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“A  painting of a cat.” “A photo of Sydney 
opera house.”

“A bouquet of 
roses in a vase.”

“A fire-breathing 
dragon.”

“A snail on a leaf.” “A mushroom 
growing on a log.” “A Torii Gate.”“The Great Pyramid.”

Reference image

Figure 1: Stylized vector graphics synthesized by our VectorPainter.

ABSTRACT
We propose a novel method, VectorPainter, for the task of stylized
vector graphics synthesis. Given a text prompt and a reference
style image, VectorPainter generates a vector graphic that aligns
in content with the text prompt and remains faithful in style to
the reference image. We recognize that the key to this task lies in
fully leveraging the intrinsic properties of vector graphics. Inno-
vatively, we conceptualize the stylization process as the rearrange-
ment of vectorized strokes extracted from the reference image.
VectorPainter employs an optimization-based pipeline. It begins by
extracting vectorized strokes from the reference image, which are
then used to initialize the synthesis process. To ensure fidelity to
the reference style, a novel style preservation loss is introduced.
Extensive experiments have been conducted to demonstrate that
our method is capable of aligning with the text description while
remaining faithful to the reference image.

∗Corresponding author.

CCS CONCEPTS
• Computing methodologies→ Computer graphics; Visual
inspection; Machine learning algorithms; Parametric curve
and surface models; Rasterization.
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1 INTRODUCTION
"Every artist dips his brush in his soul and paints his own
nature into his paintings." -Henry Ward Beecher

In recent years, there has been a growing number of studies
focused on SVG synthesis [7, 14, 20, 22, 31, 38, 39, 41, 42] due to
the superior compatibility of vector graphics with visual design
applications compared to raster images. Particularly driven by ad-
vancements in text-to-image (T2I) models [29], recent works such
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Motivation

(a) Artist stroke preference

The ScreamThe Starry Night Self-Portrait From Thuringerwald

(b) Tangram

Artist: Vincent van Gogh Artist: Edvard Munch

Tangram

Figure 2: Motivation of our method. (a) Artists have different
stroke preferences. Patches highlighted in the same color
exhibit a similar stroke style. (b) A Tangram puzzle can form
different objects using a set of basic elements. This motivates
us to treat the stylization process as rearranging strokes ex-
tracted from the reference image.

as VectorFusion [14] and SVGDreamer [42] have explored the task
of text-guided SVG synthesis by integrating T2I models with a
differentiable rasterizer [18]. Despite these advancements, a per-
sistent challenge remains: it is difficult to precisely control the
style of generated vector graphics when relying solely on textual
descriptions.

Using reference images has shown to be an effective method
for achieving precise control over the style of synthesized images.
However, research on stylized vector graphics generation remains
limited. The sole existing study in this domain, StyleCLIPDraw [31],
marks the first attempt to generate stylized vector graphics based
on both a text prompt and a reference image. Nevertheless, this
approach primarily adheres to the style transfer pipeline used for
raster images. During the generation process, the synthesized vector
graphics are rendered and their style is compared with reference
images in the raster image space. Unfortunately, this method often
yields less than satisfactory results.

We recognize that the key to generating high-quality stylized
vector graphics lies in fully leveraging the intrinsic properties of
vector graphics. First, SVGs utilize primitives such as Bézier curves
and colors to depict images, aligning perfectly with the nature
of artistic paintings which are generally composed of individual
strokes. Each stroke in a painting can be effectively represented as
a vector primitive. Second, artists often employ distinctive stroke
styles in their work. For example, as illustrated in Fig. 2(a), Vincent
van Gogh favored short strokes, whereas Edvard Munch preferred
longer ones. This diversity in stroke styles inspires the use of stroke
information to characterize and replicate artistic styles effectively.
Third, the stylization process can be conceptualized as rearranging
the strokes of a style image to create new content. This concept is
analogous to the way Tangram puzzles use a fixed set of shapes to
form various objects, as depicted in Fig. 2(b). Similarly, if a reference
image is deconstructed into a collection of vector strokes, these
strokes can serve as foundational elements for crafting new content.
However, these properties have not been explored in existing works.

We propose a novel framework, termed VectorPainter, for gener-
ating stylized vector graphics. Given a text prompt and a style refer-
ence image, VectorPainter is capable of producing a vector graphic
whose content aligns with the text and whose style remains faithful
to the reference image. Our model comprises two main components:
style stroke extraction and stylized SVG generation. Firstly, we
introduce a new method to extract a set of vectorized strokes from
the reference image. Drawing inspiration from Berger et al.[2] and
recent advancements in stroke-based rendering[12, 17, 25, 45], our
technique identifies local color features and the directionality of
strokes to facilitate precise stroke extraction. Secondly, we follow
the prior works [14, 42] to adopt an optimization-based pipeline
by combining a T2I model, i.e., LDM[29], and the differentiable
rasterizer [18]. Unlike the aforementioned models, VectorPainter
utilizes the extracted strokes as the initial step in the generation
process. During this process, strokes—including their positions and
colors—are rearranged to create new content as specified by the
text prompt, entirely within the vector space. Furthermore, to
preserve the style of the extracted strokes throughout the opti-
mization process, we introduce a style preservation loss. This loss
function is designed to maintain the shape integrity of the strokes
in the synthesized images. Additionally, we incorporate the Score
Distillation Sampling (SDS) [14, 41] and JVSP losses [41] to further
enhance the quality of the synthesized images.

In summary, the contributions of this work are threefold:

• We introduce a newmodel, VectorPainter, which innovatively
conceptualizes the task of stylized vector graphics generation
as a process of rearranging reference strokes. This approach
allows for greater fidelity in style replication and content
generation.
• We propose a novel algorithm for extracting a set of vector-
ized strokes from the reference image. These strokes serve as
the basic elements for forming new content. Additionally, we
introduce a style preservation loss to maintain the integrity
of stroke shapes throughout the generation process.
• We conducted extensive experiments to assess the effective-
ness of our model. The results demonstrate the superiority
of VectorPainter in producing high-quality stylized SVGs.

2 RELATEDWORK
2.1 Vector Graphics Synthesis
Scalable Vector Graphics (SVGs) comprise essential components
such as Bézier curves, lines, shapes, and colors to represent im-
ages. The latest technique for generating SVGs involves using a
Differentiable Rasterizer called DiffVG [18]. DiffVG bridges the gap
between vector graphics and raster image spaces. Unlike traditional
vector graphics synthesis methods, which require access to vector
graphics datasets, DiffVG allows the generation of vector graphics
without the need for any such datasets.

Numerous studies have utilized visual text embedding CLIP [27]
(Contrastive Language-Image Pre-training) model to supervise the
synthesis of SVGs. Some notable examples of these studies include
CLIPDraw [7], StyleCLIPDraw [31], CLIP-CLOP [22], CLIPasso [39],
CLIPascene [38]. Other studies have combined the text-to-image
(T2I) diffusion model [10] with a differentiable rasterizer for SVG
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synthesis, such as VectorFusion [14], DiffSketcher [41] and SVG-
Dreamer [42], all of which have achieved impressive results.

2.2 Style Transfer
Style transfer [15] is a task in computer vision that involves com-
bining a content image and a style image to create a new image
that preserves the former’s content and the latter’s style patterns.
Over the years, many researchers have proposed various mod-
els [3, 8, 13, 16, 34, 44] to improve the quality and speed of style
transfer.

Although style transfer has been extensively studied, research
has mainly focused on raster images, with little work on vector
graphics. This is because the basic units of vector graphics are
primitives like mathematical formulas and geometric descriptions,
different from the pixels in raster images. As a result, the style
transfer methods used for raster images are not very effective for
vector images.

It has been noted that StyleCLIPDraw [31] attempted to add a
style loss term to CLIPDraw [7] using VGG [32] network to achieve
stylized vector graphics synthesis. However, the result was messy,
and the style was poorly represented. On the other hand, Efimova
et al. [5] attempted to transfer the style of an image to another
vector graphic. However, this method requires a vector graphic as
a content image, which is impractical for most use cases and does
not produce high-quality results.

2.3 Diffusion Model
Denoising diffusion probabilistic models [10, 33, 36] (DDPMs), es-
pecially improved by Classifier-Free Guidance [11] (CFG), have
shown impressive ability of T2I synthesis. As the diffusion model
matures [4, 19, 35], large image generation models like Stable Dif-
fusion [29], Imagen [30], DALL·E 2 [28], DeepFloyd IF [37], and
GLIDE [24] become more prevalent. Our proposed VectorPainter
employs a diffusionmodel as prior to supervising the stylized vector
graphics synthesis process. However, the application of diffusion
model to the vector domain has not yet been explored. One potential
approach is to employ Score Distillation Sampling (SDS).

Many 3D generative approaches use optimization-based meth-
ods to train a Neural Radiance Fields [21] (NeRF) such as DreamFu-
sion [26]. It utilizes a pixel space T2I diffusion model to optimize 3D
volumes and proposes Score Distillation Sampling loss, which can
be used to optimize an image or a differentiable image parameteri-
zation [23] (DIP). Inspired by DreamFusion [26], we can adopt SDS
loss in vector graphics synthesis. Vector graphics are composed
of parameterized curves and shapes, which makes the synthesis
a process of optimizing SVG parameters. To achieve this, we uti-
lize a differentiable rasterizer to render the parameters of vector
graphics, which allows the raster image to be represented by the
differentiable rasterizer.

3 METHODOLOGY
In this section, we introduce VectorPainter, a method based on
optimization for generating vector graphics that exhibit consistent
stylization while remaining faithful to textual descriptions. As de-
picted in Figure 3, VectorPainter operates on three inputs: a set
of SVG parameters {𝑠𝑖 , 𝑐𝑖 ,𝑤𝑖 }𝑛𝑖=1, a text prompt P and a reference

“A painting of  a cat”
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Figure 3: Overview of our method: VectorPainter is built
upon an optimization-based vector graphics synthesis
pipeline [41], as highlighted in the dashed box. It also ac-
cepts a reference image to control the style. The key to our
method is the extraction of vectorized strokes from the refer-
ence image for SVG initialization. The reference image is also
used for loss computation to maintain stroke style during
optimization.

image I𝑠 . Specifically, we input the text prompt into a frozen pre-
trained diffusion model [29] to obtain the latent vector z, render
the SVG parameters using DiffVG [18] to produce a raster image
I, and subsequently utilize both z and I as inputs for SDS [26]
to compute the gradient. And we optimize over 𝜃 = {𝑠𝑖 , 𝑐𝑖 ,𝑤𝑖 }𝑛𝑖=1
such that I = R(𝜃 ) is close to a sample from the frozen diffusion
model. While this represents a generic text-to-SVG pipeline for gen-
erating SVGs (as highlighted in the dashed box), it currently lacks
the inclusion of an additional reference image for style processing
I𝑠 .

In this work, VectorPainter aims to generate a vector graphic
S while upholding fidelity to P and preserving the stylistic char-
acteristics of I𝑠 . To precisely maintain style consistency within
the vector space, we propose a method to extract vector strokes
from the reference image and utilize them as the initial SVG pa-
rameters. In order to prevent the style from being overshadowed
by text content, we have introduced an additional style preserva-
tion loss. This loss function supervises SVG synthesis from two
perspectives: local stroke-level deformation constraint and global
painting awareness-level style constraint. Finally, we jointly op-
timize the aforementioned weighted losses. Experimental results
demonstrate that our approach effectively aligns with both the
textual description and the stylistic characteristics of the reference
image.

3.1 Style Stroke Extraction
We define a stylized vector graphic as a collection of strokes {𝑠𝑖 }𝑛𝑖=1
accompanied by corresponding color and width attributes. To rep-
resent each stroke, a two-dimensional quadratic Bézier curve is em-
ployed, defined by three control points denoted as 𝑃𝑖 = {𝑝 𝑗𝑖 }

3
𝑗=1 =

{(𝑥𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 ) 𝑗 }3𝑗=1, where 𝑥 and 𝑦 represent the coordinates within the
canvas. Additionally, each stroke is defined by an RGBA vector
representing color 𝑐𝑖 = {𝑟, 𝑔, 𝑏, 𝑎} and a value indicating width𝑤𝑖 .

We extract and learn the painting style of the reference image
from the perspective of brush strokes, enabling an accurate rep-
resentation of the reference image’s style in vector graphics. In
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Figure 4: The workflow of our VectorPainter: Starting with a text prompt P and a raster reference image I𝑠 , VectorPainter
optimizes the parameters of the vector graphic S. Initially, it extracts vectorized strokes from I𝑠 , which are then used to
initialize the synthesis process. During this process, a novel style preservation loss is computed to ensure fidelity to the original
style.

certain painting styles, intriguing and concise brushwork is indis-
pensable. Artists utilize strokes of varying lengths and thicknesses
throughout different regions of the painting. Accurate brushstroke
representation in vector space is critical for synthesizing vector
drawings in a style consistent with the reference image.

Similar strokes within a piece of artwork exhibit analogous at-
tributes like texture, color, and brightness, consequently forming
irregular pixel clusters with visual significance. Leveraging this
observation, we employ a super-pixel method to delineate these
pixel clusters, facilitating the representation of strokes in groups. As
depicted in Figure 5, when given a style image, we employ the SLIC
method [1] to partition strokes exhibiting similar features within
the image into distinct regions. We vectorize these stroke groups,
with each stroke group corresponding to an SVG path group. And
these SVG path groups serve as the basic representation units of
the vectorized reference image. In addition, we propose a novel
stroke extraction algorithm for representing the extracted region
as vectorized strokes. As shown in Algorithm 12, in order to extract
strokes within each segmented region, we propose employing the
pair of points most distant from each other as the initial and termi-
nal control points, calculating the mean color of the region to serve
as the stroke color, and computing the average distance between
border points and the connections between control points.

3.2 Vector Stroke Initialization
As depicted in Figure 6, the extracted vector strokes enable the
accurate reconstruction of the original reference image, effectively
preserving its intricate details. These vector strokes contain the
style of reference image, and can be used to provide style prior

Reference image Stroke extraction Stroke vectorization

Figure 5: The process of style stroke extraction. We excavate
and extract strokes with similar characteristics, and vectorize
these strokes as a capture of the style of the reference image.
information for the generation of vector graphics. Specifically, we
propose using vector strokes obtained from the reference image
as the initial SVG for text-to-SVG generation. Compared to the
random initialization of vector stroke shapes, our method excels in
preserving the style of the reference image with maximum detail.
Figure 10 illustrates a qualitative comparison of the two initializa-
tion methods. Our method demonstrates a higher fidelity to the
reference image at stroke level.

3.3 SVG Synthesis with Style Supervision
To preserve style consistency without significantly altering the
overall optimization process—thus retaining the final style while
minimizing changes to individual strokes—we introduce the Style
Preservation loss. This loss function monitors SVG synthesis from
two perspectives: local stroke-level deformation constraints and
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Algorithm 1 Stroke extraction algorithm

Require: Distinct regions 𝑇 of segmented reference image Is
Ensure: List of initialized strokes 𝑆 = {𝑠𝑖 }𝑛𝑖=1
1: Initialize: An empty set 𝑆
2: for each 𝑟𝑒𝑔𝑖𝑜𝑛 ∈ 𝑇 do
3: Calculate the border points 𝑏𝑜𝑟𝑑𝑒𝑟 of 𝑟𝑒𝑔𝑖𝑜𝑛
4: Calculate distance 𝑑𝑖𝑠𝑡 of each point pair
5: Find the point pair < 𝑝1, 𝑝3 > where 𝑑𝑖𝑠𝑡 (< 𝑝1, 𝑝3 >) =

max(𝑑𝑖𝑠𝑡)
6: 𝑝2 ←

𝑝1 + 𝑝3
2

7: Stroke control points 𝑠𝑖 ← {𝑝1, 𝑝2, 𝑝3}
8: Stroke width 𝑤𝑖 ← 1

𝑀

∑𝑀
𝑗=1 ∥𝑏𝑜𝑟𝑑𝑒𝑟 [ 𝑗], ®𝑝1𝑝3∥, where 𝑀

indicates the number of border points
9: Stroke color 𝑐𝑖 ← 1

𝑁

∑𝑁
𝑘=1 𝑟𝑒𝑔𝑖𝑜𝑛.𝑝𝑜𝑖𝑛𝑡 [𝑘] .𝑐𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑟 , where 𝑁

represents the number of points in 𝑟𝑒𝑔𝑖𝑜𝑛

10: 𝑆.𝑎𝑝𝑝𝑒𝑛𝑑 ({𝑠𝑖 , 𝑐𝑖 ,𝑤𝑖 })
11: end for
12: return 𝑆

Original
reference image

Reconstructed
vector image

Original
reference image

Reconstructed
vector image

Figure 6: VectorPainter is capable of reconstructing paintings
in vector format.

global paint-conscious style constraints. The Style Preservation
loss comprises two components: one involves stroke-to-stroke-
level constraints implemented through control points, while the
other pertains to global-level style constraints determined by the
perceived similarity between the rendered and the reference image.

Specifically, we record a collection of vector strokes extracted
from the reference image and use this as Ground-truth (GT) for
the stroke-level constraint. During the optimization process, each
updated stroke will be calculated one-to-one with the GT changes,

Lstroke (𝑠′, 𝑠) =
1
𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1
∥𝑑 (𝑠′𝑖 ) − 𝑑 (𝑠𝑖 )∥

2
2

where 𝑑 (𝑠) = ∥ ®𝑝1𝑝2∥ + ∥ ®𝑝2𝑝3∥ + cos < ®𝑝1𝑝2, ®𝑝2𝑝3 >

(1)

where 𝑠′ ∈ {𝑠′
𝑖
}𝑁
𝑖=1 indicates a stroke from stroke collection, and 𝑠𝑖

indicates the updated stroke. 𝑝𝑖 indicates 𝑖-th control points of 𝑠
and 𝑠′. The Lstroke loss discourages excessive stroke variation in
synthesized vector graphics, preserving the style of the reference
image on a micro-scale.

The stroke-level loss ensures that vector graphics in optimization
maintain strokes consistent with the reference image. However,
there remains a lack of global style consistency restrictions. Addi-
tionally, we incorporate the LPIPS [43] loss in our Style Preservation
loss. The LPIPS loss helps to make the generated stylized vector
graphics similar to the reference image Is in terms of perceptual
similarity level.

Lstyle = 𝜆𝑠Lstroke (𝑠′, 𝑠) + 𝜆𝑔LLPIPS (I,Is) (2)

where 𝜆𝑠 and 𝜆𝑔 are the weights of the Style Preservation loss.
And I = R(𝜃 ) is rendering result. The LLPIPS loss encourages the
synthesized stylized vector graphics to look more similar from a
macro perspective, for example, making the overall color of the two
images closer. Experimental results demonstrate that our generated
vector graphics match the style of the reference image at both micro
and macro levels.

3.4 Total Loss Objectives
We incorporate our proposed Style Preservation loss with the JVSP
and ASDS suggested in DiffSketcher [41] to produce SVG content
that is in line with the text and maintains the style of the reference
image. Specifically, we utilize the VAE [6] decoder D to obtain the
pixel representation of 𝜖𝜙 (z𝑡 |𝑦; 𝑡). At the same time, we render the
parameters 𝜃 of the SVG using the differentiable rasterizer R, which
provides the raster image I = R(𝜃 ). And, we augment the two
images and apply the CLIP visual encoders [27] as visual semantic
similarity metrics. Specifically, we use the following loss function:

LJVSP = LCLIP (I,I′) + LPerceptual (I,I′) (3)

where I′ = D(𝜖𝜙 (z𝑡 |𝑦; 𝑡)). where 𝜖𝜙 indicates the frozen pre-
trained diffusion model [29]. The LJVSP loss encourages vector
graphics synthesis to match underlying semantic details of samples
from LDM, leading to more realistic and visually appealing results.
Although vectorizing a rasterized diffusion sample can lead to loss,
the input augmentation version of the SDS (ASDS) loss can be
utilized to either fine-tune vector results or optimize vector graphics
from scratch.

We optimize vector graphics parameters 𝜃 directly and use a dif-
ferentiable rasterizer R to acquire the raster image S̃ ∈ R𝐻×𝑊 ×3.
Then, we apply data augmentation techniques to obtain the aug-
mented version S̃𝑎 ∈ R𝐻×𝑊 ×3. The LDM employs a VAE en-
coder [6] to encode S̃𝑎 into a latent representation z = E(S̃𝑎) ∈
R(𝐻/𝑓 )×(𝑊 /𝑓 )×4, where 𝑓 denotes the downsample factor. Finally,
we use the ASDS loss function given below:

∇𝜃LASDS (𝜙,S = R(𝜃 )) ≜

E𝑡,𝜖,𝑎

[
𝑤 (𝑡) (𝜖𝜙 (z𝑡 ;𝑦, 𝑡) − 𝜖)

𝜕z

𝜕S̃𝑎
𝜕S̃𝑎
𝜕𝜃

]
(4)

where 𝑤 (𝑡) is the weighting function. And noised to form z𝑡 =

𝛼𝑡x𝑎 + 𝜎𝑡𝜖 where 𝑡 ∼ U(0.05, 0.95) preventing excessive noise. In
practice, the gradients of the loss are used instead of the scalar
loss. The LASDS loss encourages the synthesis process to match
the given text prompt.

To summarize, we combine Style Preservation loss linearly with
text-guided content losses. Our optimization objectives are as fol-
lows:

min
𝜃
Lstyle + 𝜆JVSPLJVSP + 𝜆ASDS∇𝜃LASDS (5)

where 𝜆JVSP is weights of the corresponding loss functions, and
𝜆𝐴𝑆𝐷𝑆 is the gradient scale.

4 EXPERIMENTS
In this section, we employ our VectorPainter model to synthesize
various stylized vector graphics. We compared our VectorPainter

5



“A mountain, with clouds in the sky.”

“A bouquet of roses in a vase.”

Figure 7: Various results synthesized by VectorPainter from identical inputs.

DiffSketcher + 
STROTSS 

(vector)

NST for VG
(vector)

Ours
(vector)

Kotovenko et al.
(raster)

StyleCLIPDraw
(vector)

STROTSS
(raster)

STROTSS +
LIVE vectorization

(vector)

“A horse is 
drinking water 
by the lake.”

“A beach with a 
cruise ship 

passing by.”

“A photo of 
Sydney opera 

house.”

Reference imagePrompt

“The Eiffel 
Tower.”

Figure 8: Results of the qualitative evaluation. The format of the generated results is indicated in parentheses.

to recent vector graphics synthesis methods [5, 31, 41], stroke-
based rendering methods [17], and style transfer methods on raster
images [16]. Finally, we conducted some ablation studies to demon-
strate the effectiveness of each part of our approach.

4.1 Qualitative Evaluation
As shown in Fig. 1, our proposed VectorPainter can produce stylized
vector graphics considering both the prompt’s semantics and the
reference image’s style representation. Besides, given the same

inputs, our model is also capable of generating various stylized
vector images, as illustrated in Fig. 7.

We compare our VectorPainter with several baseline methods.
To achieve a stylized vector graphic from a text prompt and a
reference image, there are some possible solutions: i) Directly styl-
ized vector graphics synthesis: Generate stylized vector graph-
ics directly from text and reference images, such as our Vector-
Painter and StyleCLIPDraw [31]. ii) Vector graphics synthesis +
Raster style transfer methods: Use a general text-guided vector
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Table 1: Results of the quantitative evaluation. The format of the generated results is indicated in parentheses.

Ours
(vector)

StyleCLIPDraw 1

(vector)
DiffSketcher + STROSS

(vector)
VectorNST
(vector)

STROTSS + LIVE
(vector)

Kotovenko et al.
(raster)

STROTSS
(raster)

ArtFID↓ 38.807 - 45.298 57.126 56.525 51.828 40.352
FID↓ 24.069 45.112 27.933 30.851 33.902 28.075 22.893
LPIPS↓ 0.548 - 0.566 0.794 0.667 0.783 0.689

CLIP score(×100)↑ 30.533 28.312 28.780 26.130 26.864 29.450 28.445

(a) Stylized vector graphics 
generated by SVGDreamer [42] (b) LDM [29] sample vectorized by LIVE [20]

“Sydney opera house. oil painting. by Van Gogh”

LDM sample LIVE vectorization

(c) Generate stylized vector graphics by VectorPainter
“A photo of Sydney opera house.”

Figure 9: Comparison of results with style control solely
through text prompts.

VectorPainter with random 
stroke initialization

VectorPainter with extracted
strokes initialization

“A photo of Sydney 
opera house.”

Figure 10: Effect of stroke initialization strategy.

graphics synthesis process and adopt a raster image style trans-
fer method. For example, DiffSketcher [41] + STROTSS [16]. iii)
Vectorized T2I model sample + Vector style transfer method:
First generate a raster image using the T2I model providing text
prompt, and then transfer the style of reference image into vec-
torized T2I model sample. For instance, generate a raster image
by the LDM [29], then use LIVE [20] to vectorize it, and finally
employ VectorNST [5]. iv) Raster image style transfer method
+ Vectorization: First generate a raster image using the T2I model
providing text prompt, then utilize a raster style transfer method to
obtain a stylized raster image, and finally vectorize it. For example,
STROTSS [16] + LIVE [20]. v) Stroke-based rendering: Use pa-
rameterized brushstrokes to mimic the human painting style, which
is similar to the idea of placing strokes. However, this method can
only generate raster outputs instead of vector graphics. We choose

1If text-guided synthesis uses the samples of the LDM, we employ it as the content
image. Since StyleCLIPDraw does not utilize LDM, we do not calculate its LPIPS score.

Kotovenko et al. [17] proposed method, where we select the out-
puts before its pixel optimization process for fairness. The results
of the comparison, differentiated by whether the output is raster
or vector, are presented in Figure 8. StyleCLIPDraw [31] may be
unable to accurately express the meaning of the prompt because it
uses the CLIP model to supervise semantics, and the subject in the
image may become challenging to identify. DiffSketcher [41] +
STROTSS [16] struggles with capturing the unique characteristics
of vector graphics very well, leading to distorted curves and untidy
sketches on the canvas, which loses the feeling of smearing strokes
in the painting. VectorNST [5] results are too messy and abstract,
with only the colors being close. Kotovenko et al. [17] falls short
in processing strokes effectively. This results in strokes that do not
cover the entire canvas, blurring the content of the output image.
STROTSS [16] performs effectively in transferring style within
raster space. However, its effectiveness diminishes when vectorized,
and loses its capability to transfer texture styles from raster space.
In contrast, our VectorPainter handles the stroke information of
the reference image precisely by style stroke extraction and our
style supervision method, and incorporates LDM [29] to supervise
the semantics of the generated vector images, achieving the best
results in the generation of stylized vector graphics.

We further compare the results of ours with SVGDreamer [42],
which synthesizes vector graphics with text control only. As illus-
trated in Fig. 9(a), using prompts alone to control the style of an
image cannot match the accuracy of using a reference image. We
also show the results of vectorizing an LDM sample, as shown in
Fig. 9(b). We can observe that both methods can generate correct
content, but the style is not aligned with that indicated in the text
prompt. In comparison, using a reference image can realize more
precise control, thus our results are better.

4.2 Quantitative Evaluation
To illustrate the effectiveness of our method, we employ the CLIP
score [27] to measure the alignment of prompt and synthesized
SVG and a recently introduced style transfer metric, ArtFID [40], to
evaluate the effectiveness by considering the preservation of both
content and style. ArtFID is acknowledged for its strong alignment
with human judgment. Specifically, the ArtFID value is computed
as (ArtFID = (1 + LPIPS) · (1 + FID)), where LPIPS [43] quantifies the
content fidelity between the stylized image and its corresponding
content image. Concurrently, FID [9] measures the style fidelity
between the stylized image and its respective style image. Table 1
presents a comparison of the methods above. Our VectorPainter
performs the best in the vector domain for ArtFID and CLIP score.

7



VectorPainter
Full model

VectorPainter
w/o ℒstroke

VectorPainter
w/o ℒLPIPS

Prompt: “A horse is 
drinking water by the lake.”

VectorPainter
w/o ℒJVSP

VectorPainter with different ℒASDS grad scale

Reference image

Figure 11: The effect of different loss terms. The top row illustrates the results of the VectorPainter full model, and without the
Lstroke, LLPIPS, and LJVSP, respectively. The bottom row illustrates the effect of ASDS grad scale on the results.

4.3 Implementation
Our method is based on an optimization-based vector graphics
synthesis pipeline [41] and accepts a reference image to control
the style. Specifically, we define the synthesized stylized vector
graphic as S = {𝑠𝑖 , 𝑐𝑖 ,𝑤𝑖 }𝑛𝑖=1, where 𝑠𝑖 , 𝑐𝑖 , and 𝑤𝑖 refer to stroke
path, stroke color, and stroke width, respectively. When provided
with a reference image, we utilize a stroke extraction algorithm
to derive the corresponding collection of strokes, consisting of 𝑛
extracted strokes. The number of strokes 𝑛 is determined by the
user. If the strokes in the style image are short, users may choose to
define a greater number of strokes; conversely, fewer strokes may
be defined if the strokes are longer. For paintings by Van Gogh, we
typically set this number to approximately 4,000.

Furthermore, given a text prompt, we employ the Stable Diffu-
sion [29] V1.5 as a pre-trained diffusion model, along with a DDIM
solver [35], to sample a raster image. The parameters of this model
are kept frozen during the optimization process. During the opti-
mization process, we typically assign the following values for most
cases: 𝜆𝑠 = 1.0, 𝜆𝑔 = 0.5, 𝜆JVSP = 1.0, and 𝜆ASDS = 5×10−6. We con-
figure the other hyper-parameters as utilized in DiffSketcher [41],
setting the DDIM sample steps to 1,000, the CFG weight 𝜔 = 7.5,
and the noise level 𝑡 ∼ U(0.05, 0.95). Additionally, we set the learn-
ing rate for the control point at 1.0, for color at 0.1, and for width
at 0.01. In the initial 600 steps, we exclusively apply the JVSP loss
to ensure that the extracted strokes accurately represent the con-
tent described in the textual input. Subsequently, we introduce the
Style Preservation Loss into the optimization process. In the final
800 steps, we integrate the ASDS loss to fine-tune the synthesized
results.

Throughout the optimization process, VectorPainter requires a
minimum of 16 GB of memory on a Tesla V100 GPU to generate
a stylized vector graphic consisting of 4,000 strokes. This process
takes approximately 2.5 hours to complete.

4.4 Ablation Studies
4.4.1 Stroke Initialization. As depicted in Figure 10, randomly ini-
tialized strokes result in a disorganized aggregation where the de-
lineations between different objects are obscured, and the primary
subject of the image becomes indistinct, because it cannot discover
the style information hidden in the strokes. Conversely, applying
our stroke initialization method enhances the clarity of strokes
in the synthesized vector graphics, imbuing them with an artistic
smearing effect reminiscent of traditional painting techniques.

4.4.2 Style Preservation Loss Ablation. Based on the observations
in Fig. 11, we can infer that not using stroke-level loss to generate
vector graphics can result in messy strokes in the synthesized vector
graphics. Although the colors may appear similar at a glance, a
closer examination reveals that the smearing effect of using short
strokes in the reference image is not considered. Instead, it uses
long curves to approximate the overall color for a more accurate
representation.

Similarly, if we do not contain the LPIPS loss, the synthesized vec-
tor graphics might have the appearance of short smearing strokes.
However, from a broader perspective, there is a significant differ-
ence in color between the synthesized and reference images. This
makes it difficult for observers to quickly distinguish whether the
style information of the reference image has been included in the
synthesized vector graphics.

Based on these observations, we can summarize the key charac-
teristics of Stroke-level loss and LPIPS loss as follows: Stroke-level
loss: operates at the micro level, meaning it applies to each primi-
tive of vector graphics. By imposing constraints on each stroke of
the vector image, we can ensure that the final generated strokes
do not deviate significantly from the strokes extracted from the
reference image. This supports our hypothesis that strokes can be
a means of expressing style. LPIPS loss: operates on a macro level.
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Its purpose is to regulate the overall color of the generated vector
graphics to resemble the reference image. This ensures that the
visual perception of the generated vector graphics is similar to that
of the reference image.

4.4.3 JVSP and ASDS Ablation. As illustrated in Fig. 11, the JVSP
loss depends on the sample of LDM, which takes advantage of
the capability of the T2I model for comprehending text prompts,
providing control over the synthesized vector graphics. While the
ASDS loss function does not depend on the outcomes of the LDM
and facilitates for one-stage optimization process. This approach
enhances the diversity of the synthesized vector graphics. However,
it is critical to maintain the gradient scale within an optimal range.
A gradient scale that is too low may result in imagery character-
ized by faint colors and indistinct content, whereas an excessively
high scale can cause colors to become overly saturated, leading to
a disparity in the hues of the reference image. These two losses
can be used simultaneously to generate more diverse and detailed
outcomes.

5 CONCLUSION
In this study, we introduce VectorPainter, a novel and effective
methodology for synthesizing stylized vector graphics using text
prompts and reference images. VectorPainter posits that the style of
brush strokes uniquely characterizes the overall style of a painting.
This study is the first to conceptualize the stylization process as the
reorganization of vectorized strokes extracted from the reference
image. Comprehensive experimental results validate the effective-
ness of each component within our proposed model. We believe
our method not only advances the field but also provides a novel
perspective on understanding and addressing the broader task of
style transfer.
Limitations. Our method has a few limitations that need to be
considered. Firstly, since our model is based on rendering, it can
take considerable time to synthesize a vector graphic, which also
exists in other optimization-based methods. Secondly, because we
need to extract brush strokes, generating non-painting styles whose
brush strokes are not clearly defined leads to unsatisfactory results.
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