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ABSTRACT 

This review surveys the state-of-the-art in text-to-image and image-to-image generation within 
the scope of generative AI. We provide a comparative analysis of three prominent architectures: 
Variational Autoencoders, Generative Adversarial Networks and Diffusion Models. For each, we 
elucidate core concepts, architectural innovations, and practical strengths and limitations, particularly 
for scientific image understanding. Finally, we discuss critical open challenges and potential future 
research directions in this rapidly evolving field. 

 
1 Introduction 

 
Generative AI (genAI) has emerged as a powerful tool with the ability to create novel digital content, including images, 
text, and music [5]. However, using generative AI to create scientific images of phenomena unseen by the model 
continues to be challenging, and prone to hallucination [43] and misrepresentation of scientific principles. If the model 
extrapolates beyond its training data, it can generate images that, while visually plausible, are physically or biologically 
impossible [37]. This can lead to the propagation of inaccurate scientific concepts and hinder genuine discovery [19, 20]. 
This paper overviews the major milestones in the last few years, then describes how Variational Autoencoders (VAEs), 
Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) and Diffusion Models have revolutionized these areas. Finally, we delineate 
potential avenues for verification and validation. 
Overall, this paper focuses on two key subdomains: text-to-image and image-to-image generation. 
This review aims to: 

• Analyze their applications in text-to-image and image-to-image generation. 

• Compare and contrast the strengths and weaknesses of these approaches for scientific data generation. 

• Discuss the challenges and future directions of research in this field. 
 

∗Corresponding Author 
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2 Background 

This section provides an overview of the key advancements in text-to-image and image-to-image generation technologies, 
particularly considering the technologies from major tech companies, such as Google, Meta, Microsoft and OpenAI. 
We highlight significant software releases and the underlying algorithms that have shaped the landscape of generative 
AI from 2021 to 2024. 
In 2021, OpenAI introduced DALL-E, a groundbreaking model that utilized a variant of the GPT-3 architecture, which 
is a large language model (LLM), to generate images from textual descriptions. DALL-E employed a transformer-based 
architecture, leveraging the principles of attention mechanisms to understand and synthesize complex relationships 
between text and visual elements. The model was trained on a diverse dataset of text-image pairs, enabling it to create 
novel images that often combined disparate concepts in coherent and imaginative ways. This marked a significant 
advancement in generative models, setting the stage for future developments in text-to-image synthesis[30, 25]. 

 
 

 

Figure 1: Major highlights of language and multimodal models, with less focus on text-to-image generation models 
[38]. 

 
The year 2022 saw significant advancements in text-to-image generation technologies. Google introduced Imagen, a 
diffusion-based model that generates high-quality images from textual prompts. Imagen utilized a two-step process 
involving a denoising diffusion probabilistic model (DDPM), which iteratively refined a random noise image into a 
coherent visual representation based on the input text. While Imagen did not directly employ Variational Autoencoders 
(VAEs) or Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) [8], its diffusion approach presented an alternative to these 
traditional generative frameworks. Meanwhile, OpenAI released DALL-E 2, which improved upon its predecessor by 
incorporating CLIP (Contrastive Language-Image Pretraining) [25] to better align the generated images with textual 
descriptions[28]. CLIP itself is a multi-modal vision and language model that understands and relates textual and 
visual information. CLIP has since become the benchmark for text-to-image and multi modal text+image-to-image 
generation. Meta’s Make-A-Scene also emerged, allowing users to have more control over the composition of generated 
images through scene graphs, enhancing the interactivity of the image creation process[6]. Additionally, Microsoft 
integrated OpenAI’s models into its Azure platform, making these advanced capabilities more accessible to developers 
and businesses. 
In 2023, the landscape of generative AI continued to evolve with notable releases and innovations. Google unveiled 
Imagen Video, extending the capabilities of its diffusion models to generate videos from text prompts, thus introducing 
temporal coherence and movement to the generative process[10]. OpenAI launched DALL-E 3, which featured enhanced 
text comprehension and image generation capabilities, further refining the alignment between textual input and visual 
output through improved training techniques and larger datasets[1]. This model continued to leverage the principles of 
LLMs to enhance its generative abilities. Anthropic’s Claude AI also began to incorporate multimodal functionalities, 
allowing for a richer interaction between text and images, while not strictly focused on image generation, it illustrated 
the growing trend of integrating LLMs with visual understanding. Meta’s Segment Anything Model (SAM), a zero-shot 
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algorithm, has facilitated advanced image segmentation, providing tools for image-to-image manipulation by enabling 
users to specify regions of interest within images[16]. Finally, Microsoft’s Copilot integrated these generative AI 
technologies into design workflows, allowing users to seamlessly leverage AI-driven image generation and manipulation 
tools, thus democratizing access to sophisticated design capabilities[36]. 
In 2024, major tech players release improved technologies for text-to-image and image-to-image generation. Google, 
with its ongoing development of Imagen and related models, focused on enhanced photorealism and semantic under- 
standing, leveraging diffusion models and potentially incorporating LLMs for improved prompt interpretation. Meta 
expanded its offerings, building upon its Emu architecture, emphasizing both speed and quality, exploring variations 
of diffusion models potentially incorporating VAEs for efficient latent space manipulation [17][7][33]. OpenAI con- 
tinued refining DALL-E, focusing on higher resolution and more consistent image generation, further optimizing its 
diffusion-based pipeline and potentially integrating LLM-driven refinement steps. Anthropic, while primarily known 
for LLMs, began exploring visual generation in conjunction with its Claude model, potentially integrating diffusion 
models with their sophisticated contextual understanding capabilities. Microsoft further solidified its position with 
updates to its Designer and Image Creator powered by DALL-E 3, focusing on user accessibility and integration within 
its ecosystem. Underpinning these advancements are diffusion models, which iteratively denoise images from Gaussian 
noise, often operating within a latent space defined by VAEs for computational efficiency. Some models, though less 
prevalent in 2024 for high-fidelity image generation, may still utilize GANs for specific tasks like upscaling or style 
transfer, though diffusion models have become the dominant approach for general text-to-image and image-to-image 
tasks. The integration of LLMs, especially in prompt understanding and refinement, became a key trend, ensuring 
generated images more accurately reflect the intent of the user. 

 
3 Key Generative Architectures 

3.1 Variational Auto-Encoder (VAE) 

First introduced in 2013 [15], the Variational Auto-Encoder (VAE) is a type of generative neural network capable of 
learning a probability distribution over a set of data points without labels. A VAE learns to encode input data into a 
lower-dimensional latent space and then decode it back to the original space by sampling latents, while ensuring the 
latent representations follow a known probability distribution. 
VAE is categorized as a model with an explicit intractable density function (tractable models allow for explicit likelihood 
computation) that learns a probability distribution using variational inference and latent variables. Intuitively, latent 
variables (LV) “explain” the data in a “simpler” way, and more rigorously, LV result from a transformation of the data 
points into a continuous lower-dimensional space. Mathematically, we define x as a data point that follows a probability 
distribution p(x) and z, to be a latent variable that follows a probability distribution p(z), then: 

• p(x) is the marginal distribution (and goal of the model) 
• p(z) is the prior distribution 
• p(x|z) is the likelihood mapping latents z to data points x 
• p(x, z) = p(x|z) ∗	p(z) is the joint distribution of data points and latent variables 
• p(z|x) is the posterior distribution that describes z that can be produced by x 

 
 

 
Figure 2: Variational Inference 

 
The generative process in VAEs consists of computing x given z (computed by p(x|z)) by sampling z ∼	p(z) and 
x ∼	p(x), while inference consists of finding z given x (computed by p(z|x)) by sampling x ∼	p(x) and then sampling 
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x  p(z x) (see Figure 2). To find the parameters of the marginal distribution p(x), we can apply gradient descent 
which translates to compute the following: 

 
∇logpθ(x) =

  

pθ(z|x)∇θlogpθ(x, z)dz (1) 

The goal of variational inference is to approximate the posterior distribution p(z x) with an explicit tractable probability 
distribution and allow its computation as an optimization problem. We can call this distribution the variational posterior 
q(z x). During training, the goal is to minimize the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence, which expresses the difference 
between the true posterior and the variational posterior and is given by (with θ being the model parameters): 

 
  ∞ p(x)  p(x)  

KL(P ||Q) = p(x)log( )dx = Ex∼p(x)[log( ] (2) 
−∞ q(x) q(x, θ) 

 

To enable backpropagation in the decoder part of the VAE, this method considers a reparametrization trick where 
instead of just sampling from the latent distribution, they add a random noise to the mean and standard deviation to 
make gradient computation possible. 

 
 
 

 
Figure 3: VAE Encode - Decoder architecture 

 
 

The final loss function is given by the following equation: 
 

Lθ,ϕ(x) = Eqϕ(z|x)	[logpϕ(x|z)] −	KL(qϕ(z|x)||pθ(z)) (3) 

The first part of the previous equation (also called negative reconstruction error associated to the Decoder part of 
the VAE) controls how well the model reconstructs x given z of the variational posterior whereas the second part 
(corresponding the Encoder part of the VAE) controls how close the variational posterior q(z x) is to the prior p(x) i.e. 
how well the dimensionality reduction of the Encoder captures the data features within the latent space. 

 
3.2 Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) 

The first Generative Adversarial Network (GAN) was introduced in 2014 [9, 8] and represents a major advancement in 
generative learning. GANs are a class of machine learning models that consists of two key components: a generator 
and a discriminator, where the generator aims to produce synthetic data, and the discriminator attempts to distinguish 
between the real data and synthetic data (see Figure 4. 
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Figure 4: Architecture of the Vanilla GAN 
 

• The generator G(z) maps random noise z  p(z) (also called latents) to the data distribution and outputs the 
synthetic image in the shape of a 1D-vector. The stochasticity given by this random sampling will provide a 
non-deterministic output, which is how the model creates diversity in the generation process. The goal here is 
to fool the discriminator and minimize log(1 D(G(z))), which amounts to maximizing the discriminator’s 
mistakes. 

• The discriminator D(x) takes as input a real and synthetic image (generated by the generator) and outputs the 
probability that the image corresponds to the real data distribution or not. The goal here is to maximize the 
loss function or the probability that it correctly classifies real and fake images. 

This adversarial process drives both the generator and the discriminator to improve, resulting in high-quality synthetic 
data. In addition, the fact that the generator is only trained to fool the discriminator makes this Vanilla GAN model 
unsupervised. 
The goal of the GAN is to solve the min-max game or adversarial game between the generator and the discriminator 
with the following objective function and optimization problem: 

 
min max V (G, D) = Ex∼pdata(x)[logD(x)] + Ez∼pfake(z)[log(1 −	D(G(z)))] (4) 

 

where D(x) is the probability that x is real, G(z) is the generated sample, and thus D(G(z)) is the probability that the 
generated image given latent z is real. One of the most common limitations of GANs is the so-called mode collapse 
problem where the generator fails to represent accurately the pixel space of all possible outputs. This issue is common 
in high-resolution images, where too many fine-scale features must be captured. In that case, the generator gets stuck in 
a parameter setting with a similar level of noise that can consistently fool the discriminator and only captures a subset 
of the real data distribution. It then fails to produce diversity in its outputs and collapses to producing only a few types 
of synthetic samples. 

 
3.2.1 Conditional GAN (CGAN) 

As an extension of the Vanilla GAN, the Conditional GAN was introduced in 2014 [21] and uses conditional information 
(image or text) to guide the generation process. The CGAN performs conditioning generation by feeding information 
to both the generator and the discriminator. The generator G(z, y) takes as input random noise z, and the conditional 
embedding y and learns to generate data given this condition, whereas, the discriminator D(x, y) learns to classify real 
and fake images by checking that the condition y is met. The min-max optimization function becomes: 

min max V (G, D) = Ex∼pdata(x)[logD(x|y)] + Ez∼pfake(z)[log(1 −	D(G(z|y), y))] (5) 

StackGAN [41] and Attentional GAN (AttnGAN) [40] are influential CGAN architectures that advanced text-to-image 
generation. StackGAN introduced a hierarchical approach, generating low-resolution images and iteratively refining 
them to high-resolution outputs. AttnGAN innovated with attention mechanisms, allowing the model to selectively 
attend to specific words or phrases in the text description when generating corresponding image regions. 

 
3.2.2 Deep Convolutional GAN (DCGAN) 

Following the initial development of GANs, various architectures emerged, notably Deep Convolutional Generative 
Adversarial Networks (DCGANs) introduced by Radford et al. in 2015 [29], which extended the foundational GAN 
framework. While the Vanilla GAN’s architecture contains simple downsampling and upsampling layers with ReLU 



A PREPRINT - FEBRUARY 28, 2025 

6 

 

 

rr 

s=0 

N	 |	

rr 

X 

X 

activations and a Sigmoid activation for the discriminator, this variant of the GAN is made of strided convolution layers, 
batch norm layers, and LeakyReLU activation functions. This architecture is adapted to small size images such as RGB 
inputs of shape (3,64,64). 

 
3.3 Diffusion Models 

Diffusion models, now producing state-of-the-art high-fidelity and diverse images, have evolved from the initial work 
of Sohl-Dickstein et al. in 2015 [34] to the significantly impactful Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Models (DDPM) 
by Ho et al. in 2020 [11]. These models differ from the previous generative models as they decompose the image 
generation process through small denoising steps. In fact, the idea behind diffusion models is that they take an input 
image x0 and gradually add Gaussian noise in what is called the forward process. The second part of the network is the 
reverse process, or sampling process, which consists of removing the noise to obtain new data (see Figure 5). 
The forward process in the diffusion network consists of a Markov chain of T steps. Given an input image x0 sampled 
from the true data distribution x0 ∼	 q(x0), at each step t < T , Gaussian noise is added to xt−1, according to a variance 
schedule β1, ..., βt to obtain xt ∼	q(xt|xt−1) where the x1, ..., xT are latents of the same dimensionality as x0: 

q(xt|xt−1) = N(xt; µt = 
✓

1 −	βtxt−1, Σt = βtI) (6) 

Where I is the identity matrix and the variances βt can be learned or kept constant as hyperparameters. In the case of 
the DDPM paper, the authors used a linear schedule increasing from β1 = 10−4 to βT = 0.02. The scheduler, however, 
can be linear, quadratic, cosine [24] etc. The posterior probability can be defined as: 

 
T 

q(x1:T |x0) = q(xt|xt−1) (7) 
t=1 

 
And using the reparametrization trick to obtain a tractable closed-form sampling at any timestep, we define αt = 1 −	βt, 
ᾱ =

  t
 αs where ϵ0, ..., ϵt−1 ∼	N(0, I) and finally have: 

xt ∼	q(xt|x0) = N(xt; ᾱ tx0 , (1 −	ᾱ )I) (8) 

Given that βt is a hyperparameter, it is possible to compute αt and ᾱ t  for all timesteps. We can therefore sample the 
noise at any timestep t and get the latent variables xt. 
The second part of diffusion models is the reverse process which is also a Markov chain with learned Gaussian transitions 
starting at p(xT ) =  (xT ; 0, I). The goal of the reverse process is to learn the reverse distribution q(xt−1 xt) by 
approximating it with a parametrized model pθ (where pθ is Gaussian and the mean and variance will be parametrized 
and learned by a neural network): 

 

pθ(xt−1|xt) = N(xt−1; µθ(xt, t), Σθ(xt, t)) (9) 

T 

pθ(x0:T ) = pθ(xT ) pθ(xt−1|xt) (10) 
t=1 

 
To train diffusion models, we optimize the negative log-likelihood of the training data. This optimization, similar to the 
approach used in Variational Autoencoders (VAEs), is achieved by maximizing the Evidence Lower Bound (ELBO), a 
tractable approximation. The following expression represents the ELBO after a series of computational steps: 

 
T 

log p(x) ≥	Eq(x1|x0) [log pθ(x0|x1)] −	DKL (q(xT |x0)∥p(xT )) −	 Eq(xt|x0) [DKL (q(xt−1|xt, x0)∥pθ(xt−1|xt))] 
t=2 

(11) 
T 

log p(x) ≥	L0 −	LT −	 Lt−1 (12) 
t=2 

Where: 
• Eq(x1|x0) [log pθ(x0|x1)] is the reconstruction term 
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Figure 5: Denoising diffusion probabilistic models (DDPMs). Source: [18] 

 
• DKL (q(xT |x0)∥p(xT )) basically shows how close xT is to the Standard Gaussian distribution. 

T 
t=2 Lt−1 = Lt represents the difference between the denoising steps pθ(xt−1|xt) and the approximated 

ones qθ(xt−1 xt, x0). The KL divergence compares pθ(xt−1 xt) against forward process posteriors, which 
are tractable when conditioned on x0. 

Therefore maximizing the likelihood amounts to learning the denoising steps Lt. Based on further calculations, the 
DDPM paper shows that instead of predicting the mean of the distribution during the training of the reverse process, the 
model will predict the noise ϵ at each timestep t using the following simplified formula of the denoising term in the 
ELBO (also the loss function of the reverse process network): 

Lsimple(θ) := Et,x ,ϵ
 
∥ϵ −	ϵθ (

√
ᾱtx0 + 

√
1 −	ᾱ t ϵ, t)∥2 

(13) 

The model associated to the loss function of the reverse process is a U-Net architecture with residual blocks, group 
normalization as well as self-attention blocks. The timestep t is concatenated to the input image using a cosine positional 
embedding into each residual block. This denoising U-Net is trained to predict the noise at each timestep of the process. 

 
3.3.1 Conditional Image Generation with Guided Diffusion 

Classifier Guidance 
Similarly to the CGAN, an important extension of the diffusion model is the Guided diffusion model that includes 
conditional image generation in the network. In that scenario, the model adds conditioning information y at each 
diffusion step: 

T 

pθ(x0:T |y) = pθ(xT ) pθ(xt−1|xt, y) (14) 
t=1 

 

Using Bayes rule with some computations and more importantly by adding the guidance scalar term s, we can show 
that guided diffusion models aim to learn ∇logpθ(xt|y) such that: 

∇logpθ(xt|y) = ∇logpθ(xt) + s.∇logpθ(y|xt) (15) 

It was also shown in [34] and [3] that a classifier guidance model defined by fΦ(y|xt, t) can guide the diffusion 
towards the target class y by training fΦ(y|xt, t) on a noisy image xt to predict class y. To do so, we build a class- 
conditional diffusion model with mean µ(xt|y) and variance Σθ(xt|y) and perturb the mean by the gradients of 
logfΦ(y|xt, t) of class y, resulting in: 
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µ̂(xt |y) = µθ(xt|y) + s ·	Σθ(xt|y)∇logfΦ(y|xt, t) (16) 

 
 

Figure 6: Algorithm of classifier guided diffusion. Source: [3] 

 
Classifier Free-Guidance 
Classifier-free guidance, proposed by Ho et al. [12], allows for enhanced control in diffusion models by eliminating 
the need for separate classifiers. Instead of relying on a separate classifier, which increases training complexity and 
introduces bias potential, classifier-free guidance trains the diffusion model to directly learn and combine conditional 
and unconditional distributions during inference, streamlining the process. In other words, the authors train a conditional 
diffusion model ϵθ(xt|y) and an unconditional model ϵθ(xt|y = 0) as a single neural network as follows: 

ϵˆθ(xt|y) = ϵθ(xt|0) + s ·	(ϵθ(xt|y) −	ϵθ(xt|0)) (17) 

This approach is advantageous compared to the previous one as it trains a single model to guide the diffusion process 
and can take different types of conditional data such as text embeddings. We will see that many models rely on classifier 
free-guidance especially when training on multi-modal data. 

 
3.3.2 Score-based generative models 

Score-Based Diffusion Models (SBDMs) are a class of diffusion models proposed by [35] that use score functions 
(gradient of the log probability density function) and Lagevin dynamics (iterative process where we draw samples from 
a distribution based only on its score function). Like GANs, SBDMs use adversarial training and try to generate images 
that are indistinguishable from real images. 
Instead of learning a probability density p(x), the neural network sθ estimates the score function  xlogp(x) directly, 
and the training objective can be as follows: 

Ep
  
∥∇x log p(x) −	sθ(x) −	∥2 =

  

p(x∥∇x log p(x) −	sθ(x)∥2dx (18) 
 

While Langevin dynamics can sample p(x) using the approximated score function, directly estimating xlogp(x is 
difficult and imprecise. To address this, diffusion models learn score functions at various noise levels, achieved by 
perturbing the data with multiple scales of Gaussian noise. 
So given the data distribution p(x), we perturb it with Gaussian noise N (0, σ2I) where i = 1, 2, . . . , L to obtain a 
noise-perturbed distribution: 

pσ (x) =
  

p(y)N (x; y, σ2I) dy (19) 
 

Then we train a network sθ(x, i), known as the Noise Conditional Score-Based Network (NCSN), to estimate the score 
function ∇x log pσi	(x) . The training objective is a weighted sum of Fisher divergences for all noise scales: 

L 
   

λ(i)Ep  (x)
 
∥∇x log pσ (x) −	sθ(x, i)∥2 

(20) 
 

 

The authors of [35] combine components of NSCNs and DDPMs into one generative model, based on Stochastic 
Differential Equations (SDE) that does not depend on the data and no trainable parameters. Rather than perturbing 
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data with a finite set of noise distributions, we utilize a continuous range of distributions that evolve over time through 
a diffusion process xt t∈[0,T ]. This process is governed by a predefined SDE. Then, it is possible to generate new 
samples by reversing this process. The forward process going from an input image x0 to random noise xT is defined 
such that: 

 
dx = f (x, t)dt + g(t)dw (21) 

 
 

Where: 
 

• dw is a Wiener process (random noise), 
 

• f (x, t) is the drift term and a vector valued function 
 

• g(t) is the diffusion term and a scalar function 
 

After adding noise to the original data distribution for enough time steps, the perturbed distribution becomes close 
to a tractable noise distribution. Then it is possible to generate new samples by reversing the diffusion process and 
computing the reverse SDE given that the SDE was chosen to have a corresponding reverse SDE in closed form (see 
Figure 7): 

 

dx =
 

f (x, t) −	g2(t)∇x log pt(x)
 

dt + g(t)dw (22) 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Figure 7: Score-based generative modeling through SDE 
 
 

3.4 Stable Diffusion and Latent diffusion models 
 

Latent diffusion models (LDMs) are yet another innovative extension of diffusion models [32]. Instead of applying the 
diffusion on a high-dimensional input (pixel space), we project the input image into a smaller latent space and apply 
diffusion with latents as inputs. The authors of [32] propose to use an encoder network g to downsample the input 
into a latent representation zt = g(xt) and apply the forward process to zt. Then the reverse process is the same as 
a standard diffusion process with a U-Net to generate new data that are then upsampled by a decoder network (see 
Figure 8). Therefore, given an encoder ε (Stable diffusion uses a pre-trained VAE encoder network), then the loss can 
be formulated as: 

 
LLDM = Eε(x),t,ϵ[∥ϵ −	ϵθ(zt, t)2∥] (23) 
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Figure 8: Latent diffusion architecture. Source: [18] 
 
 

Stable diffusion can also be conditioned, in particular, using classifier-free guidance by adding conditional embeddings 
such as image features or text descriptions using a text encoder (e.g. CLIP’s text encoder) to steer the generation 
process. 

 
3.4.1 Diffusion Transformers (DiT) 

One of the most recent diffusion-based models is the Diffusion Transformer (DiT) proposed in [26] which is an 
architecture that combines the principles of diffusion models and transformer models and that generates high-quality 
synthetic images. It leverages the iterative denoising process inherent in diffusion models while utilizing the powerful 
representation learning capabilities of transformers for improved sample generation. The authors in [26] replace the 
U-Net backbone, in the LDM model, by a neural network called a Transformer [39]. Transformers are a class of 
models based on self-attention mechanisms, and they have been proven to excel in tasks involving sequential data (like 
language processing). They work by attending to all input tokens at once and using multi-head self-attention to process 
the input efficiently. Mathematically, the attention mechanism can be formulated as follows: 

  
QKT  

 

 
Where: 

Attention(Q, K, V ) = softmax √
d

 V (24) 

 

• Q (query), K (key), and V (value) are input representations. 

• dk is the dimensionality of the key vectors, and the softmax function normalizes the attention scores. 
 

In the context of a Diffusion Transformer (see Figure 9), the input to the transformer is typically a set of tokens or 
features (e.g., image patches, sequence tokens), and self-attention helps the model attend to dependencies across all 
tokens to capture long-range relationships. In the reverse process of the diffusion model, the transformer network is 
responsible for predicting the noise at each step, conditioned on the noisy data. For example, given the noisy image at 
time step t, the transformer can model long-range spatial dependencies across the image patches (or sequence tokens) 
and generate a clean image at the next step: 

 
xt−1 = Transformer(µθ(xt, t), context) (25) 

Where: 
 

• µθ(xt, t) is the predicted noise (as described in the reverse diffusion equation), 

• context could be a conditioning input, such as a text prompt (in the case of text-to-image generation). 

k 



A PREPRINT - FEBRUARY 28, 2025 

11 

 

 

 
 

 
 

Figure 9: Architecture of the Diffusion Transformer 
 

4 Comparative Analysis 

We can define a set of metrics to evaluate a model family’s general performance in image generation. Image Quality 
refers to the level of detail in the generated image. A model with high Image Quality strictly adheres to the imposed 
restrictions placed on it while maintaining a high level of detail, and absence of artifacts. A model with low Image 
Quality consistently generates images with large amounts of noise and/or artifacts and incoherent features[14]. A 
model’s Diversity refers to its range of potential outputs. A model with high diversity can produce a wide spectrum of 
images while maintaining a constant image quality. A model with low diversity can only generate images in a narrow 
range with a constant image quality[23]. Leaving this narrow range can lead to significant and rapid decreases in image 
quality. Controllability refers to how easy it is to guide the image generation process with some additional input. For 
example, if you wanted to generate variations of an image you could condition the model with an input image to help 
shape the generated image. A highly controllable model can take into account additional user input, understand the 
underlying features, and apply those features to the generated image. Training stability refers to the model’s ability to 
reliably and smoothly converge over the training process. 
Within the scope of generative models for image synthesis, Diffusion Models stand out for their ability to produce the 
highest quality images, often surpassing GANs, which also generate sharp visuals but may not achieve the same level 
of detail as diffusion-based approaches. VAEs, on the other hand, tend to yield blurrier images, indicating a trade-off 
in image fidelity. When it comes to diversity, both GANs and Diffusion Models excel at generating a wide variety of 
outputs, while VAEs can struggle with high variability, limiting their effectiveness in certain applications. In terms 
of controllability, Diffusion Models offer the most significant level of control over the generation process, allowing 
for precise adjustments, whereas GANs provide moderate to high control that can vary based on specific architectural 
choices. VAEs, however, exhibit limited controllability, making them less suitable for applications requiring fine-tuned 
image generation. Lastly, in terms of training stability, VAEs and Diffusion Models are generally more stable during 
the training process, reducing the likelihood of issues, while GANs often face challenges related to instability and 
mode collapse, which can hinder their performance and diversity[44]. Table 1 summarizes aspects about image quality, 
diversity, controllability and training stability. 
Scientific images can be detailed and high-resolution as many of them are acquired using advanced instruments, e.g., 
microscopes. In order to generate valuable synthetic images to augment scientific datasets, image quality is expected 
to be higher than in other domains, such as art. For example, MRI scans of human brains must both be detailed and 
expressly go through the HIPAA guidelines. Being able to generate synthetic MRI brains scans represent an invaluable 
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Table 1: Comparison of VAEs, GANs, and Diffusion Models for Text-to-Image Generation 
 

Model Type Image Quality Diversity Controllability Training Stability 
Variational Moderate  to  High: Moderate: Capable of Moderate: Can con- High: More stable 
Autoencoders Generally  produces generating diverse im- dition on text embed- during training com- 
(VAEs) images  with  good ages but may struggle dings but lacks fine- pared to GANs, but 

quality but can be with high variability grained control over can suffer from is-  

 blurry due to the loss 
function used. 

in complex datasets. image features. sues like posterior 
collapse. 

Generative High: Known for High: Capable of pro- Moderate  to  High: Moderate:  Training 
Adversarial generating sharp and ducing a wide variety Can implement can be unstable and 
Networks detailed images, es- of images, especially various condition- sensitive to hyperpa- 
(GANs) pecially  with  tech- with diverse training ing  methods  (e.g., rameters; mode col- 

niques like Progres- 
sive Growing GANs. 

data. text-to-image) but 
may require complex 

lapse can occur, lead- 
ing to reduced diver- 

 

 architectures for 
precise control. 

sity. 

Diffusion Very High: Achieves High: Generates di- High: Allows for High: Generally 
Models state-of-the-art image verse images effec- more explicit control more stable than 

quality, often surpass- tively, with the poten- over the generation GANs during train-  
 ing GANs and VAEs tial for high variabil- process through iter- ing, with well-defined 
 in realism and detail. ity. ative denoising steps 

and conditioning. 
training objectives 
that reduce issues 
like mode collapse. 

 
 

opportunity to create a more diverse datasets from a few “approved” images, which could be used by researchers to 
train models[4][27][22]. The challenge with scientific image generation lies in the Controllability or controlling their 
generation since pre-existent models are typically trained on data dissimilar to specialized imagery like microscopy data. 
So if you tried to just condition on a single cross-section on a standard GAN or Diffusion Model the results are likely 
lackluster. Alternatively, training a model from scratch would require a large dataset, which is actually the motivation 
for using image generation in the first place. Gathering sufficient amounts of data coming from experimental settings is 
often difficulty, and sometimes impossible, but without the sufficient quantity to reach convergence during training, the 
models can be useless. Considering the aforementioned strenghts, Diffusion Models are expected to exhibit optima 
performance in the synthesis of scientific imagery, as they address each of these criteria. 

 
 

5 Verification & Validation 
 

Hallucinations and unexpected outcomes are some of the issues associated with GenAI. Other problems include inherent 
biases within training datasets can skew the generated images, reinforcing existing misconceptions [19] or overlooking 
important, yet underrepresented, scientific phenomena. Validation becomes exceptionally difficult when dealing with 
completely novel scenarios, as there may be no existing experimental or observational data for comparison. This 
lack of ground truth poses risks of generating misleading visualizations that could inadvertently guide research down 
unproductive paths, therefore only rigorous scrutiny and expert validation could potentially mitigate these risks [20] 
Verification and validation (V&V) are essential for establishing the reliability and accuracy of AI generative models, 
and several efforts have focused on creating standardized benchmarks [13], however curated datasets using scientific 
imaging are either extremely narrow [31] or sparse [42]. Verification assesses a model’s adherence to specified 
requirements and its performance under defined conditions. This includes unit testing for component correctness and 
performance evaluation against benchmark datasets. Cross-validation further examines the predictive performance 
across data subsets, indicating robustness. Validation determines whether the model accurately reflects real-world 
phenomena. In scientific imaging, validation involves qualitative expert (domain scientist) evaluations of generated 
image realism and quantitative metrics such as structural similarity index (SSIM) or peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) 
for image quality. Incorporating domain-specific knowledge strengthens reliability. For example, in biological or 
material sciences imaging, comparisons against existing scientific models and datasets ensure generated outputs are 
both visually and scientifically sound. Through rigorous V&V, researchers can avoid major pitfalls of generative AI 
models, and potentially model utilization in critical scientific applications. 
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6 Conclusion & Future Directions 

The future of text-to-image and image-to-image technologies promises significant advancements, with profound 
implications across diverse fields, notably scientific data analysis. We can anticipate continuous refinements in diffusion 
models, leading to hyper-realistic image generation coupled with increasingly granular control over specific attributes 
and detail. AI models will develop a deeper comprehension of contextual relationships, enabling the production of 
more nuanced and precise visual representations. Additionally, ongoing optimization of algorithms and hardware will 
yield faster generation times and reduced computational costs, while cloud-based platforms and mobile applications 
could democratize access to these technologies. A significant trend is the rapid progression of light-weight multimodal 
models [13, 2], with expectations of substantial improvements in quality and coherence, particularly taking advantage 
of high-performance computer systems. Finally, AI will increasingly personalize image generation, learning individual 
user preferences to produce highly tailored visual outputs. 
The impact of these technologies on scientific data analysis, particularly with scarce image sets from specialized 
instruments, will be transformative. AI-driven data augmentation promises to enable the generation of synthetic 
data to supplement limited datasets, enhancing the training of machine learning models for critical tasks like image 
segmentation and object detection. Moreover, AI will translate abstract scientific data into intuitive visual representations, 
facilitating the identification of patterns and trends in fields like genomics and materials science. By generating visual 
representations of potential scenarios, AI will assist scientists in formulating hypotheses and designing experiments, 
such as simulating molecular interactions or astronomical phenomena. AI can also be employed to identify and rectify 
errors in scientific images, improving the accuracy and reliability of data analysis. Furthermore, AI will foster increased 
collaboration by creating easily understandable visual representations of data for diverse scientific audiences. 
Despite the immense potential, challenges remain. AI models can inherit biases from training data, leading to inaccurate 
results, which requires careful attention to dataset representativeness. The “black box” nature of some AI models poses 
challenges to interpretability, requiring efforts to develop more transparent models for scientific applications. Crucially, 
validation of AI-generated results against experimental data and established scientific principles is essential, especially 
when dealing with scarce datasets, to ensure the responsible and effective application of these powerful tools. 

 
7 Disclosure 

This article incorporates text and table generation facilitated by generative artificial intelligence. Although these tools 
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