62.71 48.65 63.21 0.2950

GlyphControl+Ours X 6.27 0.57 0.74 393 62.50 18.08 45.58  49.40 0.3168

AnyText+Ours X 69.22 35.58 855 4996 9537 85.85 68.77  88.08 0.3071

Table 2. Quantitative Comparison between STGen and other competitors on both English and Chinese sets. All competitors are
evaluated based on their officially released models. Numbers in bold indicate the best performance, and underscored numbers indicate the

second best.

Baseline Baseline Preference  Our Method Preference
TextDiffuser 23.07% 76.93%
GlyphControl 21.96% 78.04%
SD1.5+SceneVTG 18.99% 81.01%
AnyText 25.31% 74.69%
Diff-Text 17.00% 83.00%

Table 3. User study results. The participants were asked to select
the best results based on image quality, the accuracy of the gen-
erated visual texts, and the similarity between the prompt and the
generated images.

any intersections, resulting in 984 prompts for LAION-
word (English evaluation) and 919 prompts for Wukong-
word (Chinese evaluation), each with corresponding posi-
tion masks. Each prompt includes at least one visual text
line and up to five visual text lines. During evaluation, we
categorize the masks into three levels based on their angles:
‘easy’ (0°-30°), ‘medium’ (30°-60°), and ‘hard’ (60°-90°),
facilitating multi-level assessments.

Textual accuracy and background-text coherence are two
main factors that determine the quality of slanted text gen-
eration, which we quantitatively evaluate through OCR ac-
curacy. Following AnyText [32], we select the following
two metrics for comparing OCR accuracy at word-level
and character-level, respectively: (1) Sentence Accuracy
(Sen.Acc); (2) Normalized Edit Distance (NED).

We evaluated existing competing methods, including
TextDiffuser [5], GlyphControl [34], SceneVTG [38],
AnyText [32] and Diff-Text [37] using the benchmark
and metrics mentioned above. It is worth noticing that
the SceneVTG [38] cannot generate image from scratch.
Therefore, we use the images generated by Stable Diffusion
[27] with the same prompt as background image. For all the
methods in the evaluation, we use the preprocessed mask

using the Divide and Conquer strategy mentioned above to
generate images to ensure fairness.

4.3. Qualitative Comparisons

As presented in Fig. 4, TextDiffuser tends to generate low-
quality images, specifically in the second and the fifth
columns. GlyphControl often produces texts outside the
given text position, as can be seen in the fourth column.
SceneVTG [38] exhibits severe text distortion, particu-
larly in the first and third columns where the texts are ex-
tremely distorted and unrecognizable. Typical background
occlusion is also observed in the second, third, and fourth
columns, where the texts “Burning”, “Mamba” and “Twin-
kle” are obscured by non-textual elements such as lava, a
human figure, and stars, respectively. This indicates that
SceneVTG can only render texts against simple and clear
backgrounds and does not integrate well with other text-to-
image models. For Diff-text [37], there is a noticeable lack
of coherence in the images due to insufficient consideration
for harmony between the visual texts and the background,
as particularly evidenced in the last 2 columns where the
texts are rendered outside the bow and the watch. In Any-
Text [32], the generated visual texts tend to be distorted,
this was caused by the loss of semantic and structure infor-
mation during the inference. Moreover, in the first column,
the text “Track” occludes with the train head, affecting both
the text and the train. For our method, we can generate im-
ages with superior quality with accurate English and Chi-
nese visual texts integrated even in complex scenarios like
in the fourth and fifth columns. It’s worth noting that except
for resolving text distortion, our method also improves the
background occlusion between visual text and non-textual
elements. For instance, in the third column of Fig. 4, the
text “Mamba” is originally disrupted by the human head us-
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Figure 4. Qualitative comparison of our method and state of the art models in both English and Chinese text generation.

ing AnyText [32], while our method pushes the human head
aside to generate a clear text and reasonable non-textual el-
ement.

4.4. Quantitative Analysis

OCR Accuracy. As shown in Tab. 2, our method shows
substantial improvements over the competitive methods in
both English and Chinese across all levels. Notably, our
method doesn’t require additional training and enhances
the performance of GlyphControl and AnyText at the easy
level. At the hard level, AnyText with our method yields
results closest to the ground truth in the NED metric, with
an improvement of approximately 10%. over the baseline

AnyText in both languages.

Text-Image Similarities. In the absence of ground-truth
images, we use the CLIP score [8] to assess the consistency
between the prompt and the generated image. We compute
the average cosine similarity between the prompt and the
generated image, excluding the influence of the visual texts.
As shown in Tab. 2, our method increases the accuracy of
visual text generation without compromising the baseline
performance. Additionally, our method improves the text-
image similarity slightly, due to our design that minimizes
conflicts between the image composition and the visual text.
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Figure 5. Ablation Study Visualization. The first column shows
accuracy improvement with SRB. The second column demon-
strates that while SIB enhances accuracy, it compromises coher-
ence. The third column highlights that combining both branches
yields accurate, coherent visual texts. Finally, AdalN combination
in the fourth column further refines image quality.

This leads to a more coherent layout for both the image and
the text.

User Study. Following [2], we conduct user study to com-
prehensively compare the generation results in Tab. 3. We
create 27 input sets with varying levels of difficulty in visual
text generation. For each input set, we provide the respon-
dents with our input prompt and position mask and two im-
age alternatives: our result and a baseline (in random order).
We ask them to select which image has the best quality and
has the most accurate visual text. The final score is calcu-
lated based on the times the respondent choose the approach
averaged on the total prompts. We collect 126 user judg-
ments from a diverse group composed of both experts in the
field and individuals with no specific background and report
the percentage of votes. As shown in Tab. 3, our method is
the most favored among all the circumstances.

5. Ablation Study

In this section, we demonstrate the effectiveness of our
components through an ablation study on the medium level.
We use OCR accuracy (Sen.Acc and NED) and CLIP score
as the main metrics, given their importance in evaluating vi-
sual text generation. All parameters are kept consistent with
those outlined in Sec. 4.1. The analysis of each component
will be presented in the following parts of this section.

SRB without AdaIN. As shown in the first two rows of
Tab. 4, the addition of Semantic Rectification Branch im-
proves the visual text accuracy. Similarly, as demonstrated
by the first column of Fig. 5, the generated visual text has a

SRB SIB AdaIN Sen. Acc NED  CLIP Score
X X X 29.12 56.99 0.3007
v X X 36.22 61.17 0.3003
v v X 36.93 64.35 0.3006
v v v 37.25 64.42 0.3027

Table 4. Ablation study. The results validate the effectiveness of
each component.

clear structure. However, this also negatively impacts text-
image consistency, as indicated by the slight drop in the
CLIP score. This occurs because the operation of replac-
ing partial latent disrupts the latent distribution and affects
the representation of other parts of the image. Thanks to the
rich semantic information in the latent, the drop is minor.

SIB without AdaIN. As illustrated in the second and
third rows of Tab. 4, Structure Injection Branch further im-
proves the accuracy. As similarly shown in the third column
of Fig. 5, this branch can structurally improve the text struc-
ture, resulting in impressive improvement. However, when
applied alone, it may disrupt image coherence, as shown in
the second column and third row of Fig. 5, where the word
"Fun’ occludes the eye. This issue arises from the lack of
semantic information in the structural prior.

AdaIN Combination. As revealed by the third and fourth
column of Fig. 5, AdaIN improves the accuracy and the har-
mony of the text and its background, lifting the CLIP score
to a new level in the Tab. 4.

6. Conclusion

In this work, we push the boundary of visual text genera-
tion by tackling the challenge of creating complex visual
texts. We present a dual-branch method STGen, which de-
composes the visual text generation into 2 branches: Se-
mantic and Structure. In Semantic Rectification Branch,
our method leverages the rich semantic information com-
posed in the latent when generating accurate visual texts in
simple scenarios to guide the generation in complex sce-
narios. In the Structure Injection Branch, we polish the vi-
sual text structure using the structural information extracted
from glyphs at the same time. For challenging scenarios,
we break them down into simpler steps to manage effec-
tively. This approach can be integrated seamlessly with the
existing visual text generation model using a dedicated Con-
trolNet for generation. To exhibit its superior performance,
we conduct extensive experiments on our proposed bench-
mark, demonstrating its excellence. Our approach offers a
straightforward yet effective way to enhance the capabili-
ties of existing visual text generation models. We believe
STGen sets the stage for real-world applications, enabling
more accurate and sophisticated visual text generation.
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Beyond Flat Text: Dual Self-inherited Guidance for Visual Text Generation

Supplementary Material

Inference
Step 1

Inference
Step 6

Output
Image

AnyText AnyText w/ SRB w/o SRB w/ SRB

Flat mask Slanted mask w/o SIB w/ SIB w/ SIB

Figure 6. Comparison of predicted z( under different infer-
ence steps in various masks. The first column is the AnyText in-
termediate results under a flat mask, AnyText can predict the struc-
ture of the texts at the very early stage of inference. The rest of the
columns show intermediates in a slanted mask using AnyText and
other operations using different methods. Our method can revise
the originally wrong texts and harmonize the background.

7. Additional Background

Latent Diffusion Models. The Latent Diffusion Models
(LDM) denoise a noisy vector z; to 2, that is mapped to an
image x( through an autoencoder, based on a text prompt y.
To sequentially remove the noise ¢, a network ¢ is trained
to minimize the loss:

L=E.yeno)lle —colzi,tc)lz,  (8)

where the ¢(y) is the conditioning embedding of the prompt
Y, Z¢ 1S a noisy vector obtained by adding noise to z( accord-
ing to the timestep ¢. During inference, provided a random
noise vector z, the trained network iteratively removes the
predicted noise to produce a latent z for T' steps. Namely,
we employ popular DDIM sampling [29] for inference:

Zt — \/ 1-— O[tGQ(Zt))
NG

predicted zg

+ \/1 —ay1 —0? - ep(z).

Zt—1 = at—l(

€))

The DDIM Sampling in general combines the predicted zg
and z; to obtain the z;_;. We mainly analyze the predicted
x¢ that is decoded from predicted z in the rest of the sec-
tion.

Adaptive Instance Normalization. The Adaptive In-
stance Normalization (AdalN) [10] is previously adopted

Achilds |
colorful |
drawing
of abig
yellow
duck
splashing
ina pond,
titled
“Quack!” .

A crayon
drawing by (2
child, a
snowman
with a f
Santa hat, I\
pine frees,
outdoors in
heavy
snowfall,
titled
"Snowman".

Figure 7. Results under different lambda. When A is -0.5, we
obtain colorful and styled visual texts in the first column. When A
is 0.5, we produce images with rich background. When X is 0, the
method degrades to vanilla AnyText.

in the task of style transfer. It substitutes mean and standard
deviation of the activations from each CNN [13] filter of the
original image with those of the style image as follows:

z — p(z)

o(x)

where = and y stand for the activation of a CNN filter
from the content image and style image, p(-) and o(-) are
channel-wise mean and standard deviation. Masui et al.
[19] further prove that the AdalN can be directly applied to
the LDM without any additional training for style transfer.

AdaIN(z,y) = a(y)( )+ uly),  (10)

8. Analysis of Predicted

As shown in Fig. 6, AnyText can produce clear and intact vi-
sual texts in structure even in the first inference step. How-
ever, once tilted, the prediction becomes blurry and wrong
as in the second column. The following columns show the
effectiveness of our method. SRB can improve the struc-
ture. The SIB further improves the structure but produces
visual texts that are not coherent with the background.

9. Additional Results

Here we provide additional results of our method. Our code
will be released upon acceptance.

9.1. Additional Quantitative Results

Hyper-parameters Sensitivity As shown in the Tab. 5,
our method shows robustness in hyper-parameters change.
The best performance is obtained when p is 0.75 at the hard
level. But the method achieves the best performance in the



Language A\ p Sen.ACC NED CLIP score
easy medium hard total easy medium hard total
-0.5 05 7133 3551 6.14 4488 8723 6298 2279 64.11 0.3005
05 05 7125 3725 6.60 4543 87.54 6442 2456 65.10 0.3027
05 025 7137 37.11 532 45.12 87.10 63.80 21.19 63.85 0.3036
English 0.5 0.75 69.60 38.39 7.16 45.10 87.33  65.54 2594 65.65 0.3006
05 125 6148 3516 6.33 40.18 8538 63.73 2544 64.11 0.3008
05 15 6947  38.92 6.48 4501 8723 65.03 2543 65.34 0.3009
05 175 69.19 38.17 6.56 4470 87.18 65.31 2540 65.39 0.3011
05 20 6888 3796 6.71 4453 87.07 6485 2526 65.17 0.3009
-0.5 05 68.61 3502 7.54 49.28 95.17 8523  66.05 87.29 0.3067
05 05 6922 3558 855 4996 9537 85.85 68.77 88.08 0.3071
05 025 7135 3542 6.16 50.70 9546 85.88  67.37 87.86 0.3076
Chinese 0.5 0.75 66.12 37.79  10.66 49.05 9454 8577 70.38 87.89 0.3058
05 125 6428 3811 10,57 48.03 9431 86.14 71.58 88.07 0.3060
05 15 6385 37.05 9.83 4740 9424 8552 70.26 87.64 0.3061
05 175 6553 3811 1029 48.12 9429 8585 7021 87.73 0.3064
05 20 6502 35091 10.11 47.88 9444 8537 69.78 87.63 0.3059

Table 5. Detailed sensitivity analysis for [, p].

easy level of Chinese and English set when p is 0.25. To
ensure fairness, we choose the performance when p is 0.5
which has a balanced performance for comparison.

9.2. Additional Qualitative Results

Choice of A\ We can observe in Fig. 7 that when A is in
the range of (0, 0.5] we can achieve background with more
diversity and in the range of [—0.5,0) the diversity of texts
is increased consistent with what we mentioned in Sec. 4.1.

Coherence with Background As shown in Fig. 8, thanks
to the rich semantic information contained in the latent with
flat visual texts, we can generate visual texts that are per-
fectly blended in with the background. The text ‘Harvest’
in the bottom right is more harmonious with the background
and is closest to the description “interwoven”.

Visual Text Diversity As shown in the first row of
Fig. 10, with proper control, our method can generate texts
in various styles and colors. The second row shows that the
generated visual texts remain to be accurate under 2 differ-
ent image styles. The third row demonstrates the robust-
ness of our method under different challenging masks. The
fourth row shows our ability to generate various visual texts
using the same prompt.

Additional Comparison with baseline. We present more
qualitative comparisons on simple slanted or curved situ-
ations in Fig. 11 and Fig. 12, and complex scenarios in
Fig. 13. Our method can generate high-quality images with
accurate visual texts in all the scenarios.

10. Details of User Study

An illustration of our user study is provided in Fig. 9. Since
the caption in the English (LAION) set are often hard for
users to understand (e.g. “carousel of carousel of carousel
of carousel of carousel of carousel of carousel of carousel
of carousel of carousel of carousel”). To produce meaning-
ful prompts that can help the user understand, we employ
LLMs to generate image prompts for user study. Here we
provide a simplified template of our instructions and exam-
ples:

1.Task instruction

I am working on a text-to-image generation task.

Each Prompt should include a scene description and

contain one or two sets of words that need to be

present in the image, enclosed in double quotes.

2. Examples

* A raccoon stands in front of the blackboard with
the words “Deep Learning” written on it

3.Trigger CoT reasoning ability of LLMs

Reasoning: Let’s think step by step......

\. J

11. Limitations

Our method still inherits the problems of the baseline Any-
Text, such as the unsatisfactory ability to generate texts on a
small scale or to generate texts in a specific font. Restricted
by the latent size, our method may not acquire accurate texts
when the text region is too small.



A serene beach at sunrise, where the An aerial view of a forest in autumn
word "CVPR" is written in the sand colors, with text "Harvest" interwoven
with gentle waves approaching in the leaves.

Ours

Figure 8. Examples of texts blend perfectly with background. Visual text generated by AnyText in the first row is often blurry and wrong.
While our method can not only generate accurate visual text but the visual text is also blended with the background perfectly.



Survey On Image Generation Quality

This survey evaluates the quality of images generated by various models. It consists of 27 questions, each
offering two options. Please choose the image you believe best meets the following criteria:

1. The text in the image is accurate, clear, and aesthetically pleasing, with no additional characters or garbled
text except as required by the prompt.

2. The image is coordinated, aesthetically pleasing, and high-quality.

Reminder:

The prompt is provided for understanding the context of the image. You may directly assess the images to make
your selection.

01 Prompt[B]:On Halloween night, a spooky landscape is adorned with eerie trees and glowing
pumpkin lanterns, while the bright and shining text "Trick" "Or" "Treat!" is boldly displayed in the
center, creating a festive atmosphere.

Figure 9. User study print screen.



Prompt: A vibrant street art mural in a lively city square, showcasing "CVPR" in artistic graffiti surrounded bright splashes of color

KT e84

A magical forest scene under moonlight, ... A forest shrouded in morning mist, ... A vibrant forest bathed in golden sunlight,... A forest under dramatic storm clouds,...

nw

Prompt: A detailed hand-drawn map of a fantasy island, forests and rivers labeled, and the words “Adventure

Awaits" written along a winding path

o

Prompt: A playful cartoon-style illustration of a cat wearing sunglasses with a speech bubble saying

"Too Cool" “Too cute" “AEE T "(Too Cool) “AF[Z T7"(Too cute)

Figure 10. Diversity demonstration.The first row demonstrates various fonts and colors a single prompt can generate. The second row
shows same texts with different prompts can still generate coherent and reasonable images. We use different masks in the third row. The
fourth row illustrates the ability to simply change the language of the generated texts.
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Additional slanted results for our method.
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Figure 12. Additional curved results for our method.
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Figure 13. Additional complex results for our method.
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