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Figure 1: Example results of our TOF model. Given predefined visual text and object information, TOF achieves accurate object
generation following the layout map while rendering legible text consistent to the depth, texture, and geometry of the image.

ABSTRACT
Controllable text-to-image generation synthesizes visual text and
objects in images with certain conditions, which are frequently
applied to emoji and poster generation. Visual text rendering and
layout-to-image generation tasks have been popular in control-
lable text-to-image generation. However, each of these tasks typi-
cally focuses on single modality generation or rendering, leaving
yet-to-be-bridged gaps between the approaches correspondingly
designed for each of the tasks. In this paper, we combine text ren-
dering and layout-to-image generation tasks into a single task:

layout-controllable text-object synthesis (LTOS) task, aiming at
synthesizing images with object and visual text based on prede-
fined object layout and text contents. As compliant datasets are not
readily available for our LTOS task, we construct a layout-aware
text-object synthesis dataset, containing elaborate well-aligned la-
bels of visual text and object information. Based on the dataset,
we propose a layout-controllable text-object adaptive fusion (TOF)
framework, which generates images with clear, legible visual text
and plausible objects. We construct a visual-text rendering mod-
ule to synthesize text and employ an object-layout control module
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to generate objects while integrating the two modules to harmo-
niously generate and integrate text content and objects in images.
To better the image-text integration, we propose a self-adaptive
cross-attention fusion module that helps the image generation to
attend more to important text information. Within such a fusion
module, we use a self-adaptive learnable factor to learn to flexibly
control the influence of cross-attention outputs on image genera-
tion. Experimental results show that our method outperforms the
state-of-the-art in LTOS, text rendering, and layout-to-image tasks,
enabling harmonious visual text rendering and object generation.

KEYWORDS
Diffusion model, Text rendering, Multi-modal generation, Text-
object synthesis

1 INTRODUCTION
Controllable text-to-image (T2I) generation [7] synthesizes text con-
tents and objects on an image conditioned on some requirements,
which makes the generated images harmoniously juxtaposed with
visual text [2] and can be applied to several multi-modal generation
scenarios, including emoji crafting [56] and poster design [24]. In
particular, text rendering and layout-to-image, as two popular tasks,
have appealed to extensive research interests.

Text rendering in images refers to generating clear and legible
text in images, which also needs to be visually compatible with the
image in terms of texture and depth. This task primarily relies on
the LAION5B [54] dataset and its derivatives,where each sample’s
input [30] contains a textual description of image layouts and text
content with its relation information. Each sample also contains an
image as the label (ground truth). Recent text rendering methods
typically encode the text input into an image with the backbone of
LDMs [52] or ControlNet [72]. TextDiffuser [74] implements a non-
end-to-end solution, designing a lightweight character-level text
encoder to synthesize text on any given image. GlyphControl [64]
leverages glyph conditions instead of character-aware text encoders
to render accurate visual text. Recently, AnyText [57] encodes the
input with a text embedding layer and an auxiliary latent module,
achieving high-quality multi-language text rendering.

Layout-to-image generation task is to generate an image accord-
ing to a given layout map such as bounding boxes with object
categories [31] or a semantic segmentation map [21, 36]. The core
of this task is to accurately control the location of generated ob-
jects, which can be seen as the reverse task of object detection [78].
It mainly uses datasets including COCO [36] and Flickr30k [65],
where the sample’s input contains bounding boxes with assigned
object categories [44] and semantic segmentation [42]. GLIGEN
[34], standing out as one of the representative models, encodes
diverse grounded layout descriptions into new trainable layers
through a gated mechanism while freezing the pre-trained LDM,
thus achieving text-to-image generation with prompt and bounding
box condition inputs.

Despite the impressive progress that has been made in recent
research, the majority of these approaches can only accurately
control one singular modality: text rendering caters more to the
quality of the generated visual text and controls objects simply with
prompts, failing to define the positions of the objects elaborately;

layout-to-image generation mainly focuses on accurate control
over objects, drawing little attention to the clarity and rationale
of the generated visual text. Such differentiation in focus has led
to a significant and yet-to-be-bridged gap between the design of
methods to control text and objects, although they share similar
application scenarios as mentioned.

To mitigate this challenge, we integrate the aforementioned two
mainstream tasks - text rendering in images and layout-to-image
generation - into a singular task: layout-controllable text-object syn-
thesis (LTOS). The main objective of LTOS is to generate an image
with visual text, where the location of the objects and text can be ac-
curately controlled by providing a layout map together with object
categories and visual text information. Due to the lack of datasets
containing both textual and object layout information to support
this task, we developed a layout-aware text-object synthesis dataset,
called LTOS dataset. It contains rich well-aligned multi-modal label
information including image captions (i.e. prompts in our task),
word-level visual text information, and object bounding boxes as-
signed with the category labels. With Poisson image editing [46],
the quality of the images in our dataset is comparable to the real
dataset, where the visual text is consistent with the image content
in terms of depth, texture, and geometry. Moreover, compared to
collecting real data with visual text which is high-cost, our dataset
can be easily expanded with a three-step workflow.

Based on our designed dataset, we further propose a layout-
controllable text-object adaptive fusion (TOF) framework that syn-
thesizes images with high-quality object and visual text conditioned
on the given object layouts and text contents. Our framework con-
sists of 1) an object-layout control module, 2) a visual-text ren-
dering module, and 3) a text-object self-adaptive fusion module.
Given the spatial layout information of objects (i.e. object categories
with matching bounding boxes), our object-layout control module
generates images with each object placed at the predetermined
location. To render text on the image, our visual text rendering
module customizes the instructions for rendering text layouts with
multi-regional and multi-directional. To harmoniously integrate
text content and objects in images, we integrate the above two
modules to achieve joint layout control of visual text and objects.

Although integrating the two modules can control text-object
multi-modal information, it still struggles with balancing text-object
to generate legible visual text on multiple objects. Therefore, we
propose a text-object self-adaptive fusion module to bridge the vi-
sual text rendering and object-layout control via a cross-attention
mechanism [59], which fetches important text information to im-
age generation. To flexibly utilize the cross-attention outputs, we
further propose a self-adaptive learnable factor that learns to con-
trol the influence of cross-attention outputs on image generation.
Through the above mechanism, our model can render plausible
visual text on diverse objects in multiple regions while maintaining
consistency with the texture and geometry of the images. Experi-
mental results on our LTOS dataset show that our method outper-
forms current state-of-the-art baselines on both text rendering and
layout-to-image tasks, indicating the effectiveness of our design.
The high-quality generated results also demonstrate that this inte-
grated task and our proposed dataset are of practical application.

Our contributions are fourfold:
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• We first merge text rendering and layout-to-image genera-
tion tasks and define a single task: layout-controllable text-
object synthesis (LTOS) task to harmoniously synthesize text
and object into an image.

• We construct a layout-aware text-object synthesis dataset,
which includes diverse, elaborate annotations in terms of
both object and visual text information, and can be easily
expanded through our improved workflow.

• To accomplish the LTOS task, we propose a text-object in-
tegration control framework, which customizes the shape
and layout of the text and accurately controls the synthesis
of text-object multi-modal information.

• We propose a text-object self-adaptive fusion module via
adaptive cross-attention mechanisms, effectively bridging
text rendering and object generation modules and adaptively
using the text-object integrated information.

2 RELATEDWORK
2.1 Controllable text-to-image (T2I) generation
Previous controllable T2I approaches can be mainly divided into
two groups: autoregressive models [14, 51, 61, 66] and diffusion-
based models [34, 43, 50, 52, 58, 63, 70, 76]. Among autoregressive
models, Parti [66] treats T2I generation as a sequence-to-sequence
modeling problem, with sequences of image tokens as the target
outputs, while NÜWA [61], with an adaptive encoder to support
different conditions and a novel 3D transformer framework, can
edit or generate images and videos for diverse visual synthesis tasks.
On the other hand, diffusion-based models are typically built upon
diffusion models (DMs) [11] and latent diffusion models (LDMs)
[52] that generate images from random noise through a gradual
denoising process. Based on class-conditioned diffusion models,
GLIDE [43] innovatively replaced the class labels with text, formal-
izing the first text-to-image diffusion model from high dimension.
LDM [52] then realized text-to-image synthesis through its de-
signed attention-based conditioning mechanism during the latent
denoising process. Recent research focuses on more accurate and
complex text-to-image control [10, 12, 15, 16, 28, 33, 49]. Ge et al.
[16] achieved rich-text-to-image generation through a region-based
diffusion to enable detailed word-level synthesis. Meanwhile, Ranni
[12] injected a semantic panel consisting of detailed control sig-
nal parsed by the aid of large language models into the denoising
network, thus allowing finely customized generation. While these
approaches have propelled the T2I generation to an unprecedented
level, it remains a significant limitation that text captions, whether
plain or rich, have difficulty conveying accurate layout information
for image generation.

2.2 Text rendering in images
Text rendering in images, which aims at integrating legible text
into images, is frequently applied in subsequent tasks such as im-
age annotation [20], image synthesis [52], and visual question an-
swering [1]. Early advancements draw inspiration from the anal-
ysis in unCLIP [50], and subsequent efforts such as eDiff-I [4]

and Imagen [53] have sought to use the capabilities of large lan-
guage models, as text encoders in image generation. Recent Deep-
Floyd IF showed impressive capacity in rendering plausible vi-
sual text on images by further improving Imagen [53]. Meanwhile,
some approaches [9, 37, 39, 57, 64, 71, 71, 74] tend to improve text
rendering capability on existing text-to-image diffusion models
[4, 13, 17, 26, 32, 60, 67, 69, 77]. GlyphDraw [39] constructed an
image-text dataset with a diffusion-based generator enhanced with
glyph and position data to embed text in images coherently, while
GlyphControl [64] leveraged pre-rendered glyph images as input
condition maps, enabling fine-grained control over the generated
glyphs at the layout level. Similarly, TextDiffuser [9] focused on
generating layouts from text prompts for more accurate image syn-
thesis by extracting keywords from text prompts. Further AnyText
[57] comprises a diffusion pipeline consisting of an auxiliary la-
tent module for generating latent text features from inputs such
as glyphs and positions, and a text embedding module that uses
OCR for stroke encoding, blending it with image captions to create
seamlessly integrated texts. However, current text rendering meth-
ods focus mainly on the quality of the visual text, struggling to
accurately control the layout of the objects in the generated images.

2.3 Layout-to-Image generation
In contrast to object detection, layout-to-image generation requires
the model to generate objects at the corresponding positions pro-
viding the bounding boxes and the predetermined category labels.
So far various approaches [3, 19, 23, 25, 34, 48, 62, 73, 75] have
been introduced to handle this challenge. Initially, Layout2Im [73]
applied layout information to help generate images with complex
layouts featuring multiple entities. However, the self-attention mod-
ule used in Layout2Im failed to address the issue of autoregressive
repetitive patterns. Meanwhile, GLIGEN [34] used grounded lan-
guage for its generative process, embedding this information into
new trainable layers through a gated mechanism, thus enabling
more controlled generation. In addition, SpaText [3] developed a
spatial-textual representation through the incorporation of CLIP
image embedding, where they stack these object embeddings in
the same shapes and positions of the segments to control the lay-
out. LayoutDiffusion [75] proposed to construct a structural image
patch with region information and transform the patched image
into a special layout to fuse with the normal layout in a unified
form to overcome the difficult multi-modal fusion of image and
layout. The Spatial-Semantic Map Guided (SSMG) [25] diffusion
model adopts the feature map, derived from the layout as guid-
ance, which achieves superior generation quality with sufficient
spatial and semantic controllability compared to previous works.
Despite the impressive generative capability of these methods, they
pay little attention to rendering visual text in images, leading to
meaningless and illegible text content.

3 DATASET AND ITS CONSTRUCTIONS
3.1 Dataset Construction
Currently, datasets containing both visual text and object layout in-
formation are not readily available. Besides, we notice that datasets
[9, 39, 64] that are used for text rendering tasks face some notable
limitations: 1) the area of each text region is filtered to be larger
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than 10% of the entire image [9, 57]; 2) since existing datasets are
mainly designed for generate poster and call-board messages, the
visual text typically appears in the center area of the image and
rarely in the border area [39]. Therefore, training models with those
datasets can lead to potential issues including the incapability to
generate 1) tiny-font text and 2) high-quality visual text in border
areas.

Considering these limitations, we propose a layout-aware text-
object synthesis dataset, a multi-modal dataset containing compre-
hensive well-aligned labels in terms of both visual text and object
information. We choose the Flickr30K [65] dataset as the basis
for embedding textual information at appropriate places within
images, and the Flickr30K Entities dataset [47] to supplement an-
notated bounding boxes. Each bounding box is assigned with the
corresponding object category label. However, Flickr30K does not
include visual text information, which is crucial for our proposed
LTOS task. Fortunately, SynthText [18], has provided a potential
solution by enriching the data with coarse visual text rendering.

The workflow of dataset construction consists of three steps:
• Step 1: Select regions suitable for text rendering by using color

or texture and depth information of images;
• Step 2: Set filtering rules to generate text as required and color

the text based on the Color-model [18] (foreground or background
text color model) learned from IIIT-5K-word dataset [41];
• Step 3: Perform traditional Poisson image editing [46] to blend

the text into the scene.
In Particular, the visual text generated in each sample undergoes

the following filtering rules in step 2: 1) The number of text regions
ranges from [1, 8]; 2) The number of text lines ranges from [1, 8];
3) The text can be generated in random regions considered suitable
for text rendering of the image; 4) Each text region must exceed
2% of the image in length and width, with a minimum area of 5%
of the entire image; 5) The text can be randomly rotated, twisted,
bolded, and bordered.

While trying to render text based on Flickr30K following this
designed workflow, we noticed that the text regions recognized
as suitable for text rendering with SynthText were too cluttered,
with issues such as underlines and exaggerated shadows in the text
style, preventing the results from being used for subsequent tasks.
To address the issues, we first replaced the original depth maps by
implementing recent Zoedepth [6] to estimate more precise depth
and then applied PPOCRv3 [30] to generated data, extracting all text
rendered in an image and filtering out all the images whose textual
content is not recognizable, i.e. containing low-quality renderings.
These optimizations to the workflow enable stable and higher-
quality text rendering on images, comparable to the real data in
terms of depth, texture, and geometry.

3.2 Dataset Descriptions
Compared to existing text rendering datasets [9, 57], our dataset
has the following advantages.
• Existing text rendering datasets typically contain only one simple

object and the positions of the text regions are mostly confined to
the center area since most datasets are designed for generating
poster and call-board messages. Our dataset aims to synthesize
multiple objects and visual text with various layouts.

• The existing datasets collected from the real world may suffer
from bias in visual text distribution as the text usually appears on
specific objects, such as posters, road signs, and papers. Our dataset
is more diverse on text contents and layouts, thus having better
generalization ability in text rendering. During the construction,
we randomly assign text positions and synthesize objects (almost
from scratch) instead of using the existing images, which improves
the diversity of images.
• Our dataset involves fine-grained features: depth of field for

fonts, the diverse boldness of the visual text, and word-level bound-
ing boxes information. The features enable the model to capture
more details and generate high-fidelity images.

Figure 2: An example sample of our LTOS dataset.

Our proposed LTOS dataset includes 228,973 samples with above
200,000 rendered words in English. Each sample contains (1) an im-
age with rendered text, (2) a caption of the image used as the prompt
in our task, (3) grounded word-level text annotations containing
enough information to generate the corresponding glyph image,
and (4) grounded object annotations [64]. To facilitate subsequent
tasks and works, we generate the corresponding glyph image for
each sample. Fig. 2 shows an example of our LTOS dataset.

4 METHOD
We first define the LTOS task in Sec. 4.1. Then, we introduce three
components of our framework (also shown in Fig. 3). Our frame-
work includes a visual-text control module and an object-layout
control module to form the main backbone for text-object inte-
gration control (Sec. 4.2). Based on the backbone, we propose a
text-object self-adaptive fusion that enables a balanced fusion be-
tween text rendering and object generation (Sec. 4.3). Finally, we
introduce our training objective in Sec. 4.4.

4.1 Task formulation
For our LTOS task, each sample’s input 𝐼 is denoted as a triple
𝐼 =< c,O,G >, where c represents a prompt, 𝑂 stands for the ob-
ject layout map, consisting of object categories and corresponding
bounding boxes, and 𝐺 indicates an explicit glyph image including
text content, position, and shape information. Considering the gen-
eration of an image containing 𝑛 objects and𝑚 text regions, the
corresponding LTOS input instruction can be expressed as:

𝐼 =< c, {(𝑜1, 𝑏𝑜1 ), . . . , (𝑜𝑛, 𝑏𝑜𝑛 )}, {(𝑡1, 𝑔𝑡1 ), . . . , (𝑡𝑛, 𝑔𝑡𝑚 )} > (1)

where 𝑜𝑖 and 𝑡 𝑗 denote the object category information and the
visual text content respectively, 𝑏𝑜𝑖 represents the bounding box
information for object 𝑜𝑖 , and 𝑔𝑡 𝑗 is the corresponding glyph region
for 𝑡 𝑗 (1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑛, 1 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑚).
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Figure 3: An overview of the proposed TOF method. Taking input instructions consisting of a text prompt, a glyph image, and a
layout map, TOF achieves controllable text-object synthesis through multiple components including a visual-text rendering
module, an object-layout control module, and a text-object self-adaptive fusion module (the “scale” represents an adaptive
learning parameter). The components that are pre-trained and no longer changed are denoted as “frozen”.

Given a predefined or customized LTOS input instruction, the
objective is to generate an image that satisfies 1) the generated
objects should be within each bounding box, consistent with the
specified categories and the text descriptions; 2) the visual text
formatting (i.e., position, font size, and distortion) should follow the
exact guidance of the glyph image; and 3) the rendered text should
be clear, legible and seamlessly integrated with the generated image
content in terms of depth, texture, and geometry.

4.2 Text-object integration control model
To handle the aforementioned LTOS task, we first propose an end-to-
end framework that combines a visual-text rendering module with
an object-layout control module, where the two modules render
text content on the image and also generate images with objects
conditioned on specific layouts.

Visual-text rendering module. To support customized glyph im-
ages and render clear and accurate text in images, we construct a
visual-text rendering module focusing on generating visual text
withmulti-regional andmulti-directional layouts. Inspired byGlyph-
Control [64] and AnyText [57], we duplicate a trainable ControlNet
[72] branch to achieve text rendering for its capability to control
the geometric structures accurately. It first takes visual text infor-
mation including word-level bounding boxes, text content, colors,
and fonts as the input. All the information is then consolidated into
a glyph image, similar to [64], and is fed into the ControlNet.

Object-layout control module. To generate images accurately ac-
cording to the given object layout, we build an object layout control
module to extract features from the object layout and generate
images with the layout. The aforementioned visual-text rendering
module can hardly control the accurate layout of the generated

objects, especially in the case of multiple objects, as it is difficult
for the model to understand the location information conveyed
in the textual guidance or prompt. To control the generation of
objects more precisely, our proposed object-layout control module
extracts features from the object layout map O based on GLIGEN
[34], which enables the open-world synthesis of novel localized
concepts by integrating new localization layers. By loading the
pre-trained weights, it takes the prompt and the object layout map
O as input and can generate objects at the predetermined positions.

Integration control model. With the above two modules enabling
controllable visual-text rendering and object generation, it becomes
an intuitive idea with a strong motivation to naturally connect
the ControlNet-based text rendering branch to the LDM-based
object-layout control module, integrating them into a single neural
network model. For each LTOS input instruction, the object-layout
control module focuses on generating plausible object content ac-
cording to the layout map. Meanwhile, the text rendering module
injects the feature of glyph images as additional conditions to guide
the final text-rendered images. While this straightforward combi-
nation comprised a seemingly feasible framework for controllable
text-object generation, experiments showed that the generated re-
sults were not satisfactory and faced certain limitations. To address
these issues, we further designed a self-adaptive fusion module.

4.3 Text-object self-adaptive fusion module
To better integrate text and object information (blend text rendering
and layout-to-image generation tasks), we propose a text-object
self-adaptive fusion module that adaptively bridges the visual-text
rendering module and object-layout control module.
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The aforementioned text-object integration control module (Sec.
4.2) encountered two notable problems (see Fig. 6 for qualitative
examples): (1) it is difficult to reach a balanced training between
text rendering and object generation. Over-training the ControlNet
branch for text rendering results in the distortion of some gen-
erated objects, while under-training makes it difficult to render
clear and legible text. (2) when rendering multiple text areas on
diverse objects within an image, the visual text in images becomes
blurred and unclear. It reflects connection and interaction between
the visual-text rendering and object-layout control modules are not
yet sufficient, simply through one-way guidance from ControlNet,
leaving the training process fragile and preventing the model from
handling intricate glyph images as conditions.

Figure 4: Comparison of ControlNet and our text-object self-
adaptive fusion module.

To mitigate this issue, we propose to bridge text and object in-
formation via adaptive cross-attention mechanisms, where (1) the
cross-attention attends and fetches vital textual information to help
image generations, and (2) a self-adaptive learnable factor adap-
tively learns to leverage the information from the cross-attention.
As shown in the middle part of Fig. 4, the adaptive cross-attention
transmits textual information from the visual-text rendering mod-
ule to the hidden layers of the object-layout control module. The
adaptive cross-attention consists of three sub-modules as follows.
• Cross-attention backbone follows the vanilla cross-attention

[45]. As shown in Fig. 4(b), each block 𝐵 in the object-control mod-
ule (locked block) corresponds to a trainable copy block with a zero-
convolution layer, together denoted as 𝐵𝑧 , in the visual-text module.
Different from the original ControlNet that directly concatenates
the output of 𝐵 with 𝐵𝑧 , we inject an additional cross-attention
layer between the output of 𝐵 and the output of 𝐵𝑧 , denoted as y
and y𝑧 respectively. The cross-attention layer takes y and y𝑧 as
input and output a feature representation y𝑎 that combines the
visual text and object information.
• RMSNorm operation enables the rapid convergence [68] in

our cross-attention backbone. We applied RMSNorm to the input of
cross-attention y and y𝑧 (i.e. the output of object-control and zero-
convolution). The RMSNorm’s outputs act as the cross-attentions’
input as Eq. 2.

y𝑎 = cross-attention(RMSNorm(y), RMSNorm(y𝑧)) (2)

• Self-adaptive learnable factor learns to decide how much
information from cross-attention should be used (determines the in-
fluence of cross-attention’s output y𝑎). It allows the model to adjust
the weights of additional visual text information y𝑎 and object in-
formation y. We denote the learnable factor as 𝛼 and apply tanh(𝛼)
to control its range within [0, 1]. To linearly weighted integrate y𝑎
and y, as Eq. 3, we element-wise sum up the object information
y and y𝑎 adjusted by the factor as 𝛼 . Then, we concatenate the
summation with y 1 as the output of this whole module y𝑓 .

y𝑓 = concat(y, y + tanh(𝛼) ∗ y𝑎) (3)

4.4 Training objective
The training process is as follows: given an input image𝑥 ∈ R𝐻×𝑊 ×3,
we feed the input image into a pre-trained Variational Autoencoder
(VAE) [29] to obtain its latent representation z0 ∈ Rℎ×𝑤×𝑐 . In
the object-layout control module, the model integrates the objects
{𝑜1, ..., 𝑜𝑛} with the corresponding bounding boxes {𝑏𝑜1 , ..., 𝑏𝑜𝑛 }
and the image prompt c of 𝑥 as the input of each gated self-attention
layer, denoted as z𝑏 . In the visual-text rendering module, we de-
rive the corresponding glyph image 𝐺 = {𝑔𝑡1 , ..., 𝑔𝑡𝑚 } by process-
ing the visual-text content {𝑡1, ..., 𝑡𝑚} and the glyph region infor-
mation {𝑔𝑡1 , ..., 𝑔𝑡𝑚 }, from which we extract its feature z𝑔[5, 27].
During the diffusion process, we randomly sample a time step
𝑡 ∼ Uniform(0, 1000) and a Gaussian noise 𝜖 ∼ N(0, 1), then cor-
rupt z0 to generate noisy latent images z𝑡 .

Our training objective consists of two parts: controllable diffu-
sion loss L𝑐𝑑 and text perceptual loss L𝑡𝑒𝑥𝑡 . For L𝑐𝑑 , our model
then employs a network 𝜖𝜃 to estimate the noise that has been in-
troduced to the latent image z𝑡 [22], which is optimized as follows:

L𝑐𝑑 = Ez0,z𝑏 ,z𝑔,t,𝜖∼N(0,1) [


𝜖 − 𝜖𝜃 (z𝑡 , z𝑏 , z𝑔, t)



2
2] (4)

To further improve the quality of text rendering, inspired by
[57], we incorporate a text perceptual loss L𝑡𝑒𝑥𝑡 to minimize the
distance between rendered text in generated image𝑥 and the ground
truth image 𝑥 . Specifically, with the help of our grounded word-
level text annotations, we crop each 𝑥 and 𝑥 pair into sub-images
S = {𝑠1, ..., 𝑠 𝑗 } and S′ = {𝑠′1, ..., 𝑠

′
𝑗
} with one text region in each 𝑠∗.

We then feed S and S′ into the PP-OCRv3 model [30] and calculate
the mean squared error [8] (MSE) between the extracted features
𝑓𝑖 , 𝑓

′
𝑖
∈ Rℎ×𝑤×𝑐 from the last fully connected layer:

L𝑡𝑒𝑥𝑡 =
∑︁
𝑖

𝜙 (𝑡)
ℎ𝑤

·
∑︁
ℎ,𝑤

∥ 𝑓𝑖 − 𝑓 ′𝑖 ∥
2
2 (5)

where 𝜙 (𝑡) is a weight adjustment function [57] same as the coeffi-
cient of diffusion process in [22].

The overall training objective is defined as:

L = L𝑐𝑑 + 𝜆 ∗ L𝑡𝑒𝑥𝑡 (6)

Here, the hyperparameter 𝜆 balances the weight between L𝑐𝑑 and
L𝑡𝑒𝑥𝑡 , enabling high-quality visual-text rendering without com-
promising the accuracy of object generation.
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Figure 5: Qualitative comparison of TOF and the competitive models. Due to the certain differences between our input
instructions and several methods compared, we control the input content to be the same based on the input format accepted by
each model, and the specific implementation. Please zoom in to see the details.

5 EXPERIMENT
5.1 Experimental settings

Implementation Details. As introduced in Sec. 4.2, we implement
our method based on GLIGEN [34]. Specifically, we loaded the pre-
trained “bounding box + text” weight, which is also used to initialize
the visual-text rendering module as a "trainable copy" by omitting
the gated self-attention layers. We split our proposed dataset into
217,820 training and 11,113 testing samples. For image size, all the
input and output images are scaled to 512×512. For the diffusion
process, we set the downsampling factor 𝑓 = 8, thus the latent
dimension is 64×64×4. We train the model for 130000 iterations
with batch size 24 on 3 Tesla A100 GPUs. We use the AdamW
[38] optimizer and set the learning rate to 1e-5 for all training.
We tested different cross-attention layer settings and reported the
results by injecting cross-attention layers between the middle with
the first three up-sampling blocks and the corresponding zero-
convolution layers of the ControlNet to get the optimal results.
During training, the maximum step of the DDPM [22] is set to 1,000,
and for inference, we use DDIM [55] with 50 sampling steps. Similar
to GLIGEN [34], the prompts and grounding tokens are randomly
dropped with a probability of 10% for classifier-free guidance. 𝜆 is
set to 0.5.

1We empirically found simple concatenation on y and y𝑎 (without summation of y
and y𝑎 ) tends to generate blurry and distorted objects.

Baselines. Since LTOS is a novel designed task, we mainly com-
pare our method with the following state-of-the-art baselines: in-
cluding layout-to-image generation method GLIGEN [34]CVPR’22,
based on which we build our model. To evaluate the text rendering
quality, we compare our method with TextDiffuser [71]NeurIPS’23,
AnyText [57]ICLR’24 and GlyphControl [64]NeurIPS’23. For qualita-
tive results, we also compare results from the closed-source model
Bing via its official API service.

As the baseline models do not receive exactly the same inputs, to
make fair comparisons, we align the inputs of the different models
as much as possible. For GLIGEN and Bing, which cannot take the
glyph images as input, we extend their text prompts to include
the text layout information. For AnyText, which uses text position
images instead of glyph images, we blacken the text-render regions
of the glyph images as the input.

Metrics. We report three metrics to evaluate the accuracy and
quality of both object generation and text rendering: 1) OCR Ac-
curacy (OCR. Acc) metric [30], which involves cropping generated
text lines based on their specified positions and feeding them to the
OCR model for predictions. It calculates the word-level accuracy of
the rendered text: each word will be considered correct only if the
predicted result exactly matches the ground truth 2) Normalized
Edit Distance (NED) [40], which measures the similarity between
two strings by quantifying the minimum number of edits required
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to transform one string into the other. 3) AP score [35], which
reflects the accuracy of object generation. Specifically, we use a
pre-trained YOLO-v5s 2 model to detect bounding boxes on the
generated images and compare them with the ground truth boxes
using average precision (AP).

5.2 Main results
5.2.1 Quantitative results. The quantitative results are shown in Ta-
ble 1, where bold results represent the best performance. The results
indicate that the clarity and accuracy of the visual text rendered by
our method, as measured by OCR. ACC and NED, significantly out-
perform all state-of-the-art baselines on the benchmark dataset. Our
approach outperforms the strongest baseline method TextDiffuser
by +18.02% on OCR. ACC and +15.01% on NED. While GlyphCon-
trol is retrained on our dataset, it gets relatively low scores. We
attribute this to its straightforward use of the ControlNet structure
without any balance between object generation and text rendering,
which makes it struggle to render high-quality text on multiple
objects. It should be noted that GLIGEN’s OCR accuracy and NED
score are both close to zero, suggesting that it is unable to generate
plausible, legible visual text.

For the layout-to-image generation task, our method achieves
comparable results to GLIGEN in terms of the𝐴𝑃 score. It indicates
that our approach perfectly maintains the capability of accurately
generating objects from layout and category information while
conducting high-quality visual text rendering. Such improvement
demonstrates the advantage and significance of considering both
object generation and text rendering simultaneously. It also demon-
strates the effectiveness of our designed approach to handle the
layout-controllable text-object synthesis task.

5.2.2 Qualitative results. The qualitative results are visualized in
Fig. 5. The results show that our method renders more legible,
clearer visual texts and plausible objects at the predefined positions.
Meanwhile, the text rendered by our approach is more coherent
with the image content compared with the baseline models. We
conclude that the reason is: on the one hand our model can receive
richer information as input to guide the generation; and on the other
hand, because the text-object fusion module we have designed
enables a more balanced training, allowing the model to focus
evenly on both visual-text and object generation, thus it achieves
better results.

On the contrary, we observed notable issues and limitations in
the baseline models. Although the images generated by AnyText are
visually appealing, some images do not contain the desired visual
text (the first row) or exhibit errors such as missing, misshapen, and
unexpected characters. Results also indicate that they sometimes fail
to render text at predefined positions. TextDiffuser and GlyphCon-
trol, with glyph images as input, achieve higher-quality visual-text
rendering, but there remains inconsistency between visual text and
image content they do not perform well with multi-line and multi-
region text rendering. Besides, we notice that they fail to render
tiny-font text (“wonderful” in the fifth row) and some special char-
acters (“$“ in the sixth row). Furthermore, they sometimes generate
objects of the wrong categories or omit some objects. In contrast,

2https://github.com/ultralytics/yolov5

Table 1: The performance of the TOF compared with compet-
ing methods. * denotes retraining on our LTOS dataset. We
report OCR. ACC, NED, and AP scores.

Method OCR. ACC ↑ NED ↑ AP ↑
TextDiffuser [9] 0.2551 0.4824 -

GlyphControl∗ [64] 0.1380 0.2604 -
AnyText [57] 0.1732 0.3274 -
GLIGEN [34] 0.0018 0.0092 0.4958

Ours 0.4353 0.6325 0.5658

Table 2: Ablation results of TOF on LTOS dataset.

Cross-Attention Ltext 𝛼 OCR. ACC ↑ NED ↑ AP ↑
× ✓ × 0.4114 0.6011 0.4643
✓ ✓ × 0.4218 0.6177 0.4662
✓ × ✓ 0.4268 0.6203 0.5003
✓ ✓ ✓ 0.4353 0.6325 0.5658

our model shows superior generation results in all examples, where
both the visual text and the objects meet the requirements.

5.3 Ablation studies
Table 2 verifies the effectiveness of each proposed component. Row
1 and row 4 of Table 2 validate the effectiveness of text-object self-
adaptive fusion, which is the most crucial component for the LTOS
task. The proposed fusion significantly improves the performance
by 2.39% in OCR. ACC, 3.14% in NED, and 10.5% in AP, indicating an
overall advancement in both text rendering and object generation.
We provide qualitative examples in Fig. 6 to show that without this
fusion module, the quality of text rendering is not satisfactory. Row
2 in Table 2) ascertains the validity of the self-adaptive mechanism
in Sec. 4.3. The results indicate that omitting 𝛼 leads to a decrease
in all evaluation metrics (-1.35% in OCR. ACC, -1.48% in NED, and
-9.96% in AP). It suggests that the self-adaptive mechanism plays
an important role in balancing the generation of visual text and
objects. Quantitative results (row 3 in Table 2) show that when we
set 𝜆 in Eq. 6 to 0, there is a noticeable drop in performance (-0.85%
in OCR. ACC, -1.22% in NED, and -6.55% in AP), suggesting that
the introduction of text perceptual loss further enhances the quality
of text generation to a considerable extent.

Figure 6: Qualitative results w/o and w/ the text-object self-
adaptive fusion module.
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6 CONCLUSION
In this paper, we explore the challenge of accurately controlling
visual text and object generation and provide a detailed analysis
and definition of this task, called LTOS. The objective is to generate
an image with clear and harmonious visual text, where the location
of the objects and text can be precisely controlled. In response to
the LTOS task, we propose the LTOS dataset which contains well-
aligned multi-modal label information. Furthermore, we propose a
novel layout- controllable text-object adaptive fusion framework,
called TOF, to handle this challenge. Our approach builds a funda-
mental pipeline to achieve the simultaneous generation of visual
text and objects, then incorporates a text-object self-adaptive fusion
module, which balances the rendering of both visual text and object
by injecting cross-attention layers. Through extensive experiments,
we demonstrate that TOF outperforms the state-of-the-art base-
lines for text rendering maintaining comparable performance to
the object generation model.
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