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ABSTRACT
Text-to-image models can generate visually appealing images from
text descriptions. Efforts have been devoted to improving model
controls with prompt tuning and spatial conditioning. However,
our formative study highlights the challenges for non-expert users
in crafting appropriate prompts and specifying fine-grained spatial
conditions (e.g., depth or canny references) to generate semantically
cohesive images, especially when multiple objects are involved. In
response, we introduce SketchFlex, an interactive system designed
to improve the flexibility of spatially conditioned image genera-
tion using rough region sketches. The system automatically infers
user prompts with rational descriptions within a semantic space
enriched by crowd-sourced object attributes and relationships. Ad-
ditionally, SketchFlex refines users’ rough sketches into canny-based
shape anchors, ensuring the generation quality and alignment of
user intentions. Experimental results demonstrate that SketchFlex
achieves more cohesive image generations than end-to-end models,
meanwhile significantly reducing cognitive load and better match-
ing user intentions compared to region-based generation baseline.

∗Yilin Ye is the corresponding author.
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1 INTRODUCTION
The rapid development of text-to-image (T2I) generative models,
such as Midjourney [5], Stable Diffusion [53], and DALL-E [52], has
demonstrated impressive capabilities in generating high-quality,
visually appealing images from text input. These T2I models have
been successfully utilized in various fields, including industrial
design [43], visualization design [64], and visual art creation [32].

To better control the outcomes of the T2I models, prompt-tuning
methods have been proposed to help craft more effective prompts
to generate the desired images [22, 24, 61]. However, these models
still confine users to abstract and sometimes ambiguous text modal-
ity interaction, failing to provide detailed spatial control of image
composition [69]. In response, researchers have developed various
spatial conditioning techniques to allow for more refined control
beyond prompt-based methods, including line sketches and color
blocks, as well as depth maps, segmentation maps, and pose skele-
tons commonly used in computer vision [33, 34, 38, 46, 69]. These
fine-grained spatial controls enable users to more easily translate
their creative intent into images, contributing to the widespread
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(a) Missing object (b) Wrong perspective (c) Unnatural relationship (d) Unrealistic scenario

Figure 1: Failure cases of existing methods for rough sketch based image generation: a) missing object for the green sketch, b)
wrong perspective of the man sitting on the bench, c) unnatural relationship as the man is not holding the umbrella, and d)
unrealistic scenario for water in the carriage. (a)-(c) are generated byDense Diffusion [30], (d) is generated byMultiDiffusion [10].

adoption of these tools within the generative AI (GenAI) commu-
nity.

There are differences in the way various user groups use AI
tools [55]. Although experienced users find the existing fine-grained
spatial control models highly beneficial, these models present chal-
lenges for novice users. In particular, novice users often encounter
difficulties in attempting to create fine-grained spatial controls such
as line sketches, depth maps, and semantic segmentation maps. This
challenge hinders novice users from effectively utilizing advanced
control techniques to express their creative intentions. In contrast,
the rough sketch control [10, 30, 59] offers a more accessible way for
novice users to interact with. Thesemethods allows users to roughly
sketch regions within an image and assign specific prompts to those
regions, ensuring the generated image aligns with the user’s sketch.
Existing works, such as StreamMultiDiffusion [38], incorporate
rough sketch control with latent consistency models [45] to en-
able real-time painting effects, making it easier for novice users to
express their creative intent through spatial control.

However, while rough sketch control offers convenience, it also
introduces several challenges. First, rough sketch control still re-
quires the appropriate use of text prompts to guide generative mod-
els in producing desired images. Constructing prompts that closely
align with the rough sketch presents a significant challenge (C1).
In particular, novice users often struggle to articulate the relation-
ships between objects. Second, rough sketches created by novice
users are typically of low quality. Relying solely on these rough
sketches can result in semantically incoherent images, particularly
for situations where multiple objects are involved [10]. Potential
issues include missing objects, wrong perspective, unnatural object
relationships, and unrealistic scenarios, as shown in Figure 1. The
process of refining rough sketches into high-quality spatial condi-
tions is nontrivial (C2). Moreover, current models operate primarily
in an end-to-end generation approach, which can be challenging to
generate fully satisfactory results in a single iteration and does not
align with the iterative design process [27, 40]. It is not uncommon
for one aspect of the image to meet the user’s expectations while
another falls short, making iterative refinement highly desirable.
However, the lack of an appropriately designed interactive process
can hinder iterative refinement (C3).

To address these challenges, we develop SketchFlex, an interac-
tive system designed to empower novice users to flexibly create
semantically cohesive images from rough sketches and prompts,
with key modules as follows:

(1) Sketch-aware prompt recommendation (Sect. 4.1) for refining
prompts aligned with the rough sketch (C1). Specifically,
the system employs a multimodal large language model
(MLLM) to interpret user prompts and sketches, generating
content within a semantic space designed for multi-region
spatial conditioning to ensure completeness across all re-
gions. The prompt generation is grounded in semantic knowl-
edge drawn from fine-grained visual attributes, states, and
relationships of common objects found in large-scale real-
world datasets, such as Visual Genome [35] and VAW [50],
ensuring the diversity and coherence of the refined prompt.

(2) Spatial-condition sketch refinement (Sect. 4.2) for refining
rough sketches into high-quality and intention-aligned spa-
tial conditions (C2). Sketches created by novice users often
exhibit unrealistic elements, such as uncoordinated shapes
and inappropriate sizes. This contrasts with the realistic
masks typically used to guide T2I generative models, result-
ing in dissatisfactory outcomes, particularly for images with
multiple objects. To refine the sketch, we propose a sketch
decompose-and-recompose approach: First, the decompose
stage iteratively focuses on each foreground object to gen-
erate reference images containing the object with a more
realistic and accurate shape. Second, in the recompose stage,
we leverage Segment Anything Model [31] to extract the
refined mask for each object and recompose these masks
together into one coherent mask. The mask is further cou-
pled with Canny edge [14] conditioned ControlNet to stably
generate images precisely matching user-selected shapes.

We further build a prototype interface (Sect. 4.3) that allows
users to easily perform sketch control and prompt editing for inter-
active refinement (C3). For sketch control, users can freely draw
the initial sketch and adjust the recommended sketch produced
by our decompose-and-recompose method and mask manipula-
tion for each object. For prompt editing, users can modify the de-
tailed prompt for each semantic attribute. We conduct a user study
with 12 participants to compare our system with existing baselines
(Sect. 5) in terms of outcome satisfaction (Sect. 5.3) and system
evaluation, including system feature rating (Sect. 5.4.1), and system
overall rating (Sect. 5.4.3). The results and user feedback reveal
that SketchFlex provides users with greater flexibility in expressing
their creative intent and produces more precise results that closely
align with their intentions. Finally, we discuss the applicability,
model interpretability, and ethical considerations of SketchFlex and
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similar approaches (Sect. 6). The dataset and code are available at
https://github.com/SellLin/SketchFlex.

Our contributions can be summarized as follows:
• We introduce a novel framework that integrates sketch-
aware prompt recommendation and spatial-condition sketch
refinement for sketch-based image generation, to improve
generation quality and ensure the alignment with user in-
tentions, especially for novice users.
• We design a comprehensive semantic space that incorporates
single-object visual attributes and multi-object relationships
for generating images guided by sketches. The space facili-
tates prompt recommendation and sketch refinement, with
the goal of improving spatial-semantic coherence in the gen-
erated images, especially when multiple objects are present.
• We develop a user interface that allows users to interactively
refine text prompts and sketches. A user study has been
conducted to evaluate the usability and effectiveness of the
interactive system.

2 RELATEDWORK
2.1 Generative Model Assisted Creative Painting
Recent years havewitnessed the rapid development of text-to-image
(T2I) generative models, exemplified by Midjourney [5], Stable Dif-
fusion [53], DALL-E [52] and Imagen [54]. These models have rev-
olutionized creative painting, offering rich inspiration and automa-
tion [17, 32, 57], and enabling the public to create their own visual
art without needing professional painting skills [20, 28, 55]. The
impressive capabilities of T2I models have raised concerns within
the art and design communities. A key concern is that the com-
plete control exerted by generative models may diminish human
contribution [11, 29]. Existing T2I models are predominantly de-
signed for end-to-end generation, bypassing the iterative "creation
process" that enables creators to actively explore and refine their
work [29, 37]. In contrast, traditional visual art creation with tactile
and spatial control allows users to intuitively shape and manipulate
creative projects [9, 27, 32, 40]. To address these, researchers have
been working towards human-AI co-creative painting, where AI
acts not just as an autonomous creator but as a tool that refines or
enhances the user-initiated content. Sketch-to-image [34, 46, 69]
and image-to-image [33, 53] models can take user input and lever-
age latent consistency models [38, 44, 45] to refine and accelerate
image generation with image conditioning. In particular, some of
these AI-assisted painting techniques have been integrated into
industry standard tools such as Adobe Firefly [3] and Krita [1].

However, these condition control models require high-quality
fine-grained user inputs, such as precise line drawing [69] or color
blocking [53], to achieve the desired output. When provided with
rough input, the results can be unpredictable and unsatisfactory
without accommodating a coarse-to-fine refinement process. Ex-
perts who sketch well can fully leverage these models, whilst those
with less painting ability often struggle to produce sketches that
lead to the desired results. Our work targets novice users who
may lack advanced drawing skills, but still wish to use AI-assisted
tools to create their desired images. These novice users prefer to
use rough sketches to express their ideas, which differs signifi-
cantly from the approach taken by experts [55]. To meet these

requirements, we propose sketch-aware prompt recommendation,
alongside a decompose-and-recompose strategy to refine rough
sketches into precise controls. Our approach provides an iterative
coarse-to-fine process, mimicking the natural creative workflow.

2.2 Prompt Tuning in Text-to-Image Generation
The input text description, often termed a "prompt," plays a piv-
otal role in shaping the quality of images produced by T2I models.
Therefore, designing and refining prompts is crucial for steering
the model towards generating the desired images, referred to as
"prompt tuning". Researchers have proposed guidelines for prompt
design based on experimental studies and insights from online com-
munities [62]. These guidelines highlight key elements that con-
tribute to generating high-quality images, including various types
of prompt modifiers (e.g., subject, style, quality boosters) [42, 48, 49].
Auto-prompting techniques have also been proposed, using gradi-
ent descent to optimize or modify generated images by identifying
enhanced or negative prompts [23, 51, 58]. These methods are of-
ten paired with prompt datasets for better performance and guid-
ance [15, 25]. In addition, interactive systems have been developed,
allowing users to interactively align the prompts with their inten-
tions [12, 18, 22, 24, 61, 68]. Some systems typically allow users to
input an initial prompt, which is then refined through recommen-
dations based on prompt datasets [62], followed by visualizations
that enable users to perceive and adjust the prompt.

Most of these interactive prompting systems primarily focus
on refining text prompts. Recently, some efforts have been made
to support direct image manipulation, such as inpainting [18, 61].
However, these works primarily optimize the visual appearance
of specific regions, often neglecting the coherence across multi-
ple regions. While LLMs have been employed to refine prompts
with specific requirements such as format, style, and spatial ar-
rangement [56, 67], our experiments reveal that these approaches
lack the ability to infer users’ spatial control intents accurately.
To address this challenge, we integrate crowd-sourced data with
fine-grained object attributes and relationships, to enhance the
reasoning process, ensuring that the results are coherent and reflec-
tive of real-world scenarios. Our system allows for direct sketch
modifications, and the prompt refinement is updated automatically,
enhancing the overall user experience.

2.3 Spatial Control in Text-to-Image Generation
Relying solely on text-based conditioning for T2I generation models
often falls short of meeting the diverse and complex needs of real-
world applications, particularly when it comes to expressing precise
spatial information [69]. Recent reseach on spatial control of pre-
trained T2I models introduces novel spatial conditional controls
using canny [14], depth maps [36], and segmentation maps [72].
These methods, however, present challenges for users who may not
have expertise in computer science or art. For instance, preparing a
canny-like sketch requires either preprocessing a reference image
or possessing painting skills, which are time-consuming and require
steep learning curve for novice users. Alternatively, region-based
spatial control allows users to specify prompts in different regions to
guide the generation, which demands less in terms of spatial input
from the user. Current region-based methods can be categorized

https://github.com/SellLin/SketchFlex
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into two groups: training-based and training-free. Training-based
methods [39, 59, 71] offer stronger control compared to training-
free methods, but require retraining for newmodels that often cause
style shifts due to updates in the model weights [56]. Training-free
methods [10, 16, 21, 30, 65] bypass the need for model retraining
by utilizing T2I models internal mechanisms to constrain prompts
to specific areas of the image.

Despite its advantages, region-based generation struggles to pro-
duce precise and consistent content within specified regions and is
highly dependent on the quality of the prompt. We leverage sketch-
aware prompt recommendation with crowd-sourced datasets to
generate high-quality prompts that are consistent with real-world
scenarios. In addition, we propose a decompose-and-recompose
strategy that combines the advantages of high-quality spatial con-
trol and the flexibility of region-based generation. The strategy
entails decomposing a rough region sketch with multiple objects
into individual objects, refining detailed spatial conditions for each
object, and all spatial conditions to produce the final output. This
process not only ensures that the final output aligns with the user’s
intent but also maintains ease of use.

3 PRELIMINARY STUDY
To understand the practice of T2I generative models, we conducted
in-depth interviews with eight users about their experience of
using GenAI. We aim to identify the advantages and limitations
of existing T2I generative models and identify design goals for
potential improvement beyond existing methods.

3.1 Study Design
Participants. We recruited eight users of GenAI aged between
25 and 33 (4 females and 4 males), including four PhD students
studying Digital Media or Computer Science (P1, P2, P7, P8), one
UI/UX designer (P3) and three game concept designers (P4-P6).
All users have experience using popular generative models and
tools like Stable Diffusion and Midjourney, with varying degree of
expertise in GenAI, including four novice users with less than 6
months’ usage (P1, P2, P4, P7), and four expert users with at least
one-year experience and familiar with different models (P3, P5, P6,
P8). In terms of painting expertise, three novices (P1, P7, P8) have
no experience in painting, one beginner (P2) has limited knowledge
about painting, and four experts (P3-P6) are proficient in painting.
Procedure. Each interview lasted 60–90 minutes. Initially, par-
ticipants were asked to provide a self-introduction, focusing on
their experience in GenAI usage, with questions like "have you
used any text-to-image models like Midjourney or Stable Diffusion?".
Next, we explored various scenarios in which participants used or
would like to use generative models, using both live demonstrations
with Stable Diffusion or Midjourney together with explanations
of prompt-based and spatial control. Finally, we engaged in an
open discussion about the advantages and limitations of the use
cases presented, as well as the participants’ expectations for future
developments.

3.2 Findings
Two authors independently used open coding to analyze and code
audio-recorded user feedback, generating initial codes to capture

key insights from participants’ experiences and expectations. The
first author then worked with another co-author to refine and
validate the themes through iterative discussions. Based on this
analysis, we distilled three primary user requirements, which are
summarized as follows:

3.2.1 Rough sketch based spatial control is preferable by novice
users. Users with varying levels of experience exhibit different
preferences in using spatial conditioning models. Experienced users
in both GenAI and painting (P3, P6) have integrated these models
into their workflow, significantly increasing their productivity. P6
shared his experience: "we create a line draft or use 3D modeling to
generate a DepthMap, then use ControlNet for drawing." Conversely,
novice users in either GenAI or painting, despite being aware of
spatial control features, often find these models difficult to use or
insufficiently flexible to meet their expectations. Some novice users
in GenAI (e.g., P1, P4, P7) explained that these methods involve a
steep learning curve, with program settings being overly complex.
For instance, P7 noted, "I have tried using Canny, for example, but
it doesn’t understand my sketch very well. You need to adjust some
settings, such as the guidance coefficient." Similarly, novice users
in painting described a reliance on pre-existing spatial conditions
found online, which limited their ability to fully realize their creative
intentions. "I usually search images on the internet that are similar
to what I want, like a person with a specific posture. Then I use the
searched image to apply ControlNet. But in most cases, the searched
image does not fully meet my expectations. Sometimes I can’t even
find an existing image that is close to my idea," explained P8.

Novice painters expressed strong interest in spatial control through
rough sketches. Participants with a professional painting back-
ground preferred to use line sketches and color blocks, as these
techniques closely aligned with their established drawing work-
flows and design practices. In contrast, novice painters prefer scrib-
bles or regions, as these methods offer greater flexibility and require
less precision when representing image elements. P7 envisioned
an interaction approach suited to their needs: "If I just draw a stick
man, it knows it is a person. Then if I draw a few lines, it knows that
it is an ocean. And a simple circle would represent the sun."

3.2.2 Combining prompt tuning and spatial control is challenging.
Some participants familiar with spatial conditioning models re-
ported that prompt tuning becomes more difficult given extra spa-
tial conditions. This challenge arises from a potential misalignment
between spatial conditions and prompts. Such misalignment mostly
occur when the intended image contains multiple objects. P5 found
that the prompt must match the spatial condition between objects,
and had to curate proper words for such prompt each time. P6
shared a similar point, "The count is important—if there are three
people in your conditioned image but your prompt does not specify
three people, the model might generate the wrong number. Relation-
ships are also crucial; If you don’t specify connections, the generated
result can seem disjointed, which is especially prominent in multi-
diffusion." The MultiDiffusion model [10] is one of control methods
that P6 frequently uses for region control. Regarding the prompting
difficulty, both P5 and P6 expressed a desire for a tool that could
recommend prompts based on spatial conditions to reduce their
time and cognitive load. Despite these challenges were primarily
raised by experienced participants, as novice users rarely engage
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User Input Prompt Recommendation Spatial-Condition Sketch Refinement
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Dog
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Result
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Figure 2: SketchFlex mainly consists of three components: (1) sketch-aware prompt recommendation that support users in
crafting effective prompts for the rough sketch; (2) object shape refinement through single object decomposition and generation;
and (3) spatial adjustment and anchoring of object shapes.

with these techniques, it is clear that prompt tuning would be even
more difficult for novice users.

3.2.3 Iterative generation and refinement is difficult in end-to-end
generation. All participants mentioned that refining end-to-end
generated results is challenging. Specifically, they often want to
change a part of the generated image while keeping other elements
unchanged, as it is hard to generate image that all parts fulfill
their requirement. However, even minor adjustments to the prompt
or spatial condition can lead to significant changes in the entire
generated image. P3 noted, "In a project, I used a reference image and
made a slight change to the prompt, like adding ‘wearing glasses’ to
the description. The result looked similar, but it was just...different." P8
also shared, "I use AI-generated images to illustrate the scene layout
for my project, including environment settings, object positioning, and
content alignment. In most cases, it’s sufficient if the generated image
fulfills two of these three requirements. However, in my experience,
achieving all three requirements without iterating on specific areas
is impossible." Some experienced GenAI users employ techniques
like in-painting or use Photoshop for manual regional editing, but
such methods require additional efforts. P3 explained, "I use in-
painting and Photoshop to edit the parts I want to change. First, I
break down the elements in the image using Photoshop, then in-paint
or manually re-draw some of them. It’s time-consuming, and the
in-painting doesn’t have the same coherent effect as generating the
image from scratch." These feedback suggest that users require an
iterative generation process that can progressively adjust specific
parts to reach a satisfactory outcome.

3.3 Design Goals
The formative study illustrates the diverse methods available for
spatially controlling T2I models and the needs for users in using
these methods. However, the study also highlights that novice users
often find it challenging to fine-tune prompts and prepare spatial
conditions to match their intended outcomes with AI-generated
images. Our goal is to empower users with limited expertise in art
and computer science to more freely create with GenAI. To achieve
this, the design of a new interactive tool supporting this application
should incorporate user-friendly interactions for more flexible, less
demanding input and iteration while delivering high-quality results
aligned with user intentions.

Based on our findings, we propose the following design goals for
SketchFlex to enhance flexible spatial control in image generation,
specifically tailored for novice users.

• G1: Providing Flexible Spatial Control. SketchFlex aims
to empower novice users to easily and intuitively achieve
spatial control without requiring expertise in computer sci-
ence or painting. This control should allow users to input
rough spatial conditions and provide tools for refining and
enhancing the final generated result. Based on the study,
we will implement region control as the rough sketch input
preferred by novice users.
• G2:Automating PromptTuning for Spatial Conditioned
T2I Generation. SketchFlex should include an automated
prompt tuning feature that considers both spatial conditions
and the initial text prompt. This can reduce the cognitive
load of users while ensuring the generation of high-quality,
cohesive images that accurately reflect the user’s intent.
• G3: Enhancing Flexibility in Image Adjustment by De-
composed Generation. SketchFlex should implement a de-
composed generation approach, allowing users to make ad-
justments at the level of individual objects or elements within
the image to facilitate iterative generation. This will help
avoid unintended changes to the overall image when mak-
ing local adjustments in different generation rounds, thus
iteratively improving user control and satisfaction.

4 SKETCHFLEX SYSTEM
Based on the design goals, we design SketchFlex, an interactive
system that allows users to generate images controlled by inputs of
rough sketches and simple prompts, while generating semantically
cohesive and region-controlled images. The overall framework of
SketchFlex is shown in Figure 2. The framework consists of three
stages: 1) the user can draw a sketch, assign a corresponding re-
gional prompt, and use automatic prompt recommendation to refine
their initial prompt (G1, G2); 2) the sketch with object decomposi-
tion and single-object generation (G3); and 3) spatial adjustment
and anchoring of object shapes (G1, G3).



CHI ’25, April 26-May 1, 2025, Yokohama, Japan Lin et al.

Sketch-awared Completed PromptMulti-modal Prompt

MLLM 

User Input

 Direction

 Relationship: 

looking at、facing to、
heading towards



A is riding on B、A is 
holding hands with B

Semantic Space

Single Object Cross Object

age、color、texture           






 Attribute：




standing、

running、holding





 State：




human、dog、girl




  

 Type：





 Reference

Girl

Girl

GirlGrass

Sky Dog

Cat

Cat

next to
holding

short hair, joyful

small, furry

Outdoor scene

Cat

Attribute small plait, grey 
hoodie,full body, 
youthful,short hair, joyful 
expression

State Jumping in the air,waving its pulm

Direction Girl facing    
towards cat, 

Cat facing towards girl



Relationship
Girl ready to catch 

the cat




Attribute  blue sky, clowdy, 
grassy,daylight

Girl

Attribute black and white, small, furry, agile, playful, 
full body visible

State      standing, two arm 
extent forward,sideways

Semantic Dataset

next to holding

petting facing
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Figure 3: Our sketch-aware prompt recommendation first builds a semantic space through data-driven analysis of key semantic
elements covering single object and cross object properties. Then the semantic space is integrated with retrieval of attributes
and relationships reference from semantic dataset. Finally, these semantic guidance is combined with users’ initial sketch to
form a sketch-aware multi-modal prompt to the MLLM to support spatial-aware inference.

4.1 Sketch-Aware Prompt Recommendation
Crafting effective prompts for rough sketch-based image generation
is a challenging task, as users must not only create prompts for each
individual region but also ensure coherence across the entire image.
We introduce a prompt recommendation method that automatically
enhances the user’s initial input, to produce a spatially cohesive
prompt that aligns with the overall composition. Figure 3 shows
the overall workflow of this process.

Table 1: Common examples in the semantic space across
various T2I description datasets.

Space Item Property Instance

Single Object
Type Man, Car, Dog, Tree, Window

Table, Ocean, Park, Wall
Attribute Wooden, Tall, Red, Large

Fluffy, Round, Slim, Silver
State Standing, Moving, Swaying,

Broken, Sleeping, Lying

Cross Object Direction Facing to, Aligned in,
Diagonally placed

Relationship Next to, Under, Parked on,
Sitting by, Supporting

Overall
Lightning Natrual daylight, indoor lighting,

Soft light, Moon light
Camera Close-up shot, Wide-angle shot,

Overhead shot, Extreme long shot
Style Realistic, Minimalist, Cinematic,

Abstractm, Anime, Oil painting

4.1.1 Semantic Space Reasoning. Previous prompt-tuning meth-
ods have primarily focused on text-to-image models, which offer
limited support for refining individual region prompts and often
struggle to ensure cohesiveness across the entire image. To ad-
dress this, the first step is to identify the types of prompts needed
to generate a coherent image under rough sketch-based control.
Specifically, we define an "semantic space" that provides intuitive
guidance that helps users to easily input and adjust their prompts
in the appropriate regions. The process of constructing this se-
mantic space involves analyzing online sources [2, 6, 62, 66] and
prompt-guideline literature [42, 48, 49] to identify critical elements
that contribute to high-quality image generation. Additionally, ex-
amining image description datasets in computer vision—including
traditional task datasets [13, 35, 50] and recent datasets tailored
for image generation [47]—helps uncover relevant dimensions for
describing images.

We summarize these prompt aspects and conduct experiments
to identify the key components essential for high-quality output.
Table 1 presents the common dimensions and example instances of
the identified semantic space within the T2I datasets. The specific
elements within the space are listed below.

• Single Object Prompt contains local prompts for each sin-
gle object. It contains type of the object; attribute of object
including main attributes such as color, texture, shape; and
state indicates how the object acts, including still, standing,
running, etc. The background is a special object that only
has type and attribute.
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Figure 4: Spatial-condition sketch refinement can help novice users refine their sketch by generating more realistic and accurate
sketch for each object through single object decomposition and generation, and subsequently allowing users to interactively
refine the sketch by object selection and spatial adjustment.

Table 2: Example Statistics of objects, attributes and relationships in Visual Genome [35] and VAW [50].

Space Item 1st 2nd 3rd 20th 50th
Object window (52k) man (52k) shirt (39k) trees (17k) sidewalk (8k)
Attribute white (311k) black (195k) blue (118k) clear (15k) colorful (5.8k)
Relationship on (645k) has (245k) in (219k) sitting on (13k) laying on (3.5k)

• Cross Object Prompt explicitly specifies how objects in
different regions interact, which is crucial for the coherence
of the generated image. It includes direction of objects and
relationship that multiple objects interact with each other.
• Overall Prompt does not directly affect multi-object cohe-
siveness but allows users to optionally specify the overall
visual effect, including lighting, style and camera.

Figure 3 (right) illustrates a completed semantic space for a
sketch featuring a girl, a cat, and a background (i.e., areas without
objects). Once the individual prompt components are defined, the
separate prompts within a single region are concatenated into one
unified prompt using commas (e.g., "type: girl, attribute: long hair"
becomes "girl, long hair").

4.1.2 Sketch-Augmented Prompting. While the semantic space sim-
plifies the prompt input and adjustment process, manually entering
all prompts and identifying the appropriate ones can still be labor
intensive and cognitively demanding, particularly when dealing
with many objects. To alleviate this burden, we utilize a MLLM
GPT-4o, to automatically complete the semantic space based on the
user’s sketch and initial prompt.

Specifically, the user’s initial prompt and rough sketch are input
into the MLLM, with the semantic space acting as a contextual
guide within the prompt template. The model generates prompts
to populate the semantic space, incorporating both the initial input
prompt and the sketch. It utilizes spatial reasoning, guided by the
Chain-of-Thought [63] strategy, to account for the shape, location,
and interaction of the objects within the user’s sketch. However,
relying solely on the MLLM to fill the semantic space can be risky,
as it may overfit to certain content or produce results with reduced
coherence [15]. To address this, we further enhance the process by

retrieving reference attributes and relationships between objects
from crowd-sourced text-image datasets based on real-world im-
ages [35, 50]. The datasets are organized into a dictionary, where
object names serve as keys and their corresponding attributes or
relationships are stored as values. During retrieval, SketchFlex ran-
domly samples 𝑘 = 10 examples from the values based on the given
object names as keys, providing the MLLM with reference data.
The raw datasets are sourced and publicly available from [35, 50].
Example statistics are shown in Table 2. The rich semantics in these
datasets enhance both diversity and coherence in the completed
semantic space.

The overall prompt generation process, as shown in Figure 3,
incorporates user input, semantic space, and retrieved attributes and
relationships to guide generation.We employ few-shot learning [60]
to enhance the quality and robustness of the generated prompts.

4.2 Spatial-Condition Sketch Refinement
To help users refine their rough sketches into fine-grained shapes
that align with their intentions and allow for iterative refinement,
we propose a decompose-and-recompose approach. As Figure 4
shows, the sketch is first decomposed into individual objects. The
users can then generate, select, and adjust the desired single-object
images. Finally, these selected objects, along with their spatial con-
ditions, are combined to generate the final result.

4.2.1 Single Object Decomposition. Instead of directly using a sin-
gle object sketch for generation, we first classify objects into two
categories: thing as foreground object with specific shapes, such as
humans, animals, or chairs, and stuff as background object without
a defined shape, like oceans, grass, or sky, based on [13]. To classify
an object, we compute the word embedding of its type and find
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Figure 5: Ablation study shows that prompt recommendation avoids common issues like missing objects and unrealistic
relationships while sketch refinement further enhances fine-grained control.

the nearest match in a category list containing "things" and "stuff"
in the object list in the COCO-Stuff dataset [13]. During single
object decomposition stage, each thing object is extracted using
FAST SAM (Segment Anything) [70], to make sure the single object
generation maximally preserves consistency to the original sketch.
Once the single object sketch is decomposed, the generation of
each individual object is carried out. Since the goal is to generate
fine-grained object shapes but not the final image, the process can
be accelerated by using low-step inference (6 steps) with the Light-
ning Diffusion model [45] and a lower resolution (512x512). In our
experiment, generating 12 images took approximately 4 seconds
on a GTX 4090.

To ensure that the generated result aligns more closely with
the user’s sketch, we filter the generated images based on the In-
tersection over Union (IoU) and CLIP score [26], which measure
spatial correspondence and semantic alignment, respectively, be-
tween the user sketch and the generated single object. We compute
a weighted sum of the IoU and CLIP scores, then sort the images
and select the top four for the user to choose from. Once the user
selects an image containing the desired object shape, the target
object is automatically extracted using FAST SAM [70]. Each object
with refined shape will automatically replace the original rough
sketch. If users have no desired image in one generation, they can
perform multi-round generation until finding the desired one. Fig-
ure 4 shows an example in which the rough sketch of a girl and a
dog is refined to specific shapes.

4.2.2 Single Object Adjustment. Our system provides flexible con-
trol not only over the shapes of objects but also over their size and
position. As shown in Figure 4 , users can easily adjust the size and
spatial placement of each object. Once adjustments are made, the
corresponding single object shape mask is moved accordingly. All
individual object shapes are then combined into an "anchor" image.
Shape anchoring refers to the process of fixing the object shapes in
the generated result. To apply this shape anchoring, we extract the
edges of the selected object using Canny edge detection and feed
them into ControlNet to ensure that the final output adheres to the
user’s shape preferences. Once users have made their desired ad-
justments, they can generate an image with the exact fine-grained
shapes they prefer.

A related issue with the original rough sketch-based generation
is that a single prompt is applied to each region separately. To gen-
erate images that capture relationships between objects, we create
a joint mask, i.e., the union of object masks, for two related objects,
allowing the relationship prompt to influence the interaction be-
tween them. Equation 1 illustrates the creation of a joint mask for
the relationship between region 𝑖 and region 𝑗 , where ⊕ denotes
the concatenation operation.

𝑀𝑖 𝑗 = [𝑀𝑖 ⊕ 𝑀𝑗 ] . (1)

However, using a joint mask alone can sometimes result in mul-
tiple objects being generated within a single object area. To address
this, we apply negative prompts to exclude objects outside the in-
tended region, preventing unwanted elements from appearing in
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the wrong areas, as shown in Equations 2-3. In Equation 2, the cross-
attention map that correlates text and image patches is updated
such that the text embedding𝐶𝑖 is amplified by a scalar 𝜆𝑚𝑖

within
the masked region𝑀𝑖 . In Equation 3, the relationship embedding
condition is reinforced within𝑀𝑖 𝑗 , while the influence of 𝐶𝑖/𝐶 𝑗 is
reduced in the complementary areas.

𝐴𝑖 ← 𝜆𝑚𝑖
·𝐶𝑖 ⊙ 𝑀𝑖 , (2)

𝐴(𝑖, 𝑗 ) ← 𝜆𝑚𝑖 𝑗
·𝐶𝑖 𝑗⊙𝑀𝑖 𝑗−𝜆𝑚𝑖 𝑗

·𝐶𝑖⊙(𝑀𝑖 𝑗−𝑀𝑖 )−𝜆𝑚𝑖 𝑗
·𝐶 𝑗⊙(𝑀𝑖 𝑗−𝑀𝑗 ) .

(3)
Figure 5 shows the ablation results of our system’s functions.

Without prompt recommendation and sketch refinement, the rough
sketch-based generation often produces undesirable outcomes, such
as missing objects, unrealistic relationships, and incorrect perspec-
tives. By incorporating our prompt recommendation, which refines
prompts to be spatially aligned with the sketch, the results become
more stable and coherent, with the generated objects closely match-
ing the original sketch. Finally, with prompt recommendation and
sketch refinement, users can achieve fine-grained control, enabling
them to generate detailed results that align with their sketches and
creative intentions. For example, in the first column, the posture
of the man lying on the chair with both arms spread out is more
accurately captured in our result compared to the other two. In the
third column, the girl’s head is positioned slightly to the right and
below the car within the mask, which aligns with our result. In
contrast, in the other two results, the girl’s head overlaps with the
car, resulting in an incorrect spatial relationship.

4.3 System Interface
The interface of SketchFlex is built with a back-end based on Python
and a front-end based on Vue.js with additional Fabric.js-supported
canvas interactions. As shown in Figure 6, the SketchFlex system
consists of four main views: Canvas view, Prompt Recommend view,
Sketch Refine view, and Result view.

Canvas view. The Canvas view (Figure 6 (a)) is the main play-
ground of our systemwhere users interactively specify initial spatial
control. Its main body is a canvas on which users can freely draw
rough sketches of different colors corresponding to different types
of objects. On the right side is a series of control buttons that allow
users to perform basic brush control such as changing stroke width,
switching to eraser and undoing previous stroke.

Prompt Recommend view. As shown in Figure 6 (b), in this
view, users can input sophisticated prompt based on our seman-
tic space to control the sketch of each individual object or back-
ground. They can choose from manual input or click the Inference
button upon finishing the sketch on Canvas view to leverage our
sketch-aware prompt recommendation to automatically suggest
the appropriate prompt for each dimension.

Sketch Refine view. This view enables users to utilize our
spatial-conditioned sketch refinement method to refine their ini-
tial sketch by selecting a more realistic and precise recommended
sketch for each object. The refined sketch is displayed on a canvas
on the right, where users can further adjust the position and size.
For example, as shown in Figure 6 (c), the users refine the sketches
for both girl and boy.
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Result view. Finally, the Result view (Figure 6 (d)) displays
the generated images. Users can choose the number of generated
samples to show. They can also save their favorite results.

5 EVALUATION
To evaluate the effectiveness of SketchFlex, we conducted a user
study comparing SketchFlex with two baseline systems: a text-to-
image (T2I) and a region-to-image (R2I) generation system. We
focus on how well our system supports novice users in creating im-
ages with minimal input while offering greater control and higher-
quality outcomes compared to existing methods. Specifically, we
assess: 1) quantitative comparison of user performance between
baseline systems and SketchFlex, 2) user satisfaction with the gen-
erated images compared to baseline systems, 3) the effectiveness of
the system’s features, and 4) the overall usefulness of the system.

5.1 Experiment Setup
5.1.1 Participants. We recruited 12 participants (7 males, 5 fe-
males), aged from 18 to 30, most of whom were postgraduate stu-
dents from a research university with diverse backgrounds in art,
design, and computer science. In terms of experience in GenAI, 9
participants were novice users with less than one year or no expe-
rience, 2 participants had more than one year of experience, and 1
participant had over a year of experience. Regarding painting skills,
5 participants had no formal training, 5 had basic painting skills,
and 2 were proficient. All participants were invited to take part in
the user study in person.

5.1.2 Baseline Models. Since our focus is on novice users, we
choose baseline image generative models that are easy to use and
widely adopted by beginners. We select two methods: T2I genera-
tion and R2I generation, both of which allow hands-on exploration
without requiring advanced expertise:

• T2I Generation serves as a foundational approach, where
users generate images solely based on text input. It is con-
sidered a baseline due to its simplicity and widespread use
among novices.
• R2I Generation allows users to specify prompts for particu-
lar areas within the canvas, providing more control over the
final image. For this purpose, we employed a state-of-the-
art region-based generative model, with a Dense Diffusion
method [30, 56], which offers advanced control while re-
maining accessible to novice users.

5.1.3 System Implementation. To ensure a fair comparison, all im-
age generative models, including those in our system and the base-
line systems, were build on the same backbone: the 𝐶𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑟 𝑓 𝑢𝑙𝑋𝐿 −
𝐿𝑖𝑔ℎ𝑡𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑔model [4]. This model is a fine-tuned version of the SDXL
model, optimized for generating images with high aesthetic scores,
ensuring consistency in prompt interpretation, image quality, and
style across all comparisons. For T2I generation, users were asked
to use the Stable Diffusion WebUI [6], which is the most widely
used local web platform. For both the R2I generation system and
SketchFlex, they are implemented within the same web application,
as illustrated in Figure 6. Both the R2I system and SketchFlex allow
users to sketch in the same way; however, in the R2I generation

condition, the advanced features of SketchFlex are disabled. Specifi-
cally, in the R2I condition, users can only access a sketch board and
a single text box to specify prompts for the selected region, without
the sketch-aware prompt recommendation and spatial-condition
sketch refinement.

5.1.4 Procedure. Each participant followed the procedure as out-
lined below. Users were allowed to take a break after each task.
• Introduction. We began by collecting demographic infor-
mation from the participants and obtaining their consent
to participate in the study and allow for the collection and
analysis of the result data. Following this, we introduced
both our system and the baseline systems, explaining their
functionality. Participants were then given five minutes to
freely explore and familiarize themselves with each system.
• Close-Ended Task. We carefully designed two image gen-
eration tasks. The first task involved generating a simple
image featuring two main objects, while the second, more
complex task required creating an image with four main
objects, with more intricate relationships between them. For
each task, we provided a reference image and participants
were asked to use both the baseline systems and our system
to generate images as similar as possible to the given refer-
ence image. To accommodate different creative preferences,
we offered three style options: realistic, animated, and paint-
ing, allowing participants to freely choose their preferred
style for each task. Task assignment order was randomized
to mitigate learning effects between tasks. The tool assign-
ment order was fixed to T2I, R2I, and SketchFlex. This order
ensures that there is no explicit prior knowledge leakage
from advanced tool to baselines. For instance, using R2I after
SketchFlex could result in participants already knowing the
recommended prompt from SketchFlex when they use the
R2I system, which should not be available to users in the
baselines.
• Open-Ended Task. The open-ended task allowed users to
freely create their own work using our system without any
constraints. They were encouraged to explore and exper-
iment, using their own ideas throughout the process. To
ensure the tasks accurately reflected real-world scenarios
and iterative exploration, images in both the close-ended and
open-ended tasks were generated using random seeds. The
random seeds enable users to iteratively explore different
results, simulating real-world conditions of free generation.
• Survey and Interview. After completing the tasks, partici-
pants were asked to fill out a 7-point Likert scale question-
naire to assess the system’s outcome satisfaction, feature
usability, and overall performance. For system features, we
focused on prompt recommendation, single object decompo-
sition, and single object adjustment. In terms of overall per-
formance, participants rated the system based on its useful-
ness, flexibility, controllability, and engagement. Following
the questionnaire, we conducted a semi-structured interview
with each participant to gather detailed feedback on their
experience using our system. For brevity, we use parentheses
(e.g., 5/12) to indicate the number of users who agreed or
disagreed during the interview.
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Figure 7: Outcome satisfaction survey indicates that SketchFlex significantly outperforms the baseline text-to-image model and
region-to-image model in image quality, cohesiveness and intention alignment.

5.2 Quantitative Evaluation of User
Performance

We evaluated user performance on close-ended tasks using Intersec-
tion over Union (IoU), which measures the area alignment between
objects in reference images and user-generated results. To segment
object masks (e.g., girl, cat in Task 1 and girl, boy, train in Task
2), we employed Segment Anything (SAM) [31] for open-set seg-
mentation and Dino [41] for semantic guidance. A higher IoU score
indicates better alignment and superior performance.

Table 3: User performance in close-ended task measured by
IoU.

Methods Task 1 Task 2 Overall
mean SD mean SD mean SD

Text-to-Image (T2I) 0.312 0.115 0.316 0.083 0.314 0.100
Region-to-Image (R2I) 0.440 0.105 0.396 0.099 0.418 0.102
SketchFlex 0.613 0.073 0.456 0.107 0.535 0.092

The results are shown in Table 3. Overall, SketchFlex achieved
an IoU score of 0.535, outperforming the T2I method (0.314) and
the R2I method (0.418). We first performed Kruskal-Wallis tests to
evaluate the significant difference among the three methods and
Welch’s t-tests to measure the significant difference between each
two methods. Tasks 1 and 2 produced Kruskal-Wallis test results
with 𝑝 < 0.001 and 𝑝 < 0.05. In task 1, SketchFlex achieved a
score of 0.613, significantly outperforming T2I (0.312, 𝑝 < 0.001)
and R2I (0.440, 𝑝 < 0.001). However, in Task 2, the performance
gap narrows, with SketchFlex scoring 0.456 compared to T2I (0.316,
𝑝 < 0.01) and R2I (0.396, 𝑝 = 0.19).

Task complexity appears to play a key role in these trends. Task
1 involves fewer objects (two) with larger areas, making it easier for
users to adjust object shapes and sizes. In contrast, task 2 features
three smaller objects, requiring more precise arrangement to match
the reference image, which increases difficulty. This is further re-
flected in the standard deviation (SD) values. In task 1, SketchFlex
has a lower SD (0.073), indicating more consistent performance,
while in Task 2, its SD increases to 0.107—slightly higher than T2I
(0.083) and R2I (0.099). By analyzing the result, we find that firstly
the flexibility of SketchFlex allows users to make more subjective
decisions about how to align masks with the reference image, and
such subjective gap is enlarged in more complex task. For instance,
some users focus on the size of objects while overlooking their exact

positions, or vice versa, resulting in inconsistent outcomes across
different users. Also, while skilled users of painting can leverage
this flexibility to achieve highly accurate results, less experienced
users may struggle with detailed manipulations, leading to greater
variability in performance. We further discuss the different perfor-
mance for users with different skill levels in Section 6.2. Finally,
while the R2I method (0.418) performs better than T2I (0.314), its
improvement is more modest compared to SketchFlex, as loosely
defined regions lack consistent size, shape, and position, limiting
its precision and overall effectiveness.

5.3 Outcome Satisfaction
5.3.1 Quantitative Comparison. We compared the results gener-
ated from our system with those produced by the two baselines
in close-ended tasks. Outcome satisfaction was evaluated across
three key dimensions: Intention Alignment, which measures how
well the generated result aligns with the user’s intended outcome;
Cohesiveness, which assesses whether the generated image in-
cludes all objects specified in the prompt and whether they are
depicted in a natural state with coherent relationships; and Image
Quality, which evaluates the overall quality of the image, including
resolution, color vibrancy, visual appeal, and absence of distortion.

To determine significant differences between approaches, we
first performed Kruskal-Wallis tests, followed by pairwiseWilcoxon
signed-rank tests with Bonferroni correction for p-values (𝛼 = 0.05).
Significant values are reported at the levels of 𝑝 < 0.05(∗), 𝑝 <

0.01(∗∗), and 𝑝 < 0.001(∗ ∗ ∗). All three evaluated dimensions
yielded Kruskal-Wallis test results with 𝑝 < 0.001. Figure 7 presents
user ratings in terms of outcome satisfaction.

• Image Quality. SketchFlex ’s outcomes (mean = 6.17, SD
= 0.55) significantly outperformed both the text-to-image
method (mean = 3.75, SD = 1.78, 𝑝 < 0.01) and the region-
based image generation method (mean = 4.33, SD = 1.31, 𝑝 <
0.01) in terms of image quality. While all participants agreed
that the image quality produced by SketchFlex was superior,
most (8/12) felt that the gap in image quality between the
methods was not substantial. This can be attributed to the
backbone model, which is fine-tuned to generate images
with high aesthetic scores, demonstrating strong generative
capabilities across different conditions. Additionally, half of
the participants (7/12) reported that region-based genera-
tion with initial prompts sometimes resulted in lower image



CHI ’25, April 26-May 1, 2025, Yokohama, Japan Lin et al.

Task 1

P3 P6

P8P1

Task 2

Reference Image Text-to-Image Region-based Generation SketchFlex Reference Image Text-to-Image Region-based Generation SketchFlex

Figure 8: Outcome examples of Task 1 and Task2 show that while region-based generation offers better spatial control than
Text-to-Image, it can not perform precise control, SketchFlex can help users more precisely replicate the spatial composition of
the given reference than other two baselines.

quality compared to text-to-image generation under simi-
lar prompt settings. For instance, P6 mentioned, "I wrote a
very simple prompt for the colored regions and didn’t write a
prompt for the background, and the generated result ended up
being just some decorative patterns without any meaningful
content." This occurs because prompts are more critical in
region-based models, and when certain areas are left without
specific prompts, it can result in noticeable defects in image
quality. This observation partially explains why there was no
significant gap between the text-to-image and region-based
image generation methods (𝑝 = 0.159).
• Cohesiveness. The results show that SketchFlex generates
more cohesive images (mean = 5.92, SD = 0.64) compared
to both text-to-image (mean = 3.50, SD = 1.19, 𝑝 < 0.01)
and region-based image generation (mean = 4.25, SD = 1.42,
𝑝 < 0.01). Half of the participants (7/12) reported that the
low cohesiveness in images generated by the text-to-image
method was due to misunderstandings about the number of
objects or the mixing of attributes between different objects,
while region-based generation improved this issue through
region control(𝑝 < 0.05). A few participants (3/12) reported
that the improvement of outcome in cohesiveness by Sketch-
Flex compared to region-based generation was largely due to
the prompt recommendation system, which assigns coherent
prompts to specific regions. As P3 noted, "When I only used
simple prompts for the region-based generation, it often missed
some objects. But once the system filled in these prompts, the
entire image looked much better, with all the objects appearing
in the right place" (P3, Figure 8).
• IntentionAlignment. Participants gave significantly higher
ratings for SketchFlex in generating intention-aligned im-
ages (mean = 6.16, SD = 0.89) compared to the text-to-image
method (mean = 3.16, SD = 1.34, 𝑝 < 0.01) and the region-
based image generation method (mean = 4.08, SD = 1.55,

𝑝 < 0.01). All participants noted that the precise shape fix-
ing and spatial adjustments made it much easier to create the
desired image. P9 remarked, "I can easily adjust the location
and relationships between objects, and it closely matches the
image in my mind after I make adjustments." P7 also noted,
"The system allows me to first fix the content of the image
in my mind... The interpretation of text varies, but this visu-
ally maps what I am thinking." Additionally, two participants
mentioned that the improved intention alignment was partly
due to the prompt recommendation feature, which provided
suitable prompts corresponding to their sketches, particu-
larly for state-related prompts they may not have considered
on their own.

5.3.2 Qualitative Examples and feedback. Figure 8 shows examples
of user-generated outcomes in Task 1 and Task 2, showcasing both
realistic and anime styles. For task 1, SketchFlex generates a result
that closely resembles the reference image, with the cat positioned
in the left half and the girl’s kneeling posture and hand occupying
the right half. In contrast, the other results exhibit issues such as
incorrect size or position. For task 2, SketchFlex accurately depicts
two people holding hands while slightly facing each other. In com-
parison, the other results either fail to show them holding hands
or display incorrect orientation or position. Participants (5/12) re-
ported that while using text to generate images can achieve similar
postures, attributes, and actions, it often struggles to position ob-
jects correctly. Region-based generation offers better control over
object location and size, but participants found it challenging to
control the precise shape and state of objects with rough region
sketches (9/12). P3, P6, P7, and P10 mentioned the difficulty in posi-
tioning the train horizontally across the couple in the scene, but
they found it much easier with our system. P7 and P10 commented
that the system greatly simplified this task.

With SketchFlex, participants were able to generate images with
objects in the exact shape, location, and relationships they intended,
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“ A car between buildings with cables and store 
signs“

“ A shark flying on the ocean, dogwood growing 
on the beach“

“ A cat standing on the grass with flower, a 
cat climbing on the tree“

“ A knight and a princess in front of a castle.“ “ Two cats, one with hat, standing on the 
table, a gun lying on the table.“

“ A boy playing the basketball, a girl defending 
against the boy.“

Figure 9: Outcome examples of open-ended task show that users can freely create sophisticated images with varying degree of
complexity.
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Figure 10: User ratings of main features of SketchFlex, including Prompt Recommendation, Single Object Decomposition and
Single Object Adjustment.

making the outcomes much more aligned with the reference images.
P1 remarked, "I can choose the desired object shape and fix it in
the generated result, like the girl and cat. The exact shape, posture,
and direction are the most significant improvements compared to
other methods. The system combines both text and region controls
to provide shape fixing and adjustment, which is incredibly useful"
(P1, Figure 8). Figure 9 illustrates examples of creative drawings
produced by users with our system. Participants were able to create
high-quality images that aligned with their rough region sketches.
P2 commented, "The system can convert my simple input into an
image, a highly complete one. It makes me feel like I can create
much more freely."

5.4 System Evaluation
5.4.1 System Feature Rating. We report users’ ratings of our sys-
tem’s different features: Prompt Recommendation, Single Object De-
composition, and Single Object Adjustment. The Prompt Recommen-
dation component includes semantic space guidance for user input
as well as automatic prompt recommendation. The Single Object
Decomposition module handles the decomposition and refinement
of individual objects, while the Single Object Adjustment enables

users to adjust the location and size of each object’s shape. Over-
all, all features were well-received by participants. The results are
shown in Figure 10.

Prompt Recommendation. Most participants (9/12) reported
that the system significantly reduced the time spent crafting de-
tailed prompts for each region without compromising image quality
(Q1, mean: 6.08, SD: 0.75). P11 commented, "It quickly helps me fill
in the prompts. When there are many regions, I just don’t know what
the appropriate words are." In addition, all participants agreed that
the semantic space made it easier to adjust the prompts (Q2, mean:
6.16, SD: 0.55). P7 explained, "If the generated image has something
I don’t want, I know where to find the prompt and quickly change
it. If there were only a text box, it would be time-consuming to find
the right one to modify." However, a few participants mentioned
that the prompt recommendation can sometimes cause frustration
when recommended prompts didn’t match their expectations. P2
stated, "It recommends many prompts at once, and if there are a lot I
want to change, I have to rewrite them one by one."

Single Object Decomposition. The single object decomposi-
tion feature was the most appreciated aspect of SketchFlex. Partic-
ipants found it highly beneficial in refining rough sketches into
their desired fine-grained shapes, helping to reduce cognitive load
while aligning the generated result with their intentions (Q3 & Q4,
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Figure 11: Examples showing single feature influence on the results, including Prompt Recommendation, Single Object
Decomposition, and Single Object Adjustment.

mean: 6.5, SD: 0.64 & mean: 5.5, SD: 0.64). P11 noted, "The system
can quickly generate options for your rough sketch. If you don’t like
it, you can keep iterating until you find one that suits you."

Single Object Adjustment. All participants agreed that the
single object adjustment was intuitive and efficiently guided im-
age generation. Some participants (4/12) particularly praised its
ease of use and simplicity (Q5, mean: 6.1, SD: 0.79). Regarding the
controllability of the shapes users chose and adjusted, participants
reported that it largely generated shapes as intended (Q6, mean: 6.3,
SD: 0.62). Additionally, a few participants applauded the flexibility
of the system, noting that the shapes weren’t fully fixed, leaving
room for subtle variations in the generation. P4 shared, "I positioned
the boy and girl closer together and wrote a prompt for them to hold
hands. Initially, they were just standing, but when the image was
generated, they were actually holding hands. It was amazing."

5.4.2 System Feature Influence on Results. This section reports
how individual feature of SketchFlex affects generated results in the
user study, with examples illustrated in Figure 11.

Prompt Recommendation. Prompt recommendation plays a
crucial role in enhancing the overall cohesiveness of generated
images. As illustrated in the second column of Figure 11, when
participants create images using their sketches and self-written
prompts, several issues arise. These include missing objects in [col-
umn 2 - rows 3, 4], misaligned sizes in [column 2 - rows 1, 2, 4],
and lack of natural interaction in [column 2 - rows 1, 2]. By using
the recommended prompts, as shown in column 3, these issues are

significantly mitigated. A majority of participants (8/12) acknowl-
edged encountering issues such as missing objects or unnatural
object interaction/perception, and noted that the recommended
prompts alleviated these problems. As P1 reported, "[with prompt
recommendation], the generated image is definitely more aligned with
my sketch and looks more harmonious."

Single Object Decomposition. Our decomposed strategy for
single object generation significantly enhances the alignment be-
tween the generated object shapes and user preferences by pro-
viding fine-grained shape candidates and enabling iterative ad-
justments, as shown in column 4. For example, in row 1, the user
generated and selected a little girl with her hands slightly lifted to
touch the cat, instead of the original depiction of a mature girl with
her hand resting on her leg. This action of touching the cat more
closely aligns with reference image 1 in Figure 8. In row 3, the user
generated and selected a girl in the green area of the sketch with
a jumping posture that is more expressive and aligns better with
their preferences. These chosen object shapes are then fixed in sub-
sequent generations to preserve the desired object features while
allowing other elements of the image to change, as demonstrated
in columns 5 and 6. Additionally, some participants mentioned that
single object generation helps them explore potential shapes when
they have no clear idea in mind. For instance, P6 remarked, "The
black cat surprisingly fit the scenario that I want. It is not exactly
what I’m looking for at first, but when it was generated, I knew it was
the right one."
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Figure 12: Overall usability ratings of system compared with two baselines.

Single Object Adjustment. Single Object Adjustment during
refinement provides flexible, fine-grained control, enabling itera-
tive adjustments to better align the overall composition with user
expectations, as shown in column 5. For example, in the first row,
while maintaining the cat’s fixed shape, its size was enlarged to
better align with reference image 1 in Figure 8. In the second row,
the train’s size and location were slightly adjusted to more closely
match reference image 2. In the third row, the left personwasmoved
downward slightly to increase the height gap between the two in-
dividuals, creating the impression that the right girl is jumping to
defend the boy. We found that when the generated object did not
perfectly match user expectations, all participants preferred using
single object adjustment over adjusting their sketch. It indicates
that single object adjustment was deemed a more flexible and stable
way to achieve fine-grained refinements.

In most cases, users do not employ single object decomposi-
tion and adjustment as separate features but instead use them as
complementary tools in an iterative generation process, as seen in
column 6. For instance, in row 2, the user generated a new train
and adjusted its position to stretch across the image. In row 3, the
right girl was regenerated into a new shape and moved slightly to
the right of the original mask position. Users alternated between
modifying object shapes and adjusting their location or size until
they were satisfied with the final result.

5.4.3 System Overall Rating. Figure 12 illustrates the user rating
of the overall system comparison.

Usefulness. Most participants agreed that our system (mean
= 6.16, SD = 0.55) was significantly more useful than both text-to-
image (mean = 3.91, SD = 1.25) and region-based image generation
methods (mean = 4.83, SD = 0.79).

Flexibility. In terms of flexibility, participants found that our
system (mean = 6.41, SD = 1.60) offered far more input flexibility
compared to text-to-image (mean = 3.50, SD = 1.60) and region-to-
image (mean = 4.66, SD = 1.78). This flexibility stems from the ability
to adjust not only text and sketches, but also individual objects,
providing significantly more control over the image generation
process (10/12 participants). As P5 noted, "With both text-to-image
and region-based methods, there’s always a part of the image that
looks right and another part that doesn’t. But when I change the
prompt or region, the whole image changes, making it difficult to get
everything just right. This system solves that problem."

Controllability. All participants agreed that SketchFlex (mean
= 6.25, SD = 0.43) provided better control than text-to-image (mean
= 3.41, SD = 1.25) and region-based generation (mean = 4.50, SD =

1.26). SketchFlex allows control over text and regions and to choose
and fix specific shapes, enabling more precise adjustments.

Engaging. Participants also found our system to be more engag-
ing (mean = 6.41, SD = 0.64) compared to text-to-image (mean =
3.41, SD = 1.25) and region-based methods (mean = 5.41, SD = 0.86).
P6 remarked, "The various interaction methods made the process more
engaging, helping me stay focused while iterating and refining the
artwork to better match the imagery in my mind.."

Future use. Lastly, participants saw greater future potential in
our system (mean = 6.41, SD = 0.64) compared to text-to-image
(mean = 4.50, SD = 1.61) and region-based generation (mean = 5.33,
SD = 1.03), particularly for non-experts who could quickly cre-
ate complete images with desired compositions (5/12 participants).
However, a few participants (2/12) felt that the methods could have
equally significant future potential. As P3 observed, "I think all the
methods have future potential, but for different scenarios. Some areas
require specific control, while others benefit from abstract control as
inspiration. Overall, this system provides more options, especially in
terms of controllability and ease of use."

6 DISCUSSION
6.1 From Interactive Prompting to Interactive

Multi-modal Prompting
The rapid advancements of large pre-trained generative models
including large language models and text-to-image generation mod-
els, have inspired many HCI researchers to develop interactive tools
to support users in crafting appropriate prompts. Many previous
studies are focused on helping users refine single-modality textual
prompts. However, for many real-world applications concerning
data beyond text modality, such as multi-modal AI and embod-
ied intelligence, information from other modalities is essential in
constructing sophisticated multi-modal prompts that fully convey
users’ instruction. This demand inspires some researchers to de-
velop multimodal prompting interactions to facilitate generation
tasks ranging from visual modality image generation [18, 61] to
textual modality story generation [19]. Specifically, for the image
generation task, recent studies have contributed some relevant find-
ings on multi-modal prompting. For example, PromptCharm [61]
discovers the importance of multimodal feedback in refining ini-
tial text-based prompting in diffusion models. However, the multi-
modal interactions in PromptCharm are mainly focused on the
feedback empowered the inpainting function, instead of supporting
initial multimodal sketch-prompt control.
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Figure 13: The comparison between novice and expert participants in painting reveals that experts produce more accurate and
fine-grained sketches, resulting in closer alignment with reference images in close-ended tasks. Conversely, in open-ended
tasks, expert fine-grained strokes fail to generate precise results due to SketchFlex’s lack of control at the thin stroke level.

In another example, PromptPaint [18] stresses the importance
of paint-medium-like interactions and introduces Prompt stencil
functions that allow users to perform fine-grained controls with
localized image generation. However, insufficient spatial control
(e.g., PromptPaint only allows for single-object prompt stencil at
a time) and unstable models can still leave some users feeling the
uncertainty of AI and a varying degree of ownership of the gener-
ated artwork [18]. From this perspective, our work seeks to further
enhance multi-object spatial-semantic prompting control by users’
natural sketching. However, there are still some challenges to be
resolved, such as consistent multi-object generation in multiple
rounds to increase stability and improved understanding of user
sketches.

6.2 Novice Performance vs. Expert Performance
In this section we discuss the performance difference between
novice and expert regarding experience in painting and prompting.
First, regarding painting skills, some participants with experience
(4/12) preferred to draw accurate and fine-grained shapes at the
beginning. All novice users (5/12) draw rough and less accurate
shapes, while some participants with basic painting skills (3/12)
also favored sketching rough areas of objects, as exemplified in
Figure 13. The experienced participants using fine-grained strokes
(4/12, none of whom were experienced in prompting) achieved
higher IoU scores (0.557) in the close-ended task (0.535) when using
SketchFlex. This is because their sketches were closer in shape and
location to the reference, making the single object decomposition
result more accurate. Also, experienced participants are better at ar-
ranging spatial location and size of objects than novice participants.
However, some experienced participants (3/12) havementioned that
the fine-grained stroke sometimes makes them frustrated. As P1’s
comment for his result in open-ended task: "It seems it cannot under-
stand thin strokes; even if the shape is accurate, it can only generate
content roughly around the area, especially when there is overlap-
ping." This suggests that while SketchFlex provides rough control
to produce reasonably fine results from less accurate sketches for
novice users, it may disappoint experienced users seeking more
precise control through finer strokes. As shown in the last column
in Figure 13, the dragon hovering in the sky was wrongly turned
into a standing large dragon by SketchFlex.

Second, regarding prompting skills, 3 out of 12 participants had
one or more years of experience in T2I prompting. These partic-
ipants used more modifiers than others during both T2I and R2I
tasks. Their performance in the T2I (0.335) and R2I (0.469) tasks
showed higher scores than the average T2I (0.314) and R2I (0.418),
but there was no performance improvement with SketchFlex be-
tween their results (0.508) and the overall average score (0.528).
This indicates that SketchFlex can assist novice users in prompt-
ing, enabling them to produce satisfactory images similar to those
created by users with prompting expertise.

6.3 Applicability of SketchFlex
The feedback from user study highlighted several potential appli-
cations for our system. Three participants (P2, P6, P8) mentioned
its possible use in commercial advertising design, emphasizing the
importance of controllability for such work. They noted that the
system’s flexibility allows designers to quickly experiment with
different settings. Some participants (N = 3) also mentioned its
potential for digital asset creation, particularly for game asset de-
sign. P7, a game mod developer, found the system highly useful
for mod development. He explained: "Mods often require a series
of images with a consistent theme and specific spatial requirements.
For example, in a sacrifice scene, how the objects are arranged is
closely tied to the mod’s background. It would be difficult for a devel-
oper without professional skills, but with this system, it is possible to
quickly construct such images." A few participants expressed similar
thoughts regarding its use in scene construction, such as in film pro-
duction. An interesting suggestion came from participant P4, who
proposed its application in crime scene description. She pointed out
that witnesses are often not skilled artists, and typically describe
crime scenes verbally while someone else illustrates their account.
With this system, witnesses could more easily express what they
saw themselves, potentially producing depictions closer to the real
events. "Details like object locations and distances from buildings can
be easily conveyed using the system," she added.

6.4 Progressive Sketching
Currently SketchFlex is mainly aimed at novice users who are only
capable of creating very rough sketches by themselves. However,
more accomplished painters or even professional artists typically
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have a coarse-to-fine creative process. Such a process is most evi-
dent in painting styles like traditional oil painting or digital impasto
painting, where artists first quickly lay down large color patches
to outline the most primitive proportion and structure of visual
elements. After that, the artists will progressively add layers of
finer color strokes to the canvas to gradually refine the painting
to an exquisite piece of artwork. One participant in our user study
(P1) , as a professional painter, has mentioned a similar point " I
think it is useful for laying out the big picture, give some inspirations
for the initial drawing stage." Therefore, rough sketch also plays
a part in the professional artists’ creation process, yet it is more
challenging to integrate AI into this more complex coarse-to-fine
procedure. Particularly, artists would like to preserve some of their
finer strokes in later progression, not just the shape of the initial
sketch. In addition, instead of requiring the tool to generate a fin-
ished piece of artwork, some artists may prefer a model that can
generate another more accurate sketch based on the initial one, and
leave the final coloring and refining to the artists themselves. To
accommodate these diverse progressive sketching requirements, a
more advanced sketch-based AI-assisted creation tool should be
developed that can seamlessly enable artist intervention at any
stage of the sketch and maximally preserve their creative intents
to the finest level.

6.5 Ethical Issues
Intellectual property and unethical misuse are two potential ethical
concerns of AI-assisted creative tools, particularly those targeting
novice users. In terms of intellectual property, SketchFlex hands
over to novice users more control, giving them a higher sense of
ownership of the creation. However, the question still remains: how
much contribution from the user’s part constitutes full authorship
of the artwork? As SketchFlex still relies on backbone generative
models which may be trained on uncopyrighted data largely re-
sponsible for turning the sketch into finished artwork, we should
design some mechanisms to circumvent this risk. For example, we
can allow artists to upload backbone models trained on their own
artworks to integrate with our sketch control. Regarding unethical
misuse, SketchFlex makes fine-grained spatial control more accessi-
ble to novice users, who may maliciously generate inappropriate
content such as more realistic deepfake with specific postures they
want or other explicit content. To address this issue, we plan to in-
corporate a more sophisticated filtering mechanism that can detect
and screen unethical content with more complex spatial-semantic
conditions.

6.6 Limitations and Future work
User Study Design. Our open-ended task assesses the usability
of SketchFlex’s system features in general use cases. To further ex-
amine aspects such as creativity and controllability across different
methods, the open-ended task could be improved by incorporating
baselines to provide more insightful comparative analysis. Besides,
in close-ended tasks, while the fixing order of tool usage prevents
prior knowledge leakage, it might introduce learning effects. In our
study, we include practice sessions for the three systems before the
formal task to mitigate these effects. In the future, utilizing parallel

tests (e.g. different content with the same difficulty) or adding a
control group could further reduce the learning effects.

Failure Cases. There are certain failure cases with SketchFlex
that can limit its usability. Firstly, when there are three or more
objects with similar semantics, objects may still be missing despite
prompt recommendations. Secondly, if an object’s stroke is thin,
SketchFlex may incorrectly interpret it as a full area, as demon-
strated in the expert results of the open-ended task in Figure 13.
Finally, sometimes inclusion relationships (e.g. inside) between ob-
jects cannot be generated correctly, partially due to biases in the
base model that lack training samples with such relationship.

More support for single object adjustment. Participants
(N=4) suggested that additional control features should be intro-
duced, beyond just adjusting size and location. They noted that
when objects overlap, they cannot freely control which object ap-
pears on top or which should be covered, and overlapping areas are
currently not allowed. They proposed adding features such as layer
control and depth control within the single-object mask manipula-
tion. Currently, the system assigns layers based on color order, but
future versions should allow users to adjust the layer of each object
freely, while considering weighted prompts for overlapping areas.

More customized generation ability. Our current system is
built around a single model 𝐶𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑟 𝑓 𝑢𝑙𝑋𝐿 − 𝐿𝑖𝑔ℎ𝑡𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑔, which limits
its ability to fully support the diverse creative needs of users. Feed-
back from participants has indicated a strong desire for more flexi-
bility in style and personalization, such as integrating fine-tuned
models that cater to specific artistic styles or individual preferences.
This limitation restricts the ability to adapt to varied creative intents
across different users and contexts. In future iterations, we plan
to address this by embedding a model selection feature, allowing
users to choose from a variety of pre-trained or custom fine-tuned
models that better align with their stylistic preferences.

Integrate other model functions. Our current system is com-
patible with many existing tools, such as Promptist [25] and Magic
Prompt, allowing users to iteratively generate prompts for single
objects. However, the integration of these functions is somewhat
limited in scope, and users may benefit from a broader range of
interactive options, especially for more complex generation tasks.
Additionally, for multimodal large models, users can currently ex-
plore using affordable or open-source models like Qwen2-VL [8]
and InternVL2-Llama3 [7], which have demonstrated solid infer-
ence performance in our tests. While GPT-4o remains a leading
choice, alternative models also offer competitive results. Moving
forward, we aim to integrate more multimodal large models into
the system, giving users the flexibility to choose the models that
best fit their needs.

7 CONCLUSION
In this paper, we present SketchFlex, an interactive system designed
to help novice users create high-quality, fine-grained images that
align with their intentions based on rough sketches. The system
first refines the user’s initial prompt into a complete and coherent
one that matches the rough sketch, ensuring the generated results
are both stable, coherent and high quality. To further support users
in achieving fine-grained alignment between the generated image
and their creative intent without requiring professional skills, we
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introduce a decompose-and-recompose strategy. This allows users
to select desired, refined object shapes for individual decomposed
objects and then recombine them, providing flexible mask manipu-
lation for precise spatial control. The framework operates through
a coarse-to-fine process, enabling iterative and fine-grained control
that is not possible with traditional end-to-end generation methods.
Our user study demonstrates that SketchFlex offers novice users
enhanced flexibility in control and fine-grained alignment between
their intentions and the generated images.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
The authors wish to thank the anonymous reviewers for their
valuable comments. This paper is partially supported by National
Natural Science Foundation of China (NO. U23A20313, 62372471),
the Guangzhou Basic and Applied Basic Research Foundation (No.
2024A04J6462), and The Science Foundation for Distinguished Young
Scholars of Hunan Province (NO. 2023JJ10080).

REFERENCES
[1] 2005. Krita. https://krita.org/.
[2] 2022. Civitai. https:https://civitai.com. https:https://civitai.com
[3] 2023. Adobe Firefly. https://www.adobe.com/uk/products/firefly.html.
[4] 2023. colorful-realistic-xl-v1-sdxl. https://huggingface.co/John6666/colorful-

realistic-xl-v1-sdxl.
[5] 2023. Midjourney. https://www.midjourney.com/.
[6] 2023. Stable Diffusion. https://github.com/AUTOMATIC1111/stable-diffusion-

webui.
[7] 2024. InternVL2-Llama3-76B. https://huggingface.co/OpenGVLab/InternVL2-

Llama3-76B/.
[8] 2024. Qwen2-VL. https://github.com/QwenLM/Qwen2-VL/.
[9] Elad Aharoni-Mack, Yakov Shambik, and Dani Lischinski. 2017. Pigment-based

recoloring of watercolor paintings. In Proceedings of the Symposium on Non-
Photorealistic Animation and Rendering. 1–11. https://doi.org/10.1145/3092919.
3092926

[10] Omer Bar-Tal, Lior Yariv, Yaron Lipman, and Tali Dekel. 2023. MultiDiffusion:
fusing diffusion paths for controlled image generation. In Proceedings of the
International Conference on Machine Learning. Article 74, 16 pages.

[11] Josiah D Boucher, Gillian Smith, and Yunus Doğan Telliel. 2024. Is Resistance
Futile?: Early Career Game Developers, Generative AI, and Ethical Skepticism.
In Proc. ACM CHI. Article 173, 13 pages. https://doi.org/10.1145/3613904.3641889

[12] Stephen Brade, Bryan Wang, Mauricio Sousa, Sageev Oore, and Tovi Grossman.
2023. Promptify: Text-to-Image Generation through Interactive Prompt Explo-
ration with Large Language Models. In Proc. ACM UIST. Article 96, 14 pages.
https://doi.org/10.1145/3586183.3606725

[13] Holger Caesar, Jasper Uijlings, and Vittorio Ferrari. 2018. Coco-stuff: Thing and
stuff classes in context. In Proc. CVPR. 1209–1218.

[14] J Canny. 1986. A Computational Approach to Edge Detection. IEEE Trans. Pattern
Anal. Mach. Intell. (1986), 679–698. https://doi.org/10.1109/TPAMI.1986.4767851

[15] Tingfeng Cao, Chengyu Wang, Bingyan Liu, Ziheng Wu, Jinhui Zhu, and Jun
Huang. 2023. Beautifulprompt: Towards automatic prompt engineering for text-
to-image synthesis. In Proceedings of the Conference on Empirical Methods in
Natural Language Processing: Industry Track. 1–11.

[16] Minghao Chen, Iro Laina, and Andrea Vedaldi. 2024. Training-free layout control
with cross-attention guidance. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Winter Conference
on Applications of Computer Vision. 5343–5353.

[17] Li-Yuan Chiou, Peng-Kai Hung, Rung-Huei Liang, and Chun-Teng Wang. 2023.
Designing with AI: An Exploration of Co-Ideation with Image Generators. In
Proceedings of the 2023 ACM Designing Interactive Systems Conference. 1941–1954.
https://doi.org/10.1145/3563657.3596001

[18] John Joon Young Chung and Eytan Adar. 2023. PromptPaint: Steering Text-to-
Image Generation Through Paint Medium-like Interactions. In Proc. ACM UIST.
Article 6, 17 pages. https://doi.org/10.1145/3586183.3606777

[19] John Joon Young Chung, Wooseok Kim, Kang Min Yoo, Hwaran Lee, Eytan
Adar, and Minsuk Chang. 2022. TaleBrush: Sketching Stories with Generative
Pretrained Language Models. In Proc. ACM CHI. 19 pages. https://doi.org/10.
1145/3491102.3501819

[20] Nicholas Davis. 2015. An Enactive Approach to Facilitate Interactive Machine
Learning for Co-Creative Agents. In Proceedings of the ACM SIGCHI Conference
on Creativity and Cognition. 345–346. https://doi.org/10.1145/2757226.2764773

[21] Yuki Endo. 2023. Masked-attention diffusion guidance for spatially controlling
text-to-image generation. The Visual Computer (2023), 6033–6045. https://doi.

org/10.1007/s00371-023-03151-y
[22] Yingchaojie Feng, Xingbo Wang, Kam Kwai Wong, Sijia Wang, Yuhong Lu, Min-

feng Zhu, Baicheng Wang, and Wei Chen. 2023. PromptMagician: Interactive
Prompt Engineering for Text-to-Image Creation. IEEE Trans. Vis. Comput. Graph.
(2023), 295–305. https://doi.org/10.1109/TVCG.2023.3327168

[23] Qingyan Guo, Rui Wang, Junliang Guo, Bei Li, Kaitao Song, Xu Tan, Guoqing
Liu, Jiang Bian, and Yujiu Yang. 2023. Connecting large language models with
evolutionary algorithms yields powerful prompt optimizers. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2309.08532 (2023).

[24] Yuhan Guo, Hanning Shao, Can Liu, Kai Xu, and Xiaoru Yuan. 2024. PrompTHis:
Visualizing the Process and Influence of Prompt Editing during Text-to-Image
Creation. IEEE Trans. Vis. Comput. Graph. (2024), 1–12.

[25] Yaru Hao, Zewen Chi, Li Dong, and Furu Wei. 2024. Optimizing prompts for
text-to-image generation. In Proceedings of the International Conference on Neural
Information Processing Systems. Article 2923, 17 pages. https://doi.org/10.5555/
3666122.3669045

[26] Jack Hessel, Ari Holtzman, Maxwell Forbes, Ronan Le Bras, and Yejin Choi. 2021.
CLIPScore: A Reference-free Evaluation Metric for Image Captioning. In Proc.
EMNLP. 7514–7528. https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.emnlp-main.595

[27] Rong Huang, Haichuan Lin, Chuanzhang Chen, Kang Zhang, and Wei Zeng. 2024.
PlantoGraphy: Incorporating Iterative Design Process into Generative Artificial
Intelligence for Landscape Rendering. In Proc. ACM CHI. Article 168, 19 pages.
https://doi.org/10.1145/3613904.3642824

[28] James Hutson and Peter Cotroneo. 2023. Generative AI tools in art education:
Exploring prompt engineering and iterative processes for enhanced creativity.
Metaverse 4, 1 (2023), 1–14. https://doi.org/10.54517/m.v4i1.2164

[29] Harry H. Jiang, Lauren Brown, Jessica Cheng, Mehtab Khan, Abhishek Gupta,
Deja Workman, Alex Hanna, Johnathan Flowers, and Timnit Gebru. 2023. AI Art
and its Impact on Artists. In Proceedings of the 2023 AAAI/ACM Conference on AI,
Ethics, and Society. 363–374. https://doi.org/10.1145/3600211.3604681

[30] Yunji Kim, Jiyoung Lee, Jin-Hwa Kim, Jung-Woo Ha, and Jun-Yan Zhu. 2023.
Dense text-to-image generation with attention modulation. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision. 7701–7711.

[31] Alexander Kirillov, Eric Mintun, Nikhila Ravi, Hanzi Mao, Chloe Rolland, Laura
Gustafson, Tete Xiao, Spencer Whitehead, Alexander C. Berg, Wan-Yen Lo, Piotr
Dollár, and Ross Girshick. 2023. Segment Anything. arXiv:2304.02643 (2023).

[32] Hyung-Kwon Ko, Gwanmo Park, Hyeon Jeon, Jaemin Jo, Juho Kim, and Jinwook
Seo. 2023. Large-scale Text-to-Image Generation Models for Visual Artists’
Creative Works. In Proceedings of the International Conference on Intelligent User
Interfaces. 919–933. https://doi.org/10.1145/3581641.3584078

[33] Akio Kodaira, Chenfeng Xu, Toshiki Hazama, Takanori Yoshimoto, Kohei Ohno,
Shogo Mitsuhori, Soichi Sugano, Hanying Cho, Zhijian Liu, and Kurt Keutzer.
2023. Streamdiffusion: A pipeline-level solution for real-time interactive genera-
tion. arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.12491 (2023).

[34] Subhadeep Koley, Ayan Kumar Bhunia, Aneeshan Sain, Pinaki Nath Chowdhury,
Tao Xiang, and Yi-Zhe Song. 2023. Picture that sketch: Photorealistic image
generation from abstract sketches. In Proc. CVPR. 6850–6861.

[35] Ranjay Krishna, Yuke Zhu, Oliver Groth, Justin Johnson, Kenji Hata, Joshua
Kravitz, Stephanie Chen, Yannis Kalantidis, Li-Jia Li, David A. Shamma, Michael S.
Bernstein, and Li Fei-Fei. 2017. Visual Genome: Connecting Language and Vision
Using Crowdsourced Dense Image Annotations. Int. J. Comput. Vision 123, 1
(2017), 32–73. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11263-016-0981-7

[36] Katrin Lasinger, René Ranftl, Konrad Schindler, and Vladlen Koltun. 2019. To-
wards robust monocular depth estimation: Mixing datasets for zero-shot cross-
dataset transfer. arXiv preprint arXiv:1907.01341 (2019).

[37] Tomas Lawton, Kazjon Grace, and Francisco J Ibarrola. 2023. When is a Tool a
Tool? User Perceptions of System Agency in Human–AI Co-Creative Drawing. In
Proceedings of the 2023 ACM Designing Interactive Systems Conference. 1978–1996.
https://doi.org/10.1145/3563657.3595977

[38] Jaerin Lee, Daniel Sungho Jung, Kanggeon Lee, and KyoungMu Lee. 2024. Stream-
MultiDiffusion: Real-Time Interactive Generation with Region-Based Semantic
Control. arXiv preprint arXiv:2403.09055 (2024).

[39] Yuheng Li, Haotian Liu, QingyangWu, Fangzhou Mu, Jianwei Yang, Jianfeng Gao,
Chunyuan Li, and Yong Jae Lee. 2023. Gligen: Open-set grounded text-to-image
generation. In Proc. CVPR. 22511–22521.

[40] Zejian Li, Ying Zhang, Shengzhe Zhou, Qi Liu, Jiesi Zhang, Haoran Xu, Shuyao
Chen, Xiaoyu Chen, and Lingyun Sun. 2024. RealtimeGen: An Intervenable AI
Image Generation System for Commercial Digital Art Asset Creators. Interna-
tional Journal of Human–Computer Interaction (2024), 1–24. https://doi.org/10.
1080/10447318.2024.2382508

[41] Shilong Liu, Zhaoyang Zeng, Tianhe Ren, Feng Li, Hao Zhang, Jie Yang, Chunyuan
Li, Jianwei Yang, Hang Su, Jun Zhu, et al. 2023. Grounding dino: Marrying
dino with grounded pre-training for open-set object detection. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2303.05499 (2023).

[42] Vivian Liu and Lydia B Chilton. 2022. Design guidelines for prompt engineering
text-to-image generative models. In Proc. ACM CHI. Article 384, 23 pages. https:
//doi.org/10.1145/3491102.3501825

https://krita.org/
https:https://civitai.com
https:https://civitai.com
https://www.adobe.com/uk/products/firefly.html
https://huggingface.co/John6666/colorful-realistic-xl-v1-sdxl
https://huggingface.co/John6666/colorful-realistic-xl-v1-sdxl
https://www.midjourney.com/
https://github.com/AUTOMATIC1111/stable-diffusion-webui
https://github.com/AUTOMATIC1111/stable-diffusion-webui
https://huggingface.co/OpenGVLab/InternVL2-Llama3-76B/
https://huggingface.co/OpenGVLab/InternVL2-Llama3-76B/
https://github.com/QwenLM/Qwen2-VL/
https://doi.org/10.1145/3092919.3092926
https://doi.org/10.1145/3092919.3092926
https://doi.org/10.1145/3613904.3641889
https://doi.org/10.1145/3586183.3606725
https://doi.org/10.1109/TPAMI.1986.4767851
https://doi.org/10.1145/3563657.3596001
https://doi.org/10.1145/3586183.3606777
https://doi.org/10.1145/3491102.3501819
https://doi.org/10.1145/3491102.3501819
https://doi.org/10.1145/2757226.2764773
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00371-023-03151-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00371-023-03151-y
https://doi.org/10.1109/TVCG.2023.3327168
https://doi.org/10.5555/3666122.3669045
https://doi.org/10.5555/3666122.3669045
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.emnlp-main.595
https://doi.org/10.1145/3613904.3642824
https://doi.org/10.54517/m.v4i1.2164
https://doi.org/10.1145/3600211.3604681
https://doi.org/10.1145/3581641.3584078
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11263-016-0981-7
https://doi.org/10.1145/3563657.3595977
https://doi.org/10.1080/10447318.2024.2382508
https://doi.org/10.1080/10447318.2024.2382508
https://doi.org/10.1145/3491102.3501825
https://doi.org/10.1145/3491102.3501825


SketchFlex CHI ’25, April 26-May 1, 2025, Yokohama, Japan

[43] Vivian Liu, Jo Vermeulen, George Fitzmaurice, and Justin Matejka. 2023. 3DALL-
E: Integrating text-to-image AI in 3D design workflows. In Proceedings of the
ACM designing interactive systems conference. 1955–1977. https://doi.org/10.1145/
3563657.3596098

[44] Simian Luo, Yiqin Tan, Longbo Huang, Jian Li, and Hang Zhao. 2023. Latent
consistency models: Synthesizing high-resolution images with few-step inference.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2310.04378 (2023).

[45] Simian Luo, Yiqin Tan, Suraj Patil, Daniel Gu, Patrick von Platen, Apolinário
Passos, Longbo Huang, Jian Li, and Hang Zhao. 2023. Lcm-lora: A universal
stable-diffusion acceleration module. arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.05556 (2023).

[46] Chong Mou, Xintao Wang, Liangbin Xie, Yanze Wu, Jian Zhang, Zhongang Qi,
Ying Shan, and Xiaohu Qie. 2023. T2i-adapter: Learning adapters to dig out
more controllable ability for text-to-image diffusion models. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2302.08453 (2023).

[47] Yasumasa Onoe, Sunayana Rane, Zachary Berger, Yonatan Bitton, Jaemin Cho,
Roopal Garg, Alexander Ku, Zarana Parekh, Jordi Pont-Tuset, Garrett Tanzer,
et al. 2024. DOCCI: Descriptions of Connected and Contrasting Images. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2404.19753 (2024).

[48] Jonas Oppenlaender. 2023. A taxonomy of prompt modifiers for text-to-image
generation. Behaviour & Information Technology (2023), 1–14. https://doi.org/10.
1080/0144929X.2023.2286532

[49] Jonas Oppenlaender, Rhema Linder, and Johanna Silvennoinen. 2023. Prompting
ai art: An investigation into the creative skill of prompt engineering. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2303.13534 (2023).

[50] Khoi Pham, Kushal Kafle, Zhe Lin, Zhihong Ding, Scott Cohen, Quan Tran, and
Abhinav Shrivastava. 2021. Learning to predict visual attributes in the wild. In
Proc. CVPR. 13018–13028.

[51] Reid Pryzant, Dan Iter, Jerry Li, Yin Tat Lee, Chenguang Zhu, and Michael Zeng.
2023. Automatic prompt optimization with gradient descent and beam search.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.03495 (2023).

[52] Aditya Ramesh, Prafulla Dhariwal, Alex Nichol, Casey Chu, and Mark Chen.
2022. Hierarchical Text-Conditional Image Generation with CLIP Latents. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2204.06125 (2022).

[53] Robin Rombach, Andreas Blattmann, Dominik Lorenz, Patrick Esser, and Björn
Ommer. 2022. High-resolution image synthesis with latent diffusion models. In
Proc. CVPR. 10684–10695.

[54] Chitwan Saharia, William Chan, Saurabh Saxena, Lala Lit, Jay Whang, Emily
Denton, Seyed Kamyar Seyed Ghasemipour, Burcu Karagol Ayan, S. Sara Mah-
davi, Raphael Gontijo-Lopes, Tim Salimans, Jonathan Ho, David J Fleet, and
Mohammad Norouzi. 2024. Photorealistic text-to-image diffusion models with
deep language understanding. In Proceedings of the International Conference on
Neural Information Processing Systems. Article 2643, 16 pages. https://doi.org/10.
5555/3600270.3602913

[55] Yang Shi, Tian Gao, Xiaohan Jiao, and Nan Cao. 2023. Understanding design
collaboration between designers and artificial intelligence: a systematic literature
review. Proceedings of the ACM on Human-Computer Interaction 7, Article 368
(2023), 35 pages. https://doi.org/10.1145/3610217

[56] Omost Team. 2024. Omost GitHub Page. https://github.com/lllyasviel/Omost.
[57] Veera Vimpari, Annakaisa Kultima, Perttu Hämäläinen, and Christian Guck-

elsberger. 2023. “An Adapt-or-Die Type of Situation”: Perception, Adoption,
and Use of Text-to-Image-Generation AI by Game Industry Professionals. Proc.
ACM Hum.-Comput. Interact. 7, CHI PLAY, Article 379 (2023), 34 pages. https:
//doi.org/10.1145/3611025

[58] Ruochen Wang, Ting Liu, Cho-Jui Hsieh, and Boqing Gong. 2024. On Discrete
Prompt Optimization for DiffusionModels. In International Conference onMachine
Learning.

[59] Xudong Wang, Trevor Darrell, Sai Saketh Rambhatla, Rohit Girdhar, and Ishan
Misra. 2024. Instancediffusion: Instance-level control for image generation. In
Proc. CVPR. 6232–6242.

[60] Xinyi Wang, Wanrong Zhu, and William Yang Wang. 2023. Large language
models are implicitly topic models: Explaining and finding good demonstrations
for in-context learning. arXiv preprint arXiv:2301.11916 (2023).

[61] Zhijie Wang, Yuheng Huang, Da Song, Lei Ma, and Tianyi Zhang. 2024.
PromptCharm: Text-to-Image Generation through Multi-modal Prompting and
Refinement. In Proc. ACM CHI. Article 185, 21 pages. https://doi.org/10.1145/
3613904.3642803

[62] Zijie J Wang, EvanMontoya, David Munechika, Haoyang Yang, Benjamin Hoover,
and Duen Horng Chau. 2022. Diffusiondb: A large-scale prompt gallery dataset

for text-to-image generative models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2210.14896 (2022).
[63] Jason Wei, Xuezhi Wang, Dale Schuurmans, Maarten Bosma, Brian Ichter, Fei

Xia, Ed H. Chi, Quoc V. Le, and Denny Zhou. 2024. Chain-of-thought prompting
elicits reasoning in large language models. In Proceedings of the International
Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems.

[64] Shishi Xiao, Suizi Huang, Yue Lin, Yilin Ye, and Wei Zeng. 2023. Let the chart
spark: Embedding semantic context into chart with text-to-image generative
model. IEEE Trans. Vis. Comput. Graph. (2023). https://doi.org/10.1109/TVCG.
2023.3326913

[65] Jinheng Xie, Yuexiang Li, Yawen Huang, Haozhe Liu, Wentian Zhang, Yefeng
Zheng, and Mike Zheng Shou. 2023. Boxdiff: Text-to-image synthesis with
training-free box-constrained diffusion. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Interna-
tional Conference on Computer Vision. 7452–7461.

[66] Yutong Xie, Zhaoying Pan, Jinge Ma, Luo Jie, and Qiaozhu Mei. 2023. A Prompt
Log Analysis of Text-to-Image Generation Systems. In Proceedings of the ACM
Web Conference 2023. 3892–3902. https://doi.org/10.1145/3543507.3587430

[67] Ling Yang, Zhaochen Yu, Chenlin Meng, Minkai Xu, Stefano Ermon, and Bin Cui.
2024. Mastering Text-to-Image Diffusion: Recaptioning, Planning, and Generating
with Multimodal LLMs. In International Conference on Machine Learning.

[68] Xingchen Zeng, Ziyao Gao, Yilin Ye, and Wei Zeng. 2024. IntentTuner: An
Interactive Framework for Integrating Human Intentions in Fine-tuning Text-
to-Image Generative Models. In Proc. ACM CHI. 7514–7528. https://doi.org/10.
1145/3613904.3642165

[69] Lvmin Zhang, Anyi Rao, and Maneesh Agrawala. 2023. Adding Conditional
Control to Text-to-Image Diffusion Models. In IEEE International Conference on
Computer Vision (ICCV). 3836–3847.

[70] Xu Zhao, Wenchao Ding, Yongqi An, Yinglong Du, Tao Yu, Min Li, Ming Tang,
and Jinqiao Wang. 2023. Fast segment anything. arXiv preprint arXiv:2306.12156
(2023).

[71] Guangcong Zheng, Xianpan Zhou, Xuewei Li, Zhongang Qi, Ying Shan, and
Xi Li. 2023. Layoutdiffusion: Controllable diffusion model for layout-to-image
generation. In Proc. CVPR. 22490–22499.

[72] Bolei Zhou, Hang Zhao, Xavier Puig, Sanja Fidler, Adela Barriuso, and Antonio
Torralba. 2017. Scene parsing through ade20k dataset. In Proc. CVPR. 633–641.

A APPENDIX: PROMPT
“Here is a sketch of an image. {𝑖𝑛𝑝𝑢𝑡_𝑐𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑟_𝑚𝑎𝑠𝑘}, while the rest of
the white space is the background. I need you to infer details of the
image based on the given sketch. The details should include the pos-
sible background likely to be present with the {𝑖𝑛𝑝𝑢𝑡_𝑐𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑟_𝑚𝑎𝑠𝑘},
the attribute of each object (like wearing, texture, color etc.), the
state (including action, posture, etc.) of each object, the direction
of each object and the relationships between objects.

You should first analyze the mask carefully, considering the size,
location, and relative position of each object mask. Ensure that
specific actions are analyzed based on the mask, and infer each
aspect with a reasoning process before providing the final output.
The final output format should be: {𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑡_𝑒𝑥𝑎𝑚𝑝𝑙𝑒}, and you
should refer to the example: {𝑓 𝑒𝑤_𝑠ℎ𝑜𝑡}. You are going to complete
the "" in each item, you need to complete them in multiple short
phrases based on your above reasoning.

The state and relationship should be as detailed as possible
while ensuring they align with the mask, formatted as: objectA
action/spatial relation objectB, with both objectA and objectB in-
cluded. You should properly refer to some examples of attributes
of object {𝑎𝑡𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑏𝑢𝑡𝑒𝑠} and relationships {𝑟𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑠ℎ𝑖𝑝𝑠}. Do not
include words like ‘or’, ‘possibly’ in your final output, there should
no ambiguity in your output. Make sure all aspects of given mask
is filled.”
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