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Abstract— Anomaly detection is critical in industrial manu-
facturing for ensuring product quality and improving efficiency
in automated processes. The scarcity of anomalous samples lim-
its traditional detection methods, making anomaly generation
essential for expanding the data repository. However, recent
generative models often produce unrealistic anomalies increas-
ing false positives, or require real-world anomaly samples for
training. In this work, we treat anomaly generation as a com-
positional problem and propose ComGEN, a component-aware
and unsupervised framework that addresses the gap in logical
anomaly generation. Our method comprises a multi-component
learning strategy to disentangle visual components, followed by
subsequent generation editing procedures. Disentangled text-to-
component pairs, revealing intrinsic logical constraints, conduct
attention-guided residual mapping and model training with iter-
atively matched references across multiple scales. Experiments
on the MVTecLOCO dataset confirm the efficacy of ComGEN,
achieving the best AUROC score of 91.2%. Additional experi-
ments on the real-world scenario of Diesel Engine and widely-
used MVTecAD dataset demonstrate significant performance
improvements when integrating simulated anomalies generated
by ComGEN into automated production workflows.

I. INTRODUCTION

Visual anomaly detection is fundamental to ensuring qual-
ity control in production and serves as a key enabler of
industrial automation and evolution of intelligent manufac-
turing systems [1]–[3]. Although existing methods [4]–[7]
rely on unsupervised learning, the lack of understanding of
anomalies makes building a robust detection system difficult.
Due to the scarcity of anomalous data, recent studies have
shown that generating highly realistic anomalous samples
can significantly improve the automation efficiency of down-
stream tasks such as anomaly detection [8]–[11].

To address this challenge, various studies have focused on
visual anomaly generation as illustrated in Fig. 1. Traditional
methods [4], [12] produce unrealistic anomalies (Fig. 1a)
by randomly cropping and pasting patterns from external
datasets or the same image. Most recently, several few-shot
generation models (Fig. 1b) have been trained using real
anomalies to improve the realism of generated anomalies.
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Fig. 1. Comparison between existing anomaly generation methods and ours.
(1) Anomaly generation results on MVTecLOCO dataset [15]; (2) Anomaly
generation results on MVTecAD dataset [16] and real-world Diesel Engine;
(3) Anomaly localization results on MVTecLOCO (ground-truth masks in
lower-right corner); (4) Comparison of network architectures.

First, GAN-based ways [9] are prone to instability during
training, often collapsing when faced with complex anoma-
lous patterns. Second, Diffusion-based ways [11] utilize prior
information of pretrained Latent diffusion models (LDMs)
[13]. However, since there is a huge gap between industrial
images and natural images [14], simply inputting natural text
causes color or shape distortions during anomaly generation.
Therefore, the most advanced method, AnoDiff [10], jointly
optimizes a single learnable prompt and a spatial encoder
to achieve the generative goal. While it performs well with
structural anomalies emphasizing local damages, Fig. 1b
shows that when dealing with logical anomalies that violate
underlying constraints, the generated anomalies do not align
accurately with anomaly masks. To summarize, these gener-
ative models are either unsupervised but unrealistic, or they
offer realistic generation but are biased towards structural
anomalies generation and require real anomalous data.

In this work, we propose an unsupervised and component-
aware anomaly generation framework ComGEN, which fills
the gap in logical anomaly generation. Innovatively, given
several normal industrial images, we assume that logical
anomaly generation can be considered as a compositional
problem, which involves changes in the layouts of multiple
objects within an image (e.g., quantity and position).

Based on this assumption, ComGEN employs a multi-
component learning strategy to bridge text and components
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by disentangling image regions through multiple learnable
embeddings, aligning each token’s attention to its corre-
sponding object region. Coupled with two generation editing
approaches: prompt modifications and low-density sampling,
further enhances generative quality. The generation process
iterates with a memory-based reference association module
to identify the closest normal neighbors to the anomalies.
Between anomalous and normal images, their residual atten-
tion of each token maps to distortions in each component,
producing interpretable anomaly masks. While their multi-
scale differential features implicitly indicating anomalies,
are aggregated into U-Net structure to facilitate cross-scale
information exchange. Our key contributions are as follows:

• A new perspective of treating logical anomaly gener-
ation as a compositional problem. We propose Multi-
Component Learning (MCL) strategy to disentangle vi-
sual components in an unsupervised way, coupled with
two generation editing approaches Prompt Modifica-
tions (PM) and Low-density Sampling (LS) to generate
realistic and diverse anomalies beyond test set.

• A mask integrator combining iterative Anomaly-to-
Reference Neighbor Association (RNA) and text-to-
component Residual Mapping (RM) produces pre-
cise masks and implicit anomalous information, which
guides Cross-Scale Difference Aggregation Module
(CSDA) for accelerated anomaly detection learning.

• Our framework ComGEN achieves advanced perfor-
mance with interpretable results on MVTecLOCO [15]
dataset. Applications on the real-world diesel engine in-
dustry and MVTecAD [16] dataset further demonstrate
the model’s scalability and potential in manufacturing.

II. RELATED WORKS

Detecting approaches are divided into reconstruction-
based, embedding-based and generation-based. Firstly,
reconstruction-based methods [4], [17] reconstruct normal
images in the training stage, assuming that the model would
reconstruct abnormal images with a large error, which is fre-
quently contradicted during the test. Secondly, embedding-
based methods [5]–[7], [18] usually use a pre-trained net-
work on ImageNet [19] to capture the high-level features of
images. The anomaly score is then calculated by measuring
the distance between the test sample and normal samples
in the feature space. But industrial image features are dif-
ferent from natural images, so that directly using pre-trained
features may cause a mismatch problem. Thirdly, generation-
based methods [8]–[11], [20] generate anomalous images to
simulate potential deviations from the normal distribution as
negative samples, which help the network learn to recognize
and differentiate anomalous patterns more effectively.

Earliest generation-based methods DRAEM [4], CutPaste
[12] and NSA [21] augment normal samples by introducing
abnormal patterns from patches within the same images or
external texture dataset [22]. But their generated samples
often lack realism and diversity. Then GAN-based models
like SDGAN [20], DefectGAN [8], and DFMGAN [9] train
generative adversarial networks (GANs) [23] to produce

anomalies by learning from real anomalies. Recently, text-
guided approaches have emerged with the advancement of
LDMs [13]. Anodiff [10] disentangles spatial information
from anomaly appearance. CAGEN [11] combines the fea-
tures of real anomalous features with normal samples using
ControlNet [24]. Different with our method, these few-shot
methods require real anomalies, and pay more attention on
structural anomalies while ignore the logical anomalies.

Existing unsupervised generation-based methods towards
logical anomalies include LogicalAL [25] and GRAD [26].
LogicalAL manipulates edges and converts the modified edge
map into image by using edge-to-image generator. GRAD
removes self-attention and reduces network depth of U-Net
architecture in the diffusion process to obtain local anomaly
patterns. However, their generated anomalies visually differ
from real anomalies and lack semantic interpretation, fail-
ing to capture the true nature of abnormal patterns which
influence the performance of downstream detection task.

III. METHOD

Our method consists of three stages, as shown in Fig. 2.
In the first stage, multiple text embeddings are learned from
normal images, and high-quality anomalies are generated
with two generation editing approaches. In the second stage,
comparing with reference module, the generated anomalies
iteratively search for closest normal neighbors to create
anomaly masks based on their residual attention for decou-
pled components. In the third stage, the pair-wise anomalies
and masks serve as supervision signals for a modified seg-
mentation network to complete the anomaly detection task.

A. Preliminaries

Stable Diffusion. StableDiffusion (SD) consists of a varia-
tional autoencoder (VAE) [27], U-Net [28], and text encoder.
The VAE encoder ε compresses the image x to a latent z,
which is perturbed by Gaussian noise ϵ ∼ Uniform (1, T )
in the forward diffusion process. The U-Net, parameterized
by θ, denoises the noisy latent by predicting the noise.
This denoising process can be conditioned on text prompts
y encoded by text encoder τθ. The training process is to
minimize the loss function below:

LLDM = Eε(x),ϵ,y,t

[
||ϵ− ϵθ (ε (x) , t, τθ (y)) ||22

]
(1)

Text condition. Let y have n tokens, τθ (y) is mapped
to intermediate feature maps through cross-attention layers
as follows, where A,Q,K, V denote attention, query, key
and value matrices. A [i, j, k] represents the information flow
from the k-th text token to the (i, j) latent pixel.

attn (Q,K, V ) = A · V = softmax

(
QK⊤
√
d

)
· V (2)

Textual Inversion. Specially, given a single embedding v
learned by textual inversion [29] from user-specified images
Ia, which is then injected into diffusion model as fresh
knowledge to achieve new-concept generation.

v∗=argmin
v

Eε(x),ϵ,y,t

[
||ϵ−ϵθ

(
ε
(
Ita
)
, t, τθ (y)

)
||22

]
(3)
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Fig. 2. The pipeline of ComGEN consisting of three stages: Anomaly Generation, Mask Generation and Anomaly Detection. I. Multi-Component
Learning (MCL) disentangles image regions to align text tokens and components. Then Prompt Modifications (PM) and Low-density Sampling (LS)
enhance generation. II. Reference Neighbor Association (RNA) searches the closest normal samples to anomalies, which are input to Residual Mapping
(RM) together to generated masks. III. Their differential features are fed to Cross-Scale Difference Aggregation Module (CSDA) for model acceleration.

B. Anomaly Generation

Multi-component Learning Strategy. Since it is chal-
lenging for a single embedding in Textual Inversion [29] to
capture semantics of every component within a new-concept
industrial image, we design a Multi-component learning
strategy to learn multiple components simultaneously from
a sentence-image pair. ComGEN learns a list of embeddings
V =

[
v∗, v!, ..., v@, v&

]
corresponds to new components

C =
[
c∗, c!, ..., c@, c&

]
, initialized by τθ. Learnable tokens

are arranged by adjectives, conjunctions and prepositions.
The generation is conditioned on phrases constructed from
templates derived from CLIP [30] to introduce diversity.

A naive adaptation of [29] to achieve multi-word learning
is learning embeddings for all prompts in the string, but
prompts like conjunctions and prepositions are irrelevant. To
maintain a focused learning objective, we only set nouns as
learnable embeddings to reduce network parameters. The op-
timization is still guided by the image-level LDMs, but now
updating while keeping τθ and ϵθ frozen. Multi-component
learning loss can be denoted as follows:

LMCLDM=Eε(x),ϵ,y,t,V
[
||ϵ− ϵθ

(
ε
(
Ita
)
, t, cV(y)

)
||22

]
(4)

where we simplify the expression
[
τθ (y) , v

∗, ..., v&
]

as
cV(y), and vi=cvi(y) represents each learnable embedding
vector. We insert each 768-parameter learnable embeddings
into U-Net in LDMs [13] implementing with cross-attention.

Manipulate Cross-attention Maps via Prompt Mod-
ifications. Since our model learns the semantics of each
component through learnable embeddings, it effectively dis-
entangles the overall image into distinct components. As
shown in Fig. 2II, cross-attention maps establish connections
between each component region within the image and the
corresponding tokens [31], so we can manipulate cross-
attention maps to simulate real-world logical anomalies. For
example, ’missing’ semantics often occur in the industry, so
we can remove related tokens to replicate this scenario.

Low-Density Anomalies Sampling under Distance Con-
straints. Strong prior knowledge introduces diversity to the
generated images by creating combinations of components
that differ from the normal data. Due to anomalous images
being located in low-density regions near the normal images,
these generated samples can be considered as anomaly
patterns that may appear in low-probability density regions of
the data manifold. Fig. 2I shows that these samples simulate



various anomaly patterns, such as changes in quantity, struc-
tural alterations, and color variations. However, the degree
of their deviations from the normal data should not be too
large (d < dmax)), to ensure that the paired masks can be
generated accurately. The distance d is defined as the distance
between the anomalous image and its closest normal image
in the feature space, which will be explained in Sec. III-C.

C. Mask Generation
Reference Neighbor Association. In the second stage, we

generate anomaly masks that are paired with the anomaly
images YA generated in the first stage. Comparable to the
human learning process and embedding-based methods, the
abnormal regions are obtained by comparing the anomaly
image with the normal images in our memory. Therefore,
we begin with finding the closest normal patterns of gener-
ated anomaly images. We first propose a reference module
extended on memory bank to incorporate given N reference

normal images M: =
{
(xn,−)

}N

n=1
. We store reference

features at different scales, using Mj ∈ RN×cj×hj×wj

(j ∈
{1, 2, 3}) to denote the j-the block output of memory module
from a pre-trained ResNet-like encoder such as ResNet-18
[32], [33], where cj , hj , wj represents depth, height and
width of j-th scale feature maps. As shown in Fig. 2II, given
a generated anomaly image yi, the encoder also extracts
multi-scale anomaly features to obtain Fi,j = Fj(yi)(yi ∈
YA). Then we can find the closest reference pattern Mi,∗

j at
j-th scale by calculating the L2 distance between Fi,j and
each of the reference features Mj . We define the closest
reference sample Mi,∗ to the anomaly image yi as:

Di,j =D(Fi,j −Mi,∗),

s.t. Mi,∗ = argmin
Mn⊂M

∑
Mn

j ⊂Mn

∥Fi,j −Mn
j ∥2 (5)

di =
∑3

j=1
SSIM(Fi,j ,Mi,∗

j ) (6)

where D(·, ·) implements element-wise Euclidean distance,
Di,j are t he differential features between Fi,j and Mi,∗. di
represents the distance in Sec. III-B and SSIM is computed
channel-wise. Di,j and Fi,j are fed into Fig. 2III.

Text-to-Component Residual Mapping. To tell the dif-
ference between generated anomaly images with their closest
reference samples, given the input prompt P , we consider p
learnable tokens S = [∗, !, . . . ,@,&] present in P represent-
ing new components C =

[
c∗, c!, ..., c@, c&

]
. Our objective

is to extract a spatial attention map for each token s ∈ S,
indicating the influence of s on each image patch. Given
the noised latent zt, we perform a forward pass through the
pre-trained U-Net network [28] using zt and P . Among the
stored intermediate attention maps, we average all 16×16
attention layers and heads, which are proven to be the most
semantically meaningful ones [31]. The resulting aggregated
attention map At contains p spatial attention maps. As shown
in Fig. 2, we select smoothed attention maps A0 at time step
t = 0 as pixel-level annotations of p components.

A0 = {Gaussian (As
0) | s = 1, 2, . . . , p} (7)

Here, s denotes the index of the learnable tokens, and
Gaussian(·) utilizes a Gaussian kernel with a size of 3.

First, for generated anomaly images, zt is sampled from
a standard normal distribution N (0, I), where t denotes
the current time step in the reverse diffusion process. The
resulting cross-attention maps are denoted as Agen

0 .
Second, for the corresponding closest reference samples,

to ensure that the generated images accurately reconstruct the
reference images, we adopt DDIM process [34]. Specifically,
we start with M∗

0 = M∗ and the deterministic forward
DDIM process to obtain latents is represented as:

M∗
t+1 =

√
αt+1fθ(M∗

t , t) +
√

1− αt+1ϵθ(M∗
t , t) (8)

and the deterministic reverse DDIM process to generate
samples from the obtained latent becomes:

M∗
t−1 =

√
αt−1fθ(M∗

t , t) +
√

1− αt−1ϵθ(M∗
t , t) (9)

By applying Formula (8) for t∈{0, ..., T−1}, we can encode
the closest normal sample M∗

0 in a noisy image M∗
T . Then,

we recover the identical M∗
0 from M∗

T by using Formula (9)
for t ∈ {T, ..., 1}. During this process, cross-attention maps
of the closest reference sample are recorded as Anorm

0 .
Finally, we can calculate the residuals of the cross-

attention maps between generated anomalies and closest
reference samples to obtain anomaly masks ymask. The
Upsample(·) adjusts the resolution to match the input image.

ymask = Upsample(

p∑
s=1

|As,norm
0 −As,gen

0 |) (10)

D. Anomaly Detection
Cross-Scale Difference Aggregation Module. We ob-

tained concatenated information Ci,j composed of the input
image features Fi,j and the best difference information Di,j

in Fig. 2II. We found that Di,j already contains a blurred
estimate of the abnormal region in the channel-wise averaged
feature maps mij . By generating progressively enhanced
masks m′

ij from mij through Formula (11), the noise in
the implicit anomalous estimate mij is reduced in Fig. 2III.

To facilitate the exchange of cross-scale information, in-
spired by [35], multi-scale features Cij are merged in U-Net
structure. For downscaling, depth-wise separable convolu-
tions are applied, and for upscaling, bilinear interpolation
is followed by a 1x1 convolution. The segmentation network
based on U-Net is in Fig. 2III, where Cij masked by mij are
fed to the final decoder. The decoder outputs an anomaly
score map ypred, which is of the same shape as ymask.

m′
i3= mi3 m′

i2= mi2 ⊙m′u
i3 m′

i1= mi1 ⊙m′u
i2 (11)

where ⊙ element-wise product and u represents up-sampling.
Training Constraints. Our training objective comprises

three parts: Focal Loss [36] is applied to emphasize the hard
misclassified examples; Smooth L1 Loss [37] is to reduce the
oversensitivity to outliers; while Dice Loss [38] is to address
unbalanced segmentation training.

Ltotal = SmoothL1
(ypred, ymask)+ωLFocal(y

pred, ymask)

+ LDice(y
pred, ymask) (12)
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IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Experimental Settings

Datasets. We mainly conduct experiments on the MVTe-
cLOCO dataset [15], a mainstream dataset for anomaly
detection, including both structural and logical anomalies,
with a total of 3,644 images distributed across five categories.

Evaluation Metrics. We classify metrics into generation
metrics and performance metrics. Generation metrics are
dedicated to evaluating the quality of the generated images.
Inception Score (IS) [39] is applied to access the quality
of generated images while Intra-cluster Pairwise Learned
Perceptual Image Patch Similarity (IC-LPIPS) metric [40] is
to measure the diversity among the generated anomalies. On
the other hand, performance metrics focus on assessing the
effectiveness of the generated images in downstream tasks
like anomaly detection and localization. We employ metrics
such as the Area Under the Receiver Operating Characteristic
curve (AUROC) and Saturated Per-Region Overlap (sPRO)
[25], to evaluate the precision and overall efficacy of the
proposed framework in these specific tasks.

Implementation Details. We retain the original hyper-
parameter choices in [29] to train the first stage. We train
our models for each category using one-third of the normal
images over 6100 epochs on a V100 GPU, with a constant
learning rate of 1e-5 and a batch size of 16. We adopt DDIM
sampling method with the denoising step T = 50 to generate
1,000 images per category. Meanwhile, we perform random
cropping and rotation on the image to get augmented views.
ω in the total loss is set to 5. To construct the reference
memory module, we get multi-scale features of dimensions
of 64×64×64, 128×32×32, and 256×16×16 from block 1,
block 2, and block 3 of ResNet-18 [32].

B. Comparative Experiments and Main Results

Anomaly generation results. We mainly compare our
model with a represented GAN-based method DFMGAN
[9] and latest Diffusion-based method AnoDiff [10]. Tab. I.
demonstrates that our model achieves the highest scores in

TABLE I
COMPARISON OF OTHERS AND OURS ON IS AND IC-L INDICATORS.

LEFT/RIGHT REPRESENT LOGICAL/STRUCTURAL ANOMALIES.

Category DFMGAN [9] AnoDiff [10] Ours

IS↑ IC-L↑ IS↑ IC-L↑ IS↑ IC-L↑

breakfast box 1.21/1.33 0.24/0.23 1.28/1.49 0.29/0.27 1.41/1.58 0.35/0.32
juice bottle 1.12/1.17 0.13/0.13 1.21/1.25 0.18/0.16 1.35/1.45 0.22/0.20
pushpins 1.02/1.14 0.23/0.24 1.08/1.31 0.37/0.31 1.20/1.48 0.45/0.30
screw bag 1.34/1.49 0.20/0.21 1.67/1.73 0.26/0.25 1.98/2.14 0.32/0.30
connectors 1.18/1.72 0.33/0.23 1.35/1.98 0.40/0.30 1.82/2.24 0.45/0.29

Average 1.17/1.37 0.23/0.21 1.32/1.55 0.30/0.26 1.55/1.78 0.36/0.28

both IS and IC-LPIPS, indicating that it generates anoma-
lous data with superior quality and diversity. Furthermore,
we exhibit the generated anomalies in Fig. 3. DFMGAN
occasionally produces identical masks and anomalies due to
its inherent instability. AnoDiff struggles to generate defects
that align with the mask because it lacks an understanding
of logical anomalies when integrating defects into normal
images. In contrast, our method is capable of generating
realistic and diverse defects beyond the scope of the test set,
while also producing accurately paired masks. Our approach
provides more comprehensive and diverse defect data for
downstream detection tasks in an unsupervised way.

Anomaly detection and classification results. Tab. II
presents the results for image-level AU-ROC and pixel-
level AU-sPRO, highlighting that our model surpasses other
anomaly generation models. Visualized localization results
are shown in Fig. 3. For classification, our approach achieved
an average classification accuracy of 52.2%, significantly
surpassing DFMGAN’s 36.1% and AnoDiff’s 45.4% on both
logical and structural anomalies.

C. Ablation Study

We investigate the importance of each module in Com-
GEN and the results are reported in Tab. III. We employ
each setting to generate 1000 anomalous image-mask pairs to
report performance metrics. 1) MCL: we compare the effects
of single-prompt learning and the multi-component learning
strategies. Simply applying a textual inversion [29] model
tends to capture overall objects, conversely, learning multiple



TABLE II
DETECTION AND LOCALIZATION RESULTS. TOP: IMAGE-LEVEL AU-ROC / PIXEL-LEVEL AU-SPRO (FPR 5%) ON MVTECLOCO [15].

BOTTOM: AUC-I AND AUC-P DENOTE IMAGE-LEVEL AND PIXEL-LEVEL AU-ROC FOR DIESEL ENGINE AND MVTECAD [16].

Category Methods W/O anomaly generation Methods With anomaly generation

RD4AD [6] GCAD [15] THFR [41] EfficientAD [42] DRAEM [4] DFMGAN [9] AnoDiff [10] GRAD [26] LogicalAL [25] Ours

breakfast box 68.7 / 42.2 83.9 / 50.2 78.0 / 58.3 - / - 75.7 / 49.9 70.5 / 57.9 79.7 / 60.6 81.2 / - 85.4 / 46.8 87.2 / 50.8
juice bottle 94.8 / 85.1 99.4 / 91.0 97.1 / 89.6 - / - 93.9 / 80.0 94.0 / 81.2 94.9 / 82.9 97.6 / - 98.5 / 91.3 99.1 / 93.3
Pushpins 75.9 / 61.4 86.2 / 73.9 88.3 / 76.3 - / - 76.0 / 49.3 78.5 / 58.8 84.4 / 65.8 99.7 / - 87.4 / 81.3 92.9 / 79.3
screw bag 74.9 / 57.4 63.2 / 55.8 73.7 / 61.5 - / - 72.7 / 49.0 73.0 / 54.4 73.2 / 55.8 76.6 / - 82.0 / 52.3 79.8 / 55.3
connector 84.4 / 71.3 89.3 / 79.8 92.7 / 84.8 - / - 82.5 / 67.3 85.9 / 70.1 86.7 / 74.8 85.4 / - 89.0 / 76.3 95.2 / 80.3

Mean 79.7 / 63.5 83.3 / 70.1 86.0 / 74.1 90.7 / 79.8 80.1 / 59.1 80.3 / 64.5 83.8 / 68.0 87.5 / - 88.5 / 69.7 91.2 / 71.8

Method Diesel Engine (AUC-I / AUC-P on Four Resolutions) Method MVTec AD (AUC-P on Five Categories)

150×150 200×200 300×300 600×600 Average Carpet Grid Leather Tile Wood Average

DRAEM [4] 54.4 / 77.4 57.1 / 80.2 57.1 / 82.2 47.0 / 87.1 53.9 / 81.7 MCDEN [43] 97.5 96.6 99.3 97.8 91.7 96.6
Ours 64.3 / 85.9 65.8 / 88.7 61.4 / 89.0 63.9 / 87.7 63.9 / 87.8 Ours 98.3 97.2 98.8 97.9 98.5 98.1

prompts enables model to disentangle multiple components
within an image; 2) PM and LS: significantly boosted realism
and diversity compared to randomly sampling; 3) RNA: as
the number of memory samples increases, the model locates
the abnormal regions more accurately, but excessive mem-
ory samples leads to decreased inference speed. 4) CSDA:
removing CSDA causes the degradation of performance,
indicating that it is necessary to introduce implicit multi-
scale anomalous information to accelerate model learning.

TABLE III
ABLATION STUDY ON EACH MODULE IN COMGEN. IS/IC-L ARE

INFLUENCED BY MCL AND PM/LS MODULE.

MCL PM/LS RNA CSDA AU-ROC/AU-sPRO IS / IC-L

81.8 / 64.7 1.25 / 0.22
✓ 87.2 / 67.1 1.54 / 0.29

✓ ✓ 83.6 / 65.0 - / -
✓ ✓ 89.2 / 69.5 - / -
✓ ✓ ✓ 88.5 / 68.9 - / -
✓ ✓ ✓ 89.9 / 70.4 - / -
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 91.2 / 71.8 1.67 / 0.32

D. Real-World Applications on Diesel Engine Industry

We conducted experiments on Diesel Engine both in real-
world industry scenario and laboratory environment to vali-
date the effectiveness of anomaly generation. Fig. 4 depicts
the environment in which we collected data on casting
surfaces in a Diesel Engine Manufacturing Factory. We apply
the settings in [10] and only executed the first stage of
training and generation. Following the DRAEM [4] anomaly
detection process, we replaced 30% of the generation data
with anomalous images generated by ComGEN. This re-
sulted in a 10.0 / 6.1 increase in AUROC metric in Tab. II. As
shown in Fig.4, our method is especially effective to generate
mixture anomalies. Furthermore, we also experiment on
MVTecAD [16], a widely-used anomaly detection dataset.
Our method increases the AUROC from 97.3 to 97.9 for
all categories and achieves 98.1 on five texture categories,
compared to MCDEN’s 96.6 [43] in Tab. II. The results
in Fig. 4 further underscore the potential of our method
to enhance detection performance for generating realistic
anomalies in the industrial automation manufacturing.
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Fig. 4. Generation and localization results. Data Collection: Hardware-
based Data Acquisition Environment. Casting Surfaces: Multi-surface
results on Diesel Engine, where generated anomalies are marked with red
boxes and heap maps highlight anomalous regions (ground-truth masks in
low-right corner). MVTec AD: Generation results of object categories (from
Bottle to Screw) and texture categories (from Carpet to Leather), where we
compared texture anomalies with Anodiff (left) and Ours (right).

V. CONCLUSIONS

We introduce a Component-aware Generation (ComGEN)
algorithm for anomaly detection, with only normal samples
to generate anomalous data. In summary, Multi-Component
Learning strategy effectively disentangles visual components
in text, facilitating the generation of realistic anomalies
through Prompt Modifications and Low-Density Sampling.
The integration of Reference Neighbor Association and text-
to-component Residual Mapping, produces residual attention
and multi-scale differential features to generate mask and
detect anomalies with Cross-Scale Difference Aggregation
Module. ComGEN hypothesizes that logical anomalies can
be disentangled by aligning each token’s attention with its
corresponding component in the object regions. Experiments
on MVTecLOCO dataset and applications on real-world
Diesel Engine demonstrate the effectiveness of our model, to
generate authentic anomalies for industrial manufacturing.
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