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ABSTRACT
Robotic Process Automation (RPA) systems face challenges in han-
dling complex processes and diverse screen layouts that require
advanced human-like decision-making capabilities. These systems
typically rely on pixel-level encoding through drag-and-drop or
automation frameworks such as Selenium to create navigation
workflows, rather than visual understanding of screen elements. In
this context, we present SmartFlow, an AI-based RPA system that
uses pre-trained large language models (LLMs) coupled with deep-
learning based image understanding. Our system can adapt to new
scenarios, including changes in the user interface and variations in
input data, without the need for human intervention. SmartFlow
uses computer vision and natural language processing to perceive
visible elements on the graphical user interface (GUI) and convert
them into a textual representation. This information is then utilized
by LLMs to generate a sequence of actions that are executed by a
scripting engine to complete an assigned task. To assess the effec-
tiveness of SmartFlow, we have developed a dataset that includes a
set of generic enterprise applications with diverse layouts, which
we are releasing for research use. Our evaluations on this dataset
demonstrate that SmartFlow exhibits robustness across different
layouts and applications. SmartFlow can automate a wide range of
business processes such as form filling, customer service, invoice
processing, and back-office operations. SmartFlow can thus assist
organizations in enhancing productivity by automating an even
larger fraction of screen-based workflows. The demo-video and
dataset are available at https://smartflow-4c5a0a.webflow.io/.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Robotic Process Automation (RPA) [27] has garnered substantial in-
terest as a means of automating repetitive and labor-intensive busi-
ness processes through software bots. Its adoption spans various
industries, including customer service, finance, human resources,
supply chain management, and healthcare with the aim of enhanc-
ing operational efficiency, minimizing costs and errors, and im-
proving overall customer experience [1, 2, 9, 11, 12, 23, 25, 31].
Despite its popularity, scientific literature on RPA is limited, with
existing sources mainly focusing on its features and benefits [10,
13, 15, 17, 21, 27]. Current RPA systems have inherent limitations
concerning decision-making, language comprehension, and visual
capabilities, as they are designed to adhere to pre-defined rules
and workflows using pixel-level encoding of the graphical user
interface (GUI)[3, 22, 29]. These functionalities are typically imple-
mented through drag-and-drop interfaces, screenplay recording,
or automation frameworks such as Selenium[26]. Consequently,
these systems lack flexibility in adapting to changes in the UI and
struggle to handle tasks that require intricate visual analysis and
natural language understanding.

Recent years have witnessed remarkable progress in deep learn-
ing and computer vision, leading to advancements in object recog-
nition, image segmentation, and video analysis [6, 14, 16]. Addition-
ally, the introduction of pre-trained large language models such
as GPT-3 [4], ChatGPT [5], Llama [28], and PaLM [7] has revolu-
tionized natural language processing, enabling advanced language
understanding and generation capabilities. For instance, AI agents
such as AgentGPT 1 and AutoGPT 2 can automate a wide range
of tasks, including writing, translation, and content generation.
Moreover, the advent of Visual Language Models (VLMs) such as
Control-Net [34] and Visual-ChatGPT [32], combining text-based
LLMswith visual understanding, has opened new avenues for image
analysis and processing. While VLMs such as Visual-ChatGPT [32]
and Google’s Bard 3 can perform tasks such as generating images
from textual input, providing image descriptions, and answering
questions about images, they require fine-tuning on Web GUIs
datasets to identify and localize screen elements in application
GUIs. Further, the recently announced GPT-4 [19] by OpenAI has
received significant attention due to its promising capabilities in
handling multimodal data. However, as of now, GPT-4 has not been
available to everyone publicly, and its utility and limitations in
handling visual data are yet to be evaluated.

These breakthroughs have opened up new possibilities for inte-
grating LLMs with RPA systems towards enabling them to perceive
and autonomously interact with complex web applications. For
example, Wang et al.[30] conducted a study exploring the use of

1AgentGPT: https://github.com/reworkd/AgentGPT
2AutoGPT: https://github.com/Significant-Gravitas/Auto-GPT
3Google’s Bard: https://bard.google.com/
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Figure 1: The proposed system design of SmartFlow RPA: The process begins with end users (𝑈1,𝑈2,...,𝑈𝑛) submitting corresponding task-
requests (𝑇1,𝑇2,...,𝑇𝑛) to fill out a form in a web application, which must include all mandatory details. These requests are then validated by an
Information Validation System (IVS) and are added to a directory of incoming tasks for processing by the Smartflow system. As a one-time
setup, the administrator specifies the URL of the website where end user requests are executed, along with the required HTML source code of
the application pages and corresponding layout mapping of the input fields. The SmartFlow executes each task-request using machine vision
and natural language understanding techniques, returning the status of the completed tasks to the directory of task status.

pre-trained language models (LLMs) to enable conversational in-
teraction on mobile user interfaces (UIs). Their research involved
providing GUIs to LLMs that were pre-trained for natural language
understanding, along with employing various techniques to prompt
the LLMs to perform conversational tasks. In another study[18],
Pedro et al. utilized the Yolo object detector [24] to identify screen
elements such as menus and buttons. However, the study did not
propose amethod for determining the necessary actions to complete
a specific task based on the identified screen elements. Addition-
ally, the training of the object detector was limited to detecting
Eclipse IDE screen elements only, requiring the development of a
new detector in case of changes in the application type.

To address the limitations of current RPA systems, we propose a
novel AI-based RPA system called SmartFlow that uses LLMs cou-
pled with deep-learning based image understanding. It integrates
vision capabilities with natural language processing techniques to
adapt to changes in the graphical user interface (GUI) and automati-
cally generate navigation workflows. By utilizing vision techniques,
SmartFlow identifies and locates screen elements, while the HTML
source code provides information about the type of these elements.
A pre-trained large language model such as GPT-3 is then employed
to generate navigation workflows based on this information. This
navigation workflow is then executed using a scripting language
to complete the assigned task. One notable benefit of SmartFlow
is its ability to handle diverse application layouts and screen reso-
lutions efficiently. In summary, our paper presents the following
contributions:

• We propose an AI-based RPA system called SmartFlowwhich
utilizes pre-trained LLMs in tandem with deep-vision and is
capable of autonomously executing user-assigned tasks.

• SmartFlow leverages HTML code, visual and natural lan-
guage understanding to interpret the layout mapping. This
includes associating field names, their types, and correspond-
ing placeholders/edit fields.

• SmartFlow is designed to be adaptable to GUI changes and
handle complex tasks effectively. It achieves this by generat-
ing navigation workflows using vision and large language
models (LLMs), without relying on predefined pixel-encoded
rule-based workflows

• We demonstrate SmartFlow’s proficiency in handling multi-
page form submission applications with diverse field types,
such as date pickers, dropdown menus, etc. through the use
of vision-based algorithms.

• To demonstrate the effectiveness of SmartFlow, we have
curated a dataset called RPA-Dataset, containing generic
web applications with various layouts. We have released this
dataset publicly to foster research in this field.

2 OVERVIEW
Our objective is to automate the generation of navigationworkflows
for specific tasks within a graphical user interface (GUI) application.
Using deep-vision and natural language understanding, we identify
screen elements such as field names, placeholders/edit fields, and
hints. Subsequently, LLM is used to determine the necessary actions
to fill in the required information which are then executed using
a scripting engine. Finally, SmartFlow provides updates on the
status of the executed task. For example, let’s consider the task
of registering a new patient in a Hospital system, as shown in
Figure 2. Traditionally, this process involvedmanual data entry from
a handwritten document. However, we can automate it by digitizing
the document using information extraction techniques [8, 20, 33].
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SmartFlow then automatically fills in the patient’s details in the
registration system, eliminating the need for manual data entry.

 
 

Figure 2: Given a user task-request to register a new patient
on the hospital website𝑊 with given details as𝑇1, SmartFlow
performs the task automatically and returns the status as
"Patient registered successfully".

3 SYSTEM DESIGN: SMARTFLOW
In Figure 1, we present an overview of our proposed RPA system.
We envisage the following four user-classes for SmartFlow:

• End-user: provides all the necessary information, such as
task request data, via email or chat-bot to the application,
with the objective of having the task executed automatically.

• Information Validation System (IVS): ensures that the task-
request received from the end-user is complete and includes
all the required information for filling in the data fields nec-
essary to complete the task and adds the task-request to the
incoming task directory.

• Admin: is responsible for setting up and configuring Smart-
Flow initially for an application. This involves providing
meta-data such as the website URL and HTML source code
for all its pages. The Admin also performs layout mapping,
which associates visible field names on the application screen
with their respective edit-fields and data-hints. We propose
two vision-based methods for automatic layout mapping,
which are validated by the Admin. In case of any errors, a
demonstration approach is used for accurate layout mapping.

• SmartFlow API : is responsible for sequentially handling task
requests from the incoming requests directory. Upon com-
pletion, the API returns the task’s output status (e.g., success,
failure, or errors) to the task-status directory. The Admin
is then responsible for communicating the task statuses to
end-users through their preferred communication channel.

Next, we will present three different methods for Layout Map-
ping, each offering unique advantages.

(1) Rule-Based Approach: After analyzing multiple web appli-
cation forms, we observed a consistent pattern where field
names are usually aligned to the left or top of the edit field,
while data-hints are commonly positioned at the bottom or
right side. Leveraging these observations, we have devised an
automated layout mapping technique that combines vision-
based methods with predefined rules and heuristics.

(2) Virtual Grid Approach: Typically, Layout Mapping Models
face challenges in interpreting pixel coordinates to compre-
hend spatial layouts accurately. Hence, we propose condens-
ing the original layout by converting pixel coordinates into
a virtual grid space, as shown in Figure 4. Each unit in the
virtual grid covers multiple pixel blocks, simplifying mis-
alignment checks to eight neighboring cells and reducing
the spatial complexity. We represent the spatial layout using
.CSV format in virtual grids, which are fed as input to LLM
along with a text prompt to generate the layout mapping.

(3) Demonstration by Admin: If a rule-based or virtual grid-
based approach does not yield accurate layout mapping,
a demonstration-based approach can be employed. This
method involves the administrator providing a demonstra-
tion by entering dummy data into the web application form
and submitting a JSON file with relevant field information.
SmartFlow uses visual analysis of the filled and unfilled form
images, along with the JSON data, to establish connections
between field names, placeholders, and values, ensuring 100%
accurate layout mapping.

SmartFlow Algorithm: The Smartflow, as shown in Figure 3,
begins processing by sequentially extracting and handling requests
from the incoming request queue.

• Pre-processing: It cleans the HTML source code provided in
the input metadata (application URL, HTML source code and
layout mapping), ensuring it meets the size limit of Large
Language Models. This involves removing unnecessary at-
tributes and classes from the HTML source code that could
hinder LLM processing.

• Form Elements Extraction: The cleaned HTML source code
is input into pre-trained Large Language Models (LLMs)
such as GPT-3 [4] and ChatGPT [5] to extract field names
and types using the prompt as shown in Figure 3. Mean-
while, a screenshot image of the application is captured, and
text-regions are extracted using EasyOCR4. The extracted
information is merged with the layout mapping by giving
a text-prompt to LLM to create a Mapping List, which in-
cludes field names, types, and coordinates. This Mapping
List serves as the textual representation of the visual screen
for generating the navigation workflow.

• Navigation Workflow Generation: In this step, the Mapping
List and task-request are given as input to the LLM with a
prompt to generate PyAutoGUI 5 code. This scripting code
determines the sequence of actions, including clicking on
the correct form-field, to complete the task-request accu-
rately. The precision is crucial to avoid incorrect form sub-
mission. The algorithm executes micro-level steps with high
accuracy and handles different field types such as date pick-
ers, dropdown menus, radio buttons, and checkboxes using
vision-based algorithms. The details of these algorithms are
provided as follows:
– Datepickers: They are characterized by their diverse and
captivating designs, and pose a unique challenge in the
realm of user interaction. In the majority of the layouts

4EasyOCR: https://github.com/JaidedAI/EasyOCR
5PyAutoGUI Documentation: https://pyautogui.readthedocs.io/en/latest/
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Figure 3: Pipeline of Smartflow

encountered, datepickers can be effortlessly populated by
simply typing the relevant date. However, in scenarios
where manual input is restricted, SmartFlow employs an
astute strategy to ensure optimal performance. It intel-
ligently scrolls through the corresponding year section
by using PyAutoGUI and visually analyzing the screen-
shot of the calendar and hence, diligently seeks to match
the desired year, adapting its direction based on whether
the year lies in the past or future. It further refines the
selection process by meticulously clicking through each
subsequent month until the desired month aligns harmo-
niously. With the calendar now seamlessly set, Smartflow
harnesses the power of vision and a simple technique of
the calendar calculation to extrapolate the coordinate for
each date, thus enabling flawless and accurate selection.

– Dropdown: SmartFlow, our proposed RPA system, effec-
tively handles complex dropdown menus that have ini-
tially hidden options by leveraging visual processing tech-
niques. When it encounters a <select> field, it clicks on the
designated area of a dropdown menu, captures a screen-
shot to eliminate visual discrepancies, and extracts the
dropdown options as digital representations using a text
extraction module. In cases where the desired selection is
not immediately visible, SmartFlow intelligently scrolls
the dropdown panel until it locates the target selection us-
ing visual analysis of captured screen, ensuring a smooth
and seamless user experience.

– Radio-buttons / Checkboxes: To handle radio-buttons / check-
boxes, Smartflow recognizes that it doesn’t require click-
ing directly on the checkbox or circle. It utilizes the text
associated with the option for selection. Smartflow inter-
acts with ChatGPT to gather the available options and
coordinates, and a dedicated module performs the action
of clicking on the desired option from the list.

These algorithms for handling complex fields are invoked by
the LLM during the generation of the navigation workflow.
They are premised on a comprehensive understanding of the
visual aspects of the form and integrate nuanced insights
into the behavioral patterns of each field type.

• Handling Multi-page Form Submission: After executing the
navigation workflow using the scripting code, SmartFlow
captures another screenshot to handle multi-page forms ef-
fectively. By leveraging visual cues from the website’s layout,
it recognizes the continuation of the form and sequentially
processes the user’s requests to fill in any remaining fields.

• Determining the status of executed task-requests: SmartFlow
employs a frame difference technique to extract feedback
messages related to the success, failure, or errors encoun-
tered during form submission. These messages, obtained
using a text-extractor, can address network connectivity,
missing fields, or successful submissions. By logging these
messages into a status queue, SmartFlow facilitates analysis
and improves the user experience.
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Figure 4: The Layout Mapping using Virtual Grid approach condenses the original layout by converting pixel coordinates into
a virtual grid space (A) which is represented in a corresponding CSV format (B). The red colored text in (A) represents the
OCR output along with corresponding grid coordinates. Next, the CSV file is fed into LLM as input with a prompt to give the
mapping of field names with the corresponding edit-fields and data-hints (C). The output is the grid layout mapping (D).

4 DATASET DETAILS
To evaluate the effectiveness of integrating vision and large lan-
guage models (LLMs) in RPA systems, we created the RPA-Dataset
and released it for public use6. For this dataset, we identified five
distinct applications that exhibit a substantial demand for RPA
integration and developed different HTML websites. These appli-
cations span ubiquitous enterprise domains, including but not lim-
ited to a Conference Attendance System, New Patient Registration,
Sales Lead Generation, Customer Complaint Handling, and Pass-
port Registration. Each website has a maximum of five variations
in layouts which showcase variations in design and development
approaches. Each website layout has five user-task requests. The
RPA-Dataset includes the source HTML codes of the applications,
along with ground-truth annotations for tasks such as OCR (Optical
Character Recognition), Layout Mapping, filling data fields, and
handling complex fields such as dropdowns, datepickers and radio-
buttons/checkboxes. The preparatory task files for input, along with
the corresponding filled ground truth data, have been manually
generated and organized in CSV format.

5 RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
Evaluation Metric: To evaluate SmartFlow’s accuracy in gener-
ating navigation workflows and entering correct values into data
fields, we calculate the following metrics:

6RPA-Dataset: https://drive.google.com/file/d/1ddTfEFLUeIIzekLANr_4yMNWzdYs-
3Ls/view

• Text-extraction Accuracy: Measures the accuracy of detecting
text fields on the application screen using OCR techniques
such as EasyOCR in terms of Character Error Rate (CER)
and Word Error Rate (WER).

• Layout Mapping Accuracy: Evaluates the correct association
of field names with edit fields, placeholders, and data hints.

• Filled Data Accuracy: Determines the accuracy of filling fields
in the application form with correct data values.

• Request Submission Accuracy: This metric measures the suc-
cess or failure of executing the task request.

• Complex Component Accuracy: Reports the accuracy of filling
data in complex fields such as datepickers, dropdowns, radio
buttons and checkboxes.

• Task Completion Time: This measures the time (in minutes)
taken to complete one specific task-request.

Experimental Results: We conducted our experiments using Ope-
nAI’s LLM GPT-3 [4] API, which is publicly available. The exper-
iments were performed on a GTX 1080 machine with 8 GB GPU
Memory. In Table 1, we present the performance results of Smart-
Flow on the Conference Attendance System (CAS), a two-page web
application with diverse layouts. The text extraction accuracy of
OCR is high, with an average CER of 0.015 and WER of 0.086. We
also compare the accuracy of the rule-based and virtual-grid layout
mapping approaches, which show similar and satisfactory results.
The minor mistakes in layout mapping can be attributed to certain
factors such as closeness of field name and/or hint with incorrect
edit-field, cascaded OCR text detection error. These errors were
corrected during the initial setup of SmartFlow on the system by

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1ddTfEFLUeIIzekLANr_4yMNWzdYs-3Ls/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1ddTfEFLUeIIzekLANr_4yMNWzdYs-3Ls/view
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Table 1: Table showing the performance of SmartFlow on CAS application.

Layout No. Page No.
Accuracy Task completion average time

(in mins)

Complex Component Accuracy
OCR Layout Mapping Filled Data Request Submission Datepicker Dropdown Radio/CheckboxCER WER Rule-based Virtual-Grid

1 1 0.005 0.087 1.0 0.91 0.91 1.0 4.27 1.0 1.0 0.8
2 0.004 0.050 1.0 1.0 1.0

2 1 0.045 0.176 0.8 0.91 0.91 1.0 6.4 1.0 1.0 0.8
2 0.004 0.025 1.0 1.0 1.0

3 1 0.037 0.154 0.9 0.91 0.91 1.0 6.7 0.933 1.0 0.8
2 0.008 0.075 1.0 1.0 1.0

4 1 0.016 0.091 1.0 0.91 0.91 1.0 6.8 1.0 1.0 0.8
2 0.005 0.054 1.0 1.0 1.0

5 1 0.032 0.107 1.0 0.91 0.98 1.0 4.8 1.0 1.0 0.0
2 0.005 0.027 1.0 1.0 1.0

Average 0.015 0.086 0.97 0.955 0.95 1.0 5.7 0.98 1.0 0.64

Table 2: Table showing the performance of SmartFlow on Patient Registration application.

Layout No. Page No.
Accuracy Task completion average time

(in mins)

Complex Component Accuracy
OCR Layout Mapping Filled Data Request Submission Datepicker Dropdown Radio/CheckboxCER WER Rule-based Virtual-Grid

1 1 0.0 0.0 0.8 1.0 0.96 1.0 1.99 1.0 1.0 0.867
2 1 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.733 0.91 1.0 1.59 1.0 1.0 0.9
3 1 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.812 0.96 1.0 2.29 1.0 1.0 0.8
4 1 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.833 0.96 1.0 2.16 0.8 1.0 0.93
5 1 0.0 0.0 1.0 1.0 0.97 1.0 1.73 1.0 1.0 1.0

Average 0.0 0.0 0.92 0.876 0.952 1.0 1.952 0.96 1.0 0.88

Table 3: Table showing the performance of SmartFlow across different applications with diverse layouts. We report average accuracy of all the
layouts per application.

Application
Average Accuracy Task completion average time

(in mins)

Complex Component Average Accuracy
OCR Layout Mapping Filled Data Request Submission Datepicker Dropdown Radio/CheckboxCER WER Rule-based Virtual-Grid

CAS 0.015 0.086 0.97 0.955 0.95 1.0 5.7 0.98 1.0 0.64
Patient Registration 0.0 0.0 0.92 0.876 0.952 1.0 1.952 0.96 1.0 0.88
Sales Lead Generation 0.015 0.039 0.92 0.841 0.887 1.0 1.55 - 1.0 0.50
Customer Complaint 0.008 0.029 0.964 1.0 0.913 1.0 1.36 1.0 1.0 0.873
Passport Application 0.009 0.038 0.928 0.986 0.963 1.0 1.604 0.96 1.0 0.86

Average 0.009 0.038 0.94 0.931 0.933 1.0 1.433 0.985 1.0 0.75

Admin. The accuracy of filled data is 95%, with errors primarily
occurring in radio-button and checkbox fields. Finetuning LLMs
to handle these fields would significantly improve the accuracy of
filled data. The request submission accuracy is 100%, indicating that
SmartFlow accurately reads the status of executed requests. The
average task completion time for CAS is 5.7 minutes, considering
its multi-page nature. Variations in task completion time across
different layouts and user-tasks are mainly influenced by datepicker
selections and scrolling within dropdown fields. We also report the
results for Patient Registration application in Table 2. Please refer
supplementary material 7 for additional results.

Next, we report the average accuracy for each application of the
RPA-dataset with different layouts in Table 3. In Table 3, it is evident
that SmartFlow efficiently automated various applications with an
average filled data accuracy of 93.3% and an average time to submit
requests of 1.433 minutes. The main challenge lies in accurately
selecting options for radio-buttons and checkboxes which can be
achieved by fine-tuning the LLMs with such data fields.

6 LIMITATIONS OF SMARTFLOW
In this section, we mention the limitations of SmartFlow:

• Dynamic fields: In the current version, handling dynamic
fields is not supported. One approach is to generate PyAu-
toGui code for each field individually and perform layout
mapping after filling data in that field. However, this method

7Supplementary File: https://smartflow-4c5a0a.webflow.io/

is time-consuming and inefficient. We are actively research-
ing more efficient solutions for dynamic field handling.

• Scrollable forms: We can use the HTML source code to deter-
mine if the page is scrollable and then capture screenshots
of the visible fields, perform layout mapping and generate
PyAutoGui code for filling them. If there are hidden fields or
buttons such as "next" or "submit," we scroll down the page
and repeat the process until we locate the submit button.

• Inference of field types: Future versions of SmartFlow aim
to enhance the accuracy and flexibility of determining field
types by training a deep learning-based object detector. This
will reduce reliance on the HTML source code alone. How-
ever, due to the unavailability of training data, this feature
is not included in the current version.

7 CONCLUSION AND FUTUREWORK
This paper introduced SmartFlow, an AI-driven training-free RPA
system designed to autonomously execute user task-requests. By
integrating computer vision and generative models such as LLMs,
SmartFlow is able to automatically generate navigation workflows
and adapt to variations in GUIs and applications without human
intervention. Our experiments on a self-created RPA-dataset, con-
sisting of diverse web applications with varying layouts and user
task-requests, showcased the impressive performance of SmartFlow.
Moving forward, our future work will focus on handling dynamic
web-applications with scrollable forms and training a deep-learning-
based object detector to infer field types, reducing the reliance on
HTML code.

https://smartflow-4c5a0a.webflow.io/
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A SUPPLEMENTARY
A.1 Future Scope

• Handling Dynamic Fields: We introduce an iterative ap-
proach for managing dynamic fields within a website, which
differ from static fields in that their appearance depends on
the values entered in preceding fields. Our method operates
by populating one field at a time and capturing screenshot of
the current application page status. The SmartFlow system
then conducts visual analysis on the captured screenshot to
determine the next field to be filled. This involves extracting
all form elements, identifying unfilled fields, and selecting
the highest unfilled form element on the page. Subsequently,
a layout mapping is established between this selected field
and the corresponding user-task request value. PyAutoGUI
code is then generated by the Language Model (LLM) to
populate the data field. This process continues iteratively
as SmartFlow executes the action, extracts the subsequent
field to be filled, thereby facilitating dynamic field handling
seamlessly.

• Handling Scrollable Forms: In the context of scrollable
forms, the SmartFlowmethodology can be augmented through
an iterative procedure involving incremental webpage scrolling
by a few pixels. By scrutinizing the frame differential data
using vision based techniques between two screenshots,
namely the state before and after scrolling, it is possible
to identify the initial field requiring input, mirroring the
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Figure 5: Figure showing examples of diverse application layouts.

Table 4: Table showing the performance of SmartFlow on Sales Lead Generation application.

Layout No. Page No.
Accuracy Task completion average time

(in mins)

Complex Component Accuracy
OCR Layout Mapping Filled Data Request Submission Datepicker Dropdown Radio/CheckboxCER WER Rule-based Virtual-Grid

1 1 0.044 0.083 0.727 0.636 0.885 1.0 1.37 - 1.0 0.6
2 1 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.833 0.885 1.0 1.38 - 1.0 0.5
3 1 0.003 0.016 0.875 1.0 0.925 1.0 1.71 - 1.0 0.7
4 1 0.0 0.0 1.0 1.0 0.9 1.0 1.12 - 1.0 0.4
5 1 0.031 0.099 1.0 0.733 0.844 1.0 2.2 - 1.0 0.3

Average 0.015 0.039 0.92 0.841 0.887 1.0 1.55 - 1.0 0.5

methodology employed for addressing dynamic fields in the
SmartFlow.

• Deep-learning based identification of formfieldsWithin
the SmartFlow system, Language Models (LLMs) currently
rely on the HTML source code of web pages to identify field
names and their associated types within the visual interface.
However, to enhance efficiency and eliminate the depen-
dency on HTML source code, we propose a novel approach

that leverages deep learning-based computer vision tech-
niques for the automatic identification of field names and
their types. This approach involves training a deep neural
network specifically designed for field detection and classifi-
cation. To train this neural network, we compile a diverse
dataset comprising various web page layouts. Each layout is
meticulously annotated to establish ground truth informa-
tion, which is traditionally derived from the HTML source
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Table 5: Table showing the performance of SmartFlow on Customer Complaint application.

Layout No. Page No.
Accuracy Task completion average time

(in mins)

Complex Component Accuracy
OCR Layout Mapping Filled Data Request Submission Datepicker Dropdown Radio/CheckboxCER WER Rule-based Virtual-Grid

1 1 0.010 0.033 0.9 1.0 0.771 1.0 1.19 - 1.0 0.5
2 1 0.011 0.035 0.92 1.0 0.96 1.0 1.40 1.0 1.0 1.0
3 1 0.011 0.049 1.0 1.0 0.977 1.0 1.43 - 1.0 1.0
4 1 0.004 0.012 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.19 - 1.0 1.0
5 1 0.005 0.016 1.0 1.0 0.86 1.0 1.59 - 1.0 0.866

Average 0.008 0.029 0.964 1.0 0.913 1.0 1.36 1.0 1.0 0.873

Table 6: Table showing the performance of SmartFlow on Passport Registration application.

Layout No. Page No.
Accuracy Task completion average time

(in mins)

Complex Component Accuracy
OCR Layout Mapping Filled Data Request Submission Datepicker Dropdown Radio/CheckboxCER WER Rule-based Virtual-Grid

1 1 0.005 0.019 0.9 1.0 0.94 1.0 1.51 0.8 1.0 0.8
2 1 0.013 0.062 1.0 1.0 0.957 1.0 1.82 1.0 1.0 0.8
3 1 0.007 0.030 0.93 0.93 1.0 1.0 1.71 1.0 1.0 1.0
4 1 0.010 0.046 1.0 1.0 0.92 1.0 1.58 1.0 1.0 0.7
5 1 0.011 0.034 0.81 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.4 1.0 1.0 1.0

Average 0.009 0.038 0.928 0.986 0.963 1.0 1.604 0.96 1.0 0.86

code. By training the deep neural network on this dataset,
we enable it to learn and understand the intricate visual rela-
tionships between field types and their corresponding visual
representations on the web page. As a result, the trained

model becomes proficient in recognizing field names and
their types solely based on visual cues, eliminating the need
for parsing HTML source code
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