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Abstract. We introduce Rosetta, a multimodal model that leverages
Multimodal In-Context Learning (MICL) to classify sequences of novel
script patterns in documents by leveraging minimal examples, thus elim-
inating the need for explicit retraining. To enhance contextual learn-
ing, we designed a dataset generation process that ensures varying de-
grees of contextual informativeness, improving the model’s adaptability
in leveraging context across different scenarios. A key strength of our
method is the use of a Context-Aware Tokenizer (CAT), which enables
open-vocabulary classification. This allows the model to classify text and
symbol patterns across an unlimited range of classes, extending its classi-
fication capabilities beyond the scope of its training alphabet of patterns.
As a result, it unlocks applications such as the recognition of new alpha-
bets and languages. Experiments on synthetic datasets demonstrate the
potential of Rosetta to successfully classify Out-Of-Distribution visual
patterns and diverse sets of alphabets and scripts, including but not
limited to Chinese, Greek, Russian, French, Spanish, and Japanese. *

Keywords: Multimodal In-Context Learning- One-Shot learning - Pat-
tern Recognition - Open-Vocabulary - Out-Of-Distribution - Optical Char-
acter Recognition

1 Introduction

Text and symbol recognition face significant limitations in classifying Out-of-
Distribution (OOD) data, i.e., data not encountered during training. Classifier
models, such as Optical Character Recognition (OCR) models, are dependent on
script, font, and language, making them ineffective when faced with novel text
or symbol patterns, and previously unseen alphabets. These models require fine-
tuning to perform on such data. This limitation stems from the conventional
training paradigm, in which models encode fixed associations between visual
patterns and class labels, limiting their ability to adapt to new patterns with a

3 The code and dataset from this study will soon be accessible as open-source on the
GitHub repository: https://github.com/TSResearch-hub/Rosetta-ICL-classif.
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significant distribution shift. Furthermore, because these models rely on a limited
vocabulary of classes, they are inherently constrained to predicting only the
classes they were trained on, thereby excluding the possibility of open-vocabulary
classification. This limitation is especially critical when dealing with unfamiliar
alphabets or languages.

To overcome these limitations, we leverage recent advancements in In-Context
Learning (ICL), which exploit context to allow model adaptation at inference-
time [10, 11]. By leveraging the ICL paradigm, a model can process a prompt
containing multiple input-output examples, in a few-shot manner, to generalize
and generate accurate predictions on new data. Through dynamic contextual
adaptation, this approach eliminates the need for additional training, provid-
ing a scalable and efficient alternative to traditional fine-tuning methods. While
existing ICL-based approaches [22-31] primarily integrate large language mod-
els (LLMs) for tasks such as image captioning and Visual Question Answering
(VQA), where linguistic understanding is crucial, we propose a model specifically
optimized for a vision task, entirely independent of language knowledge.

We introduce Rosetta, a multimodal model designed to leverage contextual
information for classifying sequences of novel text and symbol patterns. As il-
lustrated in Figure 1, by dynamically adapting to a provided context, Rosetta
can classify previously unseen patterns, even under significant distribution shifts,
thereby eliminating the need for explicit retraining. Rosetta is explicitly trained
to utilize context without requiring a language model.

General Problem
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Fig. 1. To classify sequences of unknown symbols in a query image X, Rosetta leverages
a context image X. containing similar symbols along with their associated labels in
Y.. At each step during decoding, Rosetta identifies matching symbols in the context
image and assigns the corresponding label provided in the textual context, highlighted
in red in the figure.
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Rather than learning static associations between visual patterns and labels,
Rosetta is trained with a Context-Driven Classification Paradigm, where
the label assigned to a given symbol sequence is defined by its encoding within
the context. This enables the model to assign different labels to the same visual
pattern depending on the provided context. This approach enables the classifi-
cation of novel text and symbol patterns while eliminating the need for explicit
retraining.

We enable the application of this training paradigm by introducing a Context-
Aware Tokenizer (CAT). Unlike conventional tokenizers that assign fixed la-
bels to symbols, CAT dynamically encodes label tokens based on the provided
context, specifically by dynamically encoding tokens relative to their positions
in the context. Another significant advantage of the Context-Aware Tokenizer
is its Open-Vocabulary Classification ability, i.e, the prediction of classes that
were not encountered during training. By converting any character string into
a sequence of unique tokens and then reconstructing the character string based
on the original character composition, CAT enables classification across an un-
limited range of classes. This capability enables generalization to new alphabets
and languages, making it a highly versatile tool.

Training Rosetta to exploit the image context only requires a specific dataset
free of language biases. To this end, we have developed a controlled dataset
generation strategy with three key objectives. First, to ensure that the model
relies exclusively on context-driven predictions, rather than drawing on linguistic
knowledge, we generate query images composed of random character sequences.
Second, we design the dataset to allow in-context learning by maintaining a
strong visual link between query and context images, allowing the model to ef-
fectively utilize contextual information. Finally, we expose the model to a diverse
range of contextual scenarios, varying the informativeness of the context to better
simulate real-world recognition challenges. To summarize, our key contributions
are as follows:

1. Introduction of a Context-Driven Classification Paradigm: To ad-
dress the limitations of classifier models, such as OCR systems, in recognizing
unknown text and symbol patterns, we introduce a context-driven classifi-
cation paradigm. Instead of memorizing fixed associations between visual
patterns and labels, the model learns to classify a pattern based on how it is
encoded within a given context. As a result, it can generalize to unseen text
and symbols by performing context-driven predictions.

2. Introduction of the Rosetta Architecture and the Context-Aware
Tokenizer (CAT): We introduce Rosetta, a multimodal architecture de-
signed to classify arbitrary text and symbol patterns by leveraging contextual
information. At the core of Rosetta lies the Context-Aware Tokenizer
(CAT), which enables the application of the Context-Driven Classification
Paradigm. This design unlocks Open-Vocabulary Classification, allow-
ing the model to classify previously unseen classes and generalize to new
alphabets and languages.
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3. Exploration of In-Context Learning (ICL) without LLM : We inves-
tigate the feasibility of performing ICL without relying on a large language
model or explicit linguistic understanding. This approach enables the de-
velopment of a model capable of classifying novel text and symbol patterns
without requiring retraining, thereby enhancing flexibility and generalization
in recognition tasks.

4. Development of a dataset generation strategy designed for contex-
tual learning: We design a data generation strategy that ensures context-
driven predictions by applying a linguistic neutrality, establishes a strong
visual link between context and query images, and incorporates diverse con-
textual scenarios.

2 Related Work

2.1 Limitations of OCR Models for Unseen Text and Symbols

Optical Character Recognition (OCR) is a well-established field focused on
converting textual images into machine-readable formats. The field has under-
gone a major transformation with the advent of Transformers [2], leading to
Transformer-based architectures such as [6-8]. More recently, the rise of Large
Language Models (LLMs), including [10, 12-15] has further revolutionized OCR
systems. LLM-enhanced OCR architectures such as [1, 9, 16-20] have signifi-
cantly expanded OCR applications beyond traditional text recognition. These
models have improved the ability to process various types of images, including
natural scenes, charts, tables, web pages, and handwritten documents, improv-
ing their adaptability to various document formats. Moreover, they have enabled
true multitasking by handling a wide range of complex text-related tasks, such as
Scene Text Recognition, Fine-Grained OCR, Visual Question Answering (VQA)
and more. This shift marks a transition toward more flexible, multimodal OCR
systems capable of addressing diverse real-world document processing challenges.

Despite these advancements, OCR models continue to face inherent limita-
tions. Their increasing model size enhances adaptability but introduces extensive
computational and data requirements. Furthermore, their robustness remains
constrained by reliance on predefined languages, sensitivity to font and style
variations. Consequently, these models struggle with out-of-distribution (OOD)
data, such as unseen text and symbol patterns or linguistic shifts, necessitating
frequent fine-tuning and dataset augmentation to maintain generalization and
robustness. Since these models are trained to memorize fixed associations be-
tween visual patterns and class labels, their adaptability to new patterns with
significant distribution shifts is limited. Another key limitation is that these mod-
els are inherently restricted to predicting only the classes they were trained on,
which becomes particularly critical when handling unfamiliar alphabets or lan-
guages. To address these limitations, we investigated a recent training paradigm:
the In-Context Learning (ICL).
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2.2 Multimodal In-Context Learning (MICL)

Recently, leveraging context to adapt to new tasks or enhance performance with-
out fine-tuning has become a key research topic, commonly referred to as In-
Context Learning (ICL). Specifically, the model receives a prompt containing a
series of inputs with their respective ground truth (i.e. few shot) that illustrate a
given task. By leveraging this contextual information, the model can generalize
and generate accurate outputs without requiring additional training, thereby of-
fering a flexible and efficient alternative to traditional fine-tuning methods. This
adaptation capability is particularly promising for vision-related tasks, including
Pattern Recognition (PR) and Optical Character Recognition (OCR).

ICL was initially introduced in Large Language Models (LLMs) [10, 11] for
textual data. Building on this success, multimodal models have been developed
to integrate in-context examples using both images and texts, thereby intro-
ducing the Multimodal-ICL (MICL). Multimodal Architectures such as [22-31]
allow MICL, while others like [16-20] are limited to processing a single image
at a time. Multimodal context is mainly incorporated through two architectural
approaches: masked cross-attention [22-26] and decoder-only [27-31] designs.
However, further research is needed to determine the most effective approach for
context integration.

Studies on Multimodal In-Context Learning (MICL) models, such as [22, 25],
highlight several limitations in fully utilizing multimodal information. In [32], the
authors demonstrate that existing models tend to rely predominantly on textual
inputs, leading to suboptimal exploitation of visual information. Similarly, [33]
emphasizes that the success of Multimodal In-Context Learning depends on
the meaningful and complementary integration of both modalities. Additionally,
[34] underscores the importance of establishing strong connections between the
context and query data, introducing the concept of Link-Context Learning.

Despite these challenges, recent models such as [26, 30, 31| have improved
adaptability by leveraging multimodal context more effectively. This is particu-
larly relevant for document understanding tasks, such as VQA on datasets like
OCR-VQA [35], OKVQA [36], DocVQA [37]. These improvements stem primar-
ily from advancements in training methodologies, particularly in dataset con-
struction. In [24], the authors demonstrated the utility of instruction-based for-
mats, establishing stronger connections between images and text pairs—examples.
Recent research |26, 30] demonstrates that multimodal interleaved datasets, i.e.,
the alternating sequence of images and text, play a crucial role in enabling MICL.
Additionally, synthetic data has been shown to enhance in-context few-shot ca-
pabilities [21, 30].

As larger architectures exhibit stronger in-context few-shot capabilities [10,
11, 22], it has encouraged the development of very large models. To date, little
research has explored cost-efficient approaches to multimodal in-context learn-
ing. While MICL has primarily been applied to large-scale models, the idea of
leveraging multimodal context to enhance the adaptability of smaller models
remains under-explored. To the best of our knowledge, only E2STR [21] has
attempted MICL for scene text recognition (STR) reproducing Flamingo archi-
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tecture but using a small-scale language model with only 125M parameters [13].
This work suggests that there may be viable strategies for enabling MICL adap-
tation in lightweight models, motivating further investigation into cost-efficient
MICL techniques.

Aware of the limitations of OCR models in processing unknown languages,
text, and symbol patterns, and motivated by the growing impact of In-Context
Learning (ICL), we introduce Rosetta : an alternative approach for open-
vocabulary text and symbol pattern classification.

3 Classifying the Unknown with Rosetta

We propose a context-driven classification paradigm that enables the classifica-
tion of unknown text and symbol patterns. This approach mirrors how humans,
historically, have interpreted unknown symbols—similar to how the Rosetta
Stone was used to decode Egyptian hieroglyphs—by drawing analogies with fa-
miliar references [5]. To implement this training paradigm, we present Rosetta,
a multimodal architecture. A central component of the Rosetta architecture is
the Context-Aware Tokenizer (CAT), detailed in Section 3.1, which enables this
context-driven classification approach. Its design unlocks Open-Vocabulary Clas-
sification, allowing the model to classify previously unseen classes and thus adapt
to new alphabets and languages.

3.1 Context-Driven Classification

Rather than memorizing fixed associations between symbols and labels, the
model is trained to perform context-driven predictions.
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Fig. 2. To classify sequences of unknown symbols in a query image X, Rosetta leverages
a context image X. containing similar symbols along with their associated labels in
T.. T. represents the tokenized encoding of the symbols in X., preserving their order
of appearance. At each step, Rosetta identifies matching symbols in the context image
and assigns the corresponding label provided in the textual context, highlighted in red
in the figure.
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As illustrated in Fig. 2, given a query image X containing a sequence of
symbols, the model is trained to predict a corresponding sequence of class tokens
T by leveraging a multimodal context C' = (X, T,).

During training, the ground truth T associated with the query image X is
generated using the Context-Aware Tokenizer, based on the order of symbol
appearance in the context C. Any change in this order leads to a corresponding
modification of the ground truth 7. Moreover, if a symbol sj in X is absent from
C, the ground truth for that symbol in T is assigned the special token ‘(ooc)‘
(out-of-context), indicating that si does not exist in the reference context C.

Since the model is trained to perform context-driven predictions rather than
memorizing fixed symbol-label associations, it can generalize to unseen text and
symbols by leveraging contextual information.

3.2 Context-Aware Tokenizer (CAT)
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Fig. 3. Illustration of context and query text encoding/decoding using the Context-
Aware Tokenizer (CAT). (a) CAT encodes a context text and stores all character-token
mappings in a dictionary D. This dictionary is then used by CAT to (b) encode new
text or to (c) decode predictions from the model. The "*’ character denotes predictions
corresponding to the (ooc) (out-of-context) token.

To achieve context-driven classification of text and symbol patterns, we intro-
duce a specialized tokenizer: the Context-Aware Tokenizer (CAT). As illustrated
in Fig. 3, unlike traditional static tokenization methods, CAT constructs a dy-
namic context-dependent mapping that ensures consistent tokenization of the
query text in accordance with the context.

(a) Context Encoding The Context-Aware Tokenizer (CAT) encodes the se-
quence of characters Y. into a sequence of tokens T, = {(to),...,(tr)} by as-
signing tokens based on their positions and their order of appearance. The first
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unique character is assigned the token (tp). Each new unique character gets a
new token (t;). If a character has already appeared in the sequence Y, it is
assigned the same token as its first occurrence. At the end of this process, all
character-token pairs are stored in a dictionary D.

(b) Context-Aware Encoding To encode a sequence of characters Y into
a sequence of tokens 7T, which is used as the ground truth during training,
CAT leverages the dictionary D of character-token associations built during the
context encoding. If a character does not appear in D, the token (ooc) (out-of-
context) is assigned.

(c) Context-Aware Decoding To decode a sequence of tokens T back into a
sequence of characters, CAT uses the dictionary D built during context encoding.
In this case, the token (ooc) is replaced by a special character, which we select
as ¥,

A key advantage of the Context-Aware Tokenizer is that it enables the pre-
diction of classes that were not encountered during training. Since the CAT
converts any character string into a series of unique tokens and then decodes the
model’s predictions back into a character string based on the contextual text, it
allows the classification of text and symbol patterns across an unlimited range
of classes. The vocabulary size of CAT can be adjusted based on the maximum
context size to be processed, specifically according to the maximum number of
unique symbols within the context.

3.3 Rosetta Architecture

The Rosetta architecture, illustrated in Fig.4, is designed for processing text and
images, and is structured around three core components: (1) a context-aware
tokenizer, (2) a visual prompt generator, and (3) a transformer decoder.

The Context-Aware Tokenizer (CAT), detailed in Section 3.2, dynami-
cally encodes the context text Y, to a sequence of tokens T, and finally decodes
the predicted sequence of tokens T' to a sequence of characters Y.

The Visual Prompt Generator (VPG) follows a similar approach to the
image encoding mechanism used in Qwen2-VL [1]. VPG converts the context and
query images (X, X ), regardless of their resolution, into token sequences that
are interpretable by the transformer decoder. Initially, the images are stacked
and transformed into variable-length visual tokens. In contrast to the approach
in Qwen2-VL, which utilizes a 3D convolution between two video frames, we
apply this method to the context and query images. This modification reduces
the number of patches while simultaneously establishing an initial link between
the context and query images within the architecture. The patches are then
processed using a Vision Transformer [4] with a 2D Rotary Positional Embedding
(2D-RoPE) [3|, which is crucial for capturing the two-dimensional positional
information of the images. Lastly, the generated tokens are projected through
linear layers to match the embedding size required by the transformer decoder.
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Fig. 4. Tllustration of the Rosetta architecture, structured around three core compo-
nents: (1) a Context-Aware Tokenizer (CAT) that encodes the context text Y. into
a sequence of tokens T. and decodes the predicted sequence of tokens T back into a
sequence of characters Y using a dictionary D of character-token association; (2) a
Visual Prompt Generator (VPG) that converts the context and query images (X, X)
into token sequences interpretable by the transformer decoder; and (3) a transformer
decoder that processes the multimodal data from both the CAT and the VPG to pre-
dict T, a sequence of tokens corresponding to the symbols in the query image.

After being processed by the CAT and VPG, text and image tokens are
separated with special tokens ( (vision start), (vision end)) and a Multimodal
RoPE (MRoPE) [1] is applied before feeding them into the transformer decoder.
The Transformer Decoder consists of causal self-attention layers, feed-forward
MLPs, and layer normalization components. It processes the multimodal data
from both the CAT and the VPG to predict a sequence of tokens corresponding
to the symbols in the query image. Finally, CAT decodes the token sequence T’
and maps it back to Y using the original alphabet employed in Y.

4 Experimental Setup and Results

4.1 Training Dataset

During training, synthetic data is dynamically generated, featuring context-
query image pairs (X, X) and their corresponding transcriptions (Y., Y"). The
textual transcriptions (Y, Y') are then encoded by the CAT into token sequences
(T.,T). Recall that the training objective is to predict 7" based on X and a
context C' = (X.,T.) (see Fig. 2). To ensure that Rosetta relies exclusively
on context-driven predictions, rather than drawing on linguistic knowledge, we
randomly sample a sequence Y ranging from 1 to 15 characters, maintaining
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linguistic neutrality. Followed by random selection of a font f from the font set
F. The query image X is then rendered using this query text Y and the selected
font f. The use of the same font f establishes a strong visual link between the
query and context images, enabling the model to effectively leverage contextual
information.

We employed a collection of 4,000 distinct open-source fonts* covering a di-
verse range of cursive, non-cursive styles and decorative text styles (see Fig.5).
This selection ensures exposure to various typographic patterns, enhancing the
model’s ability to generalize across different text appearances. For the experi-
ments in this paper, the set of characters C used during training is restricted to
lowercase Latin letters.

To ensure that the model is trained under diverse conditions, where the
contextual information available for decoding X ranges from highly informative
to ambiguous, a context text X. is generated using 2 parameters that control
the data variability:

— Query coverage rate « : Randomly selected between 0% and 100% of the
set of unique symbols required to decode X.

— Added symbols S,qq : Ranges from 0 to 20 additional irrelevant symbols
from C \ X, which are not necessary to decode X.

Samples of generated data following that process can be found Fig. 5.

(%) | Sadd X, c X
100 | 4 o 0K R TTluct/eheU il | wuURehhulatkPc
80 | 6 jpmmvhymldysn B 1A jhjyswWh
60 8 provhpagxHlatf hpoyHaFya
40 | 10 | QUERERYEGREGRERYES (C[TM[SICJADIOT
20 | 12 QiRs iy SHicked s WUt
10 | 14 q 30p19 SEWihi zaSEFEXO
90 | 16 |naumjvgekicolgnmhdyqrldhzsut kmeaaymncuwkoi
50 2 iTaakBYdrP ZdYMaBiSPOJBC

Fig. 5. Samples of context and query images from the training set, showing variations
in the coverage rate a and the number of symbols Saaa. The red symbols in X, represent
symbols that belong to Sada. The red color is used for illustration purposes only.

4.2 Evaluation Datasets

To systematically evaluate the generalization capabilities of our model, we de-
signed three distinct test sets, each targeting a specific challenge: unseen text
patterns, out-of-distribution (OOD) symbol patterns, and adaptation to entirely
new alphabets. These datasets allow us to assess the model’s robustness across

4 The fonts used for this paper are open-source and downloadable from dafont.com
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different typographic variations, symbol structures, and linguistic systems. Sam-
ples from the evaluation datasets are illustrated on Fig. 6. The evaluation sets
are structured as follows:

— Test 1: Unseen Text Patterns, Latin Alphabet (See Fig. 6.1): This test
set evaluates the model’s ability to generalize to novel text patterns. This
dataset includes 470 unseen fonts that preserve traditional character struc-
tures while introducing new typographic variations. The text samples are
composed of real English words extracted from Wikipedia. Recall that dur-
ing training no English word was seen as character sequences are randomly
generated. Real words are introduced here only to facilitate the qualitative
review of the tests results.

— Test 2: Unseen Symbol Patterns, Latin Alphabet (See Fig. 6.2):
This test set is designed to evaluate the model’s ability to classify previ-
ously unseen symbols. The dataset employs 100 fonts that transform each
Latin alphabet character into an abstract symbolic pattern, eliminating any
recognizable character structure. As a result, the symbols are entirely out-
of-distribution (OOD) relative to standard character recognition. The text
samples are also composed of real English words extracted from Wikipedia.

— Test 3: Unseen Text and Symbol Patterns, New Alphabets (See
Fig. 6.3): This test assesses the model’s ability to generalize beyond its orig-
inal training distribution by handling both unseen character classes and new
writing systems. This dataset includes proverbs in Japanese and Chinese, as
well as words in Greek, Russian, Spanish, and French. Each language is rep-
resented in its native script (e.g., Greek words in Greek characters), ensuring
an authentic evaluation of cross-lingual adaptability. The dataset employs 9
fonts per language.
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Fig. 6. Samples of query images X from the test sets: (1) unseen textual patterns, (2)
unseen symbols (3) multi-alphabet.

All the test sets are generated offline to ensure consistency across evaluation
runs. All the queries to decode contain between 1 and 15 symbols. The context
is generated following the same process as during training, i.e., with a query
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coverage rate between 0% and 100%, and an additional number of irrelevant
symbols Saqq ranging from 0 to 20.

4.3 Comparison Between an OCR-Based Model and Rosetta

To evaluate Rosetta’s context-driven classification paradigm in comparison to
a conventional OCR training approach, we trained a model that closely follows
the Rosetta architecture. The goal is to compare the training paradigms by eval-
uating two models with a similar number of parameters, both exposed to the
same range of visual patterns during training. However, instead of utilizing a
Context-Aware Tokenizer (CAT), the OCR-based model employs a conventional
static tokenizer with a predefined vocabulary consisting of the 26 Latin alpha-
bet characters, without any contextual information. The OCR-based model was
trained on the same training set of 4000 fonts to ensure that it encountered a
comparable range of typographic variations. Since the character sequences are
randomly organized, neither model can leverage linguistic knowledge to enhance
their predictions.

Implementation details concerning the model parameters and data can be
found in the appendix.

4.4 Results

To assess the model’s ability to leverage multimodal context under varying sce-
narios, we evaluate its performance on the three test sets described in Section 4.2.
For this evaluation, we employ two primary metrics:

First, to evaluate the model in a conventional text classification setting —pre-
dicting the character class of each symbol—we compute the Character Error Rate
(CER). In this case, the prediction of an (ooc) token is considered an error.

Second, to measure the model’s ability to reproduce the training task —
predicting a sequence of tokens where each token corresponds to the label of a
symbol if it is present in the context, or predicting an {ooc) token otherwise— we
compute the Token Error Rate (TER). The TER is defined as the edit distance
between the predicted and ground-truth token sequences, normalized by the total
number of tokens. This metric assesses the increased difficulty in recognizing that
the information required to decode a symbol is absent from the context. It is
similar to the reject option in a classic classification system.

To evaluate the performance of the Rosetta model, we analyzed the evolution
of these metrics under varying context configurations. Specifically, we focused on
two aspects: the Query Coverage Rate o, where a 100% coverage indicates that
all symbols necessary for decoding the query are present in the context, and the
Irrelevant Symbols Rate 8 in the context. Formally, 5 quantifies the proportion
of context symbols that do not appear in the query, computed as the number of
such symbols divided by the total number of symbols in the context.



Classifying the Unknown with Rosetta 13

Comparison Between the OCR-Based Model and Rosetta To compare
the performance of the OCR-based model with Rosetta on query images from the
textual pattern set (see Fig.6), we generated a context C' for each query X with
a « of 100%, ensuring that both models have to predict the same ground truth.
The CER is computed for each individual prediction, and the CER distribution
for each model is presented in Table 7. While both models achieve a median
CER of 0.0%—indicating that they generally perform well—Rosetta exhibits a
slight performance advantage. Specifically, Rosetta attains a lower mean CER. of
6.54%, compared to 13.56% for the OCR-based model. Furthermore, the CER
distribution is more concentrated around 0.0% for Rosetta, suggesting greater
consistency in classification accuracy. This trend is further reinforced by ana-
lyzing the upper percentiles (70" to 100*"), which provide insight into how the
models handle more challenging cases. A lower CER in these upper percentiles
indicates that Rosetta is better at maintaining reliable performance on difficult
images, whereas the OCR-based model shows greater variability. This suggests
that Rosetta’s context-driven approach allows it to generalize more effectively to
ambiguous or degraded samples, where traditional OCR methods tend to strug-
gle. These findings highlight the effectiveness of Rosetta’s context-driven classi-
fication approach, demonstrating performance comparable to traditional OCR
systems when provided with sufficient and relevant contextual information.

Model Mean CER (%) Percentiles of CER (%)

50" 60t 7Ot gott  goth  100th
OCR-based 13.56 0.00 0.00 13.33 25.00 46.67 300.00
Rosetta 6.54 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.69 25.00 142.86

Table 1. Evaluation of mean CER and upper percentile CER distribution for the
OCR-based model and Rosetta on the textual test set. The context provided to Rosetta
ensures 100% query coverage and incorporates a random irrelevant symbol rate 8 rang-
ing from 0% to 100%.

B (1) Unseen textual patterns

(2) Unseen symbols
N (3) Multi-alphabet

CER (%)

0-19% 20-39% 40-59% 60-79% 80-99% 100%
Query coverage rate «

Fig. 7. Evaluation of Rosetta’s Character Error Rate (CER) on three test sets under
diverse context conditions, varying the query coverage rate, and treating (ooc) token
predictions as errors.
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Impact of Context Quality As shown in Fig. 7, for all test sets, the CER,
computed by considering the prediction of the {(ooc) token as an error, decreases
linearly as the query coverage rate a increases.

A more detailed analysis of Rosetta’s classification performance, excluding
the rejection mechanism ({ooc) token prediction) and evaluating the model solely
on symbols it can classify based on the provided context, also reveals a strong
dependency on context quality. As shown in Fig. 8, the TER decreases as the
« increases, indicating that a more informative context enhances classification
accuracy. Conversely, a higher rate of irrelevant symbols 8 in the context leads
to an increase in TER, highlighting the negative impact of contextual noise. The
more frequently the symbols to be classified appear in the context, the greater
Rosetta’s ability to classify them correctly. These findings emphasize the crucial
role of high-quality contextual information in maximizing Rosetta’s effectiveness.

B (1) Unseen textual patterns (2) Unseen symbols mmm (3) Multi-alphabet
:15‘\ - 25\ 15.0
S S125
S 20 s
= & 100
2 2 15
= e
B ae ® 5.0
g5 & 25
= 0 =
0-19% 20-39% 40-59% 60-79% 80-99% 100% 0-070-19% 20-39% 40-59% 60-79% 80-99%
Query coverage rate a Irrelevant symbols rate

Fig. 8. Token Error Rate (TER) of the Rosetta model, excluding the (ooc) token,
across different context scenarios on the three test sets, with variations in o and £.

mmm (1) Unseen textual patterns (2) Unseen symbols mmm (3) Multi-alphabet
8
8 o
—~~
NS o
— 6 Cd
aet |,
=4 [
H
2 2
070-19% 20-39% 40-59% 60-79% 80-99% 100% 0770-19% 20-39% 40-59% 60-79% 80-99%
Query coverage rate « Irrelevant symbols rate

Fig. 9. Token Error Rate (TER) of the Rosetta model across different context scenarios
on the three test sets, with variations in o and S.

Adaptability To Unknown Text and Symbol and New Alphabets As
shown in Figures 7, 8, 9, Rosetta achieves consistent performance across differ-
ent test sets, regardless of the context scenario. As illustrated Fig. 9, the Token
Error Rate (TER), which evaluates the model’s ability to correctly classify un-
known symbols and determine whether a symbol from the query is present in the
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context by predicting the (ooc) token, remains consistently below 10%. These
results indicate that Rosetta successfully generalizes to unseen text patterns and
symbols beyond those encountered during training. Additionally, the model ef-
fectively adapts to new character sets, including previously unseen alphabets,
highlighting its potential for multilingual text recognition.

Additional quantitative results and qualitative examples of the predictions
on the test sets are provided in the appendix, in Figures 10, 11, 12, 13 and 14.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we introduced Rosetta, a multimodal model designed for text and
symbol classification through in-context learning, without relying on linguistic
knowledge. Unlike conventional OCR-based approaches that require extensive
retraining when encountering novel text or symbols, Rosetta leverages contextual
adaptation to generalize to unseen data.

By proposing a Context-Driven classification paradigm, we enable Rosetta
to classify symbols based on their contextual encoding rather than fixed visual-
label associations. At the core of this approach lies the Context-Aware Tokenizer
(CAT), which dynamically encodes label tokens relative to their context, thereby
unlocking Open-Vocabulary classification and, consequently, generalization to
new alphabets and languages.

To support effective training, we developed a controlled dataset generation
strategy ensuring that Rosetta learns exclusively from contextual cues while
being exposed to a diverse range of scenarios to enhance its adaptability. Our
results demonstrate that Rosetta successfully classifies unseen text and symbol
patterns, even under significant distribution shifts, without the need for retrain-
ing.

While our study demonstrates the effectiveness of Rosetta in controlled syn-
thetic settings, several challenges must be addressed for real-world deployment.
Future work will focus on optimizing the selection of context examples and
expanding Rosetta’s adaptability to a broader range of scenarios, including
contexts affected by varying degradation conditions. Additionally, enhancing
the model’s scalability and efficiency will be essential to improving its perfor-
mance on large-scale applications. Beyond strengthening robustness, integrating
Rosetta with richer multimodal contexts and exploring its interpretability could
further enhance its practical utility. Extending its capabilities to real-world mul-
tilingual OCR tasks will be a crucial step toward establishing context-driven
recognition as a viable alternative to traditional approaches.

Overall, this study highlights the potential of In-Context Learning (ICL) as
a scalable and eflicient alternative to supervised learning methods for text and
symbol recognition, paving the way for more flexible and adaptive recognition
systems.

Disclosure of Interests. The authors have no competing interests to declare
that are relevant to the content of this article.
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6 Appendix

6.1 Implementation Details

The Rosetta model, which incorporates a Context-Aware Tokenizer (CAT), a Vi-
sual Prompt Generator (VPG), and a Transformer Decoder, contains 240 million
parameters. The model’s vocabulary size is set by the CAT to 39, comprising
13 special tokens for data processing and 26 label tokens (¢;), corresponding to
the maximum number of unique symbols that can appear in a given context. In
the VPG, images are divided into patches of 14 x 14. The vision encoder (ViT)
is composed of 8 layers with an embedding size of 1280, which are initialized
with pre-trained weights from Qwen2-VL-2B-Instruct, extracted from the origi-
nal 32-layer model. Aside from the VPG, the entire model is trained from scratch.
The decoder consists of 8 Transformer decoder layers with an embedding size
of 576, each comprising a causal self-attention mechanism, a feed-forward MLP,
and layer normalization. The implementation of our model leverages code from
Qwen2-VL-2B-Instruct. Training was conducted on an NVIDIA A100 GPU.We
employed a batch size of 16 and a learning rate of 5e-6. The model was trained
during 4000 step, where each step corresponding to 10k new query images X as-
sociated with 10k of context images X.. For optimization, we used the AdamW
optimizer with a weight decay of 0.01, coupled with a cosine learning rate sched-
uler without warm-up. The OCR-based model contains a similar number of
parameters as the Rosetta model and was trained in a comparable manner. For
the training data, the font sizes were randomly selected between 20 and 30, with
an average image resolution of 52 x 505 pixels.

6.2 Quantitative Results of Rosetta on the Evaluation sets

= (1) Unseen textual patterns (2) Unseen symbols mmm (3) Multi-alphabet
1.00 1.00
) )
8 0954 8095
() [}
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[ 0.85] [~ 0.85
0.80 0.80
0-19% 20-39% 40-59% 60-79% 80-99% 0-19% 20-39% 40-59% 60-79% 80-99%
Query coverage rate o Irrelevant symbols rate (3

Fig. 10. Fl-score on the (ooc) token for the Rosetta model, evaluated on the three test
sets under different context scenarios with varying query coverage rate o and irrelevant
symbol rate 3.

6.3 Qualitative Results of Rosetta on the Evaluation sets
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Fig. 11. Qualitative results on the textual test set between the OCR-based model train
without context and the Rosetta model with a query coverage rate of 100%
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Fig. 12. Qualitative results of Rosetta on the textual test set under different context
scenarios with varying query coverage rate a and irrelevant symbol rate .
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Fig. 13. Qualitative results of Rosetta on the symbolic test set under different context

scenarios.
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Fig. 14. Qualitative results of Rosetta on the Multi-Alphabet test set under different

context scenarios.
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