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Abstract

Building design directly affects human well-being and
carbon emissions, yet generating spatial-functional and
energy-compliant floorplans remains manual, costly, and
non-scalable. Existing methods produce visually plausible
layouts but frequently violate key constraints, yielding in-
valid results due to the absence of automated evaluation.
We present GreenPlanner, an energy- and functionality-
aware generative framework that unifies design evaluation
and generation. It consists of a labeled Design Feasibil-
ity Dataset for learning constraint priors; a fast Practi-
cal Design Evaluator (PDE) for predicting energy per-
formance and spatial-functional validity; a Green Plan
Dataset (GreenPD) derived from PDE-guided filtering to
pair user requirements with regulation-compliant layouts;
and a GreenFlow generator trained on GreenPD with PDE
feedback for controllable, regulation-aware generation. Ex-
periments show that GreenPlanner accelerates evaluation
by over 10° x with >99% accuracy, eliminates invalid sam-
ples, and boosts design efficiency by 87% over professional
architects. Code and data will be available.

1. Introduction

Humans spend nearly 90% of their time indoors [12], and
the built environment contributes a substantial share of
global carbon emissions [34, 65, 66]. Thus, building de-
sign sits at the nexus of daily life and sustainability. Tra-
ditional design relies heavily on expert knowledge and ex-
tensive manual iteration [2, 14, 20], often taking days to
months to reach viable solutions. Recent advances in gen-
erative models on controllable [5, 32, 47] and multimodal
generation [7, 24, 50] pave the way for automated building
design generation.

To enable automation, prior works have employed condi-
tioned generators [22, 31, 37, 38, 44, 48, 49, 59, 60, 63, 64]
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Figure 1. Comparison of model performance in terms of reason-
ableness (higher is better), energy EUI (lower is better), and FID
(bubble size, larger is better). Our method achieves higher spa-
tial plausibility, significantly lower energy consumption, and bet-
ter generation quality, surpassing existing approaches overall.

that translate coarse user requirements into concrete floor-
plan layouts. However, existing methods rely solely on
user-specified conditions and thus often violate unspecified
real-world design constraints. This neglect results in over
60% of samples in existing datasets [48] being practically
unusable due to excessive energy use and flawed spatial-
functional design. Some methods [38, 44] even fail to
generate essential structural components such as windows,
leading to unrealistic energy evaluations. Therefore, enforc-
ing design constraints in generative models remains a major
bottleneck for practical deployment.

Our observation is that the core bottleneck is the lack
of an effective, practical evaluation strategy. Existing de-
sign pipelines [0, 29, 33, 41, 61] still rely on manual de-
sign—evaluate—revise cycles and slow energy simulations,
making it difficult to assess energy performance and flawed
spatial-functional rationality efficiently. Such costly and
non-scalable processes hinder the creation of high-quality
annotated datasets and prevent models from learning prac-
tical designs. To overcome this, an automated framework is
needed to efficiently evaluate and optimize generation un-
der design constraints.

To tackle these challenges, we propose GreenPlanner,
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a generative framework for practical residential design
that ensures both sustainability and spatial-functional ra-
tionality. GreenPlanner integrates four key components to
unify evaluation and generation. First, we construct a De-
sign Feasibility Dataset (DesignFD), built from energy
and spatial-functional evaluations with expert verification,
providing quantitative and qualitative feasibility labels for
model training. Second, we develop a Practical Design
Evaluator (PDE), trained on DesignFD to enable instant
estimation of energy performance and spatial-functional va-
lidity. Third, we build a Green Plan Dataset (GreenPD),
derived from DesignFD by resampling and correcting non-
compliant layouts under PDE guidance, pairing design re-
quirements with regulation-compliant floorplans. Finally,
we introduce GreenFlow, a guided flow-based generator
trained on GreenPD and refined through PDE feedback, en-
abling controllable, regulation-aware layout generation. To-
gether, these components form an end-to-end energy-aware
framework that achieves clearly superior performance (see
Fig. 1).
In summary, our contributions are:

* We introduce GreenPlanner, an energy-efficient residen-
tial design framework that seamlessly integrates evalua-
tion and generation.

* We construct DesignFD, a labeled feasibility dataset, and
GreenPD, a demand—plan dataset ensuring regulation-
compliant floorplans.

* We develop PDE and GreenFlow, enabling fast evaluation
and controllable generation under real-world constraints.

» Extensive experiments show GreenPlanner’s effective-
ness: PDE achieves over 10°x speed-up (only ~7.3ms
per 100 cases) with 99% accuracy; GreenPD eliminates
invalid samples (60% — 0%), and GreenFlow boosts de-
sign efficiency by 87% vs. professional architects.

2. Related Work
2.1. Generative Models

Generative models have achieved remarkable progress
across diverse content-creation domains [1, 9-11, 13, 23,
25, 35, 50, 50, 56, 57]. Variational autoencoders [27] en-
code compact latent representations but struggle to capture
complex high-dimensional distributions. Generative adver-
sarial networks [17] produce realistic results yet lack ex-
plicit likelihoods and suffer from training instability [43].
Diffusion models [21, 45] generate high-quality and diverse
samples, but their iterative denoising process is compu-
tationally expensive [4, 8]. In contrast, flow-based mod-
els [3, 28, 39] enable exact likelihood estimation and ef-
ficient sampling, offering an optimal balance of speed, fi-
delity, and training stability. Building on these strengths,
GreenPlanner employs a flow-based generator, GreenFlow,
for energy-efficient and functionally valid design genera-

tion.

2.2. Floorplan Layout Generation

Residential layout generation has evolved from topology-
and geometry-driven synthesis to multimodal ap-
proaches [62]. Representative topology-based methods
include HouseGAN [37, 38], Graph2Plan [22], and House-
Diffusion [44], which generate layouts from graph or block
representations. More recent diffusion- and language-
conditioned frameworks, such as FloorplanDiffusion [58],
Tell2Design [31], LayoutGPT [16], and Holodeck [51],
improve diversity and controllability. However, many
existing methods still produce structurally incomplete
layouts [52-55], for example, missing windows [38, 44] or
lacking walls and doors [31, 37], which hinders energy es-
timation and practical deployment. GreenPlanner addresses
these issues by integrating spatial and energy feasibility
into the generation process, yielding layouts that are both
functionally valid and energy-efficient.

3. Method

We propose GreenPlanner, an energy- and functionality-
aware generative framework for residential design (Fig. 2).
It integrates four components: (1) Design Feasibility
Dataset (DesignFD), a dataset built from RPLAN [48] via
expert-verified energy and functional evaluations; (2) Prac-
tical Design Evaluator (PDE), a predictor trained on De-
signFD for fast simulation of energy and functional feasi-
bility; (3) Green Plan Dataset (GreenPD), a PDE-guided
dataset pairing user requirements with regulation-compliant
layouts; and (4) GreenFlow, a generator trained on
GreenPD with PDE feedback for controllable, constraint-
grounded layout generation. We next describe each compo-
nent of the framework in detail.

3.1. Design Feasibility Dataset

Quantitative and Qualitative Design Constraints. We
construct a Design Feasibility Dataset (DesignFD), derived
from RPLAN [48] with expert-verified energy and func-
tional evaluations providing quantitative feasibility labels.
Specifically, DesignFD defines four key constraints: (a)
Energy Use Intensity (EUI): calculated via annual energy
simulations in EnergyPlus', where a lower EUI indicates
higher energy efficiency; (b) Fire-safety distance: the max-
imum walkable distance from the entrance to the farthest
accessible point, required to be < 15m under residential
fire codes’; (c) Floor area: derived from pixel-to-scale con-
version, expected to remain within a reasonable range fol-
lowing standard design practice’; and (d) Functional con-

1U.S. Department of Energy, EnergyPlus™ Version 24.2.0 Engineering
Reference.

2GB 50016-2014: Code for Fire Protection Design of Buildings.

3GB 50096-2011: Design Code for Residential Buildings.
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Figure 2. Overview of our GreenPlanner, an energy- and functional-aware generative framework for residential layout design. It consists
of four key components: (1) Design Feasibility Dataset (DesignFD), a dataset derived from RPLAN through quantitative energy and
functional evaluations; (2) the Practical Design Evaluator (PDE), a convolutional network trained on DesignFD to predict design metrics
rapidly; (3) Green Plan Dataset (GreenPD), a fully regulation-compliant demand—plan dataset refined via PDE-guided resampling; and (4)
the GreenFlow generator, trained and fine-tuned under PDE feedback for controllable, regulation-aware floorplan generation. Together,
these components form an end-to-end pipeline from data construction to constraint-driven generative design.

nectivity: assessed through graph-based analysis of room
adjacencies to ensure rational circulation and usability*

Crafting DesignFD. DesignFD pairs each floorplan im-
age with its corresponding energy and functional metrics,
providing data support for quantitative feasibility model-
ing. We use automated analysis assisted by expert verifi-
cation to compute four key indicators: (a) Energy Use In-
tensity (EUI): calculated through annual EnergyPlus sim-
ulations, indicating energy consumption per unit area; (b)
Fire-safety distance: measured via a walkable-grid search
of the maximum accessible path (detailed in Appendix. Al);
(¢) Floor area: derived from pixel-to-scale conversion; and
(d) Functional connectivity: evaluated by comparing room-
adjacency graphs with residential design codes (detailed in
Appendix. A2). Each floorplan is rasterized and annotated
with continuous metrics (e.g., EUI) and binary feasibility
labels, forming paired data for PDE training.

3.2. Practical Design Evaluator

Model Design. The Practical Design Evaluator (PDE)
predicts all DesignFD metrics directly from rasterized floor-
plans. Although transformer-based models [46] capture

4According to GB 50368-2005: Code for Design of Residential Build-
ings, and GB 50352-2019: General Code for Civil Building Design, resi-
dential layouts should maintain reasonable spatial organization and conve-
nient circulation.

global semantics, they often compromise local spatial co-
herence. Convolutional networks, by contrast, better pre-
serve spatial topology and geometric bias. Therefore, we
adopt a convolutional regression network (illustrated in
Fig. 2 and detailed in Appendix. A3) for accurate and stable
prediction of physical feasibility metrics.

Training Procedure. PDE is trained using the Mean
Squared Error (MSE) loss over all quantitative and quali-
tative targets in DesignFD, formulated as:

N
1 )
Lyise = o §_ Iy: — yill3, (1)

=1

where ¥; and y; denote the predicted and ground-truth met-
ric vectors for the i-th sample, respectively. Each target vec-
tor is defined as

yi = [Ei, Fi, Ai, G;] € R%, 2)

where E; € R represents the energy-use intensity profile
derived from annual energy simulations across 60 thermal
and equipment parameters; F; € R denotes the fire-safety
distance measuring the maximum walkable path within
code limits; A; € R indicates the floor area reflecting ge-
ometric reasonableness; and GG; € R quantifies the func-
tional connectivity based on room-adjacency graph con-



Table 1. Comparison of floorplan datasets. The first two columns (Annotations) list available labeled data, and the last three (Applicable
Tasks) indicate the design capabilities supported by each dataset. Sketch provides conceptual layouts, while Design Constraints include
expert-assessed metrics such as EUI, fire distance, floor area, and connectivity. Plan Generation, Regulation Evaluation, and Compliance
Generation represent progressively more constrained and goal-oriented design tasks. RPLAN focuses on sketch-based generation, De-
signFD enables constraint-guided evaluation, and GreenPD advances to fully regulated, compliance-driven generation.

Dataset ‘ Annotations Applicable Tasks

‘ Sketch Design Constraints (§3.1) ‘ Plan Generation Regulation Evaluation Compliance Generation
RPLAN [48] v X v X X (low compliance)
DesignFD (ours) X v (EUL, fire distance, floor area, connectivity) X v X
GreenPD (ours) v v v X v (100%)

sistency. Together, these 63 features comprehensively en-
code both energy efficiency and functional feasibility within
DesignFD. As validated in Appendix. A3, PDE achieves
R? > 0.99 accuracy against full EnergyPlus simulations
while operating orders of magnitude faster, demonstrating
strong practicality for downstream generative design tasks.

3.3. Green Plan Dataset

Demand-Plan Pairing. Green Plan Dataset (GreenPD)
extends DesignFD into a paired dataset linking user require-
ments with fully compliant residential layouts. Each sample
is a pair (d;, x;), where d; denotes the user demand and x;
the corresponding floorplan. Specifically, the demand d; is
composed of two parts: d; = (g;, t;), where (1) g; is a lay-
out sketch: an image representation that encodes either the
room adjacency graph (inter-room connectivity) or the ex-
terior boundary; and (2) t; is a design constraint: a textual
description represented as t; = [E;, F;, A;, G;], specify-
ing the target energy-use profile, fire-safety distance, total
floor area, and functional connectivity validity (defined in
Sec. 3.2). This unified formulation allows GreenFlow to
learn conditional generation driven jointly by spatial layout
priors (g;) and design constraints (t;), enabling design gen-
eration that adheres to regulatory requirements.

Dataset Construction. GreenPD is derived from De-
signFD through PDE-guided refinement to ensure full
physical compliance. = Among the 71,125 layouts in
RPLAN [48], 26,600 valid samples are directly preserved,
while the remaining 44,525 undergo iterative correction.
For each non-compliant footprint, FloorplanDiffusion [58]
generates candidate layouts conditioned on the same bound-
ary or room configuration. PDE then evaluates their energy
and functional metrics, retaining only those that meet all
feasibility criteria. This resampling process is repeated un-
til every case satisfies the DesignFD constraints, yielding a
fully regulation-compliant dataset for GreenFlow training.
A comparative summary in Tab. | highlights the progres-
sive evolution from RPLAN to DesignFD and GreenPD,
emphasizing the dataset contributions that enhance regula-
tory awareness and compliance through expert-labeled con-

Algorithm 1: Stage 1: GreenFlow Pre-training

Input: Paired data {(x;, d;)}, where x; is a floorplan
image and d; = (g;, t;) is a user demand
consisting of a layout sketch g; (topology or
boundary) and a design constraint t; (e.g.,
energy-use profile, fire-safety distance, total area,
connectivity); text encoder Enciex; graph encoder
Encgrapn; generator Gg; loss weight Aperc.

Output: Pretrained generator G.

foreach (x;,d;) do

pi < Encex(ti); gi < Encepn(gi);
z; < Concat(p;, g;); %xi < Go(z:);
»C(i) = H)A(l - xi”l + Apcrcﬁpcrc(ﬁhxi);
0 0—nVeLl™.

straints and high-quality annotations.

3.4. GreenFlow

GreenFlow adopts a two-stage learning paradigm for
energy- and functional-aware layout generation: (1) su-
pervised pre-training with paired textual-topological con-
straints, and (2) PDE-guided reinforcement fine-tuning.
This allows the model to first learn realistic layout priors
and then align them with functional constraints.

Stage 1: Supervised Pre-training. As shown in Algo-
rithm 1, GreenFlow is first trained to reconstruct floorplans
from paired textual-topological demands. Each input de-
mand d; = (g;, t;) consists of a layout sketch g; and a de-
sign constraint t;, which jointly specify requirements such
as energy-use level, fire-safety distance, total floor area, and
room connectivity, as illustrated in Fig. 2. The textual com-
ponent t; is encoded via CLIP [40], while the topologi-
cal component g; is transformed into a graph embedding.
These embeddings are concatenated to condition the gen-
erator GGy, which is optimized using an L, loss and a per-
ceptual loss [26] against the ground-truth layout. This stage
enables GreenFlow to learn the relationship between user
demands and layouts.



Stage 2: Reinforcement Fine-tuning. To enhance func-
tional controllability, GreenFlow is refined through a
gradient-based, model-driven reinforcement learning (RL)
process under PDE supervision [30, 42]. The PDE acts as a
differentiable environment that evaluates generated layouts
and provides continuous feedback. Given a pretrained gen-
erator Gy and the PDE evaluator fppg, a layout is generated
from textual-topological conditions:

x = Gy(z), 3)
z = Concat(Enctext(t), Encgraph(Descriptor(g))), )

where Descriptor(g) encodes the functional attributes of
the input topology graph, Enctext is a text encoder that em-
beds the design constraint t, and Encgraph is a graph en-
coder that embeds the layout sketch g. The PDE predicts
the corresponding performance metrics:

y = feoe(X), )

and computes a differentiable reward comparing y with tar-
get constraints y*:

R=- Z MSE($k,y5) + A Lrec(X,X).  (6)

Yk €Y spec

Gradients of R are backpropagated through both the
PDE and generator for parameter updates:

0+ 0+nVeR, @)

where 7 is the learning rate. This model-based optimization
aligns generation with energy and functional constraints
while preserving geometric fidelity. Overall, GreenFlow in-
tegrates generation and evaluation within a differentiable
pipeline, achieving stable, data-efficient fine-tuning and
precise control over functional feasibility.

4. Experiments

4.1. Experimental Setup

Dataset and Baselines. We evaluate on the RPLAN [48]
dataset and our GreenPD to test model generalization
and compliance.  All baselines are retrained on the
same split (70We compare GreenFlow with representa-
tive methods across major paradigms: GAN-based (House-
GAN [37], HouseGAN++ [38]), diffusion-based (HouseD-
iffusion [44], FloorplanDiffusion [58]), and graph-to-image
translation (Graph2Plan [22]). Language-conditioned mod-
els (Tell2Design [31], FP-LLaMa [54]) are also included.
All models are trained and tested under identical conditions.

Baseline Deficiency Handling. Some baselines produce
incomplete layouts that hinder energy analysis. HouseD-
iffusion and HouseGAN++ often miss windows, inflating

energy-use intensity (EUI). We insert one to two windows
per room for realistic correction. Methods missing walls or
doors (e.g., Tell2Design or HouseGAN) are excluded from
energy evaluation to ensure fair comparison.

Metrics. We follow the evaluation protocol of previous
layout generation works [22, 37, 58] and extend it with ad-
ditional metrics to jointly assess functional feasibility and
energy efficiency. Five metrics are used for comprehensive
evaluation: (1) Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) [19]:
computed with Inception-V3 embeddings to measure visual
realism; (2) Intersection over Union (IoU) [15]: quanti-
fies geometric overlap between generated and ground-truth
layouts; (3) Functional Rationality (Rationality): the pro-
portion of layouts meeting fire-safety, area, and connectivity
requirements predicted by the PDE; (4) Energy Use Inten-
sity (EUI): estimated by PDE to approximate annual en-
ergy demand per unit area. Both Rationality and EUI are
computed by the PDE and validated against full EnergyPlus
simulations for physically consistent assessment.

4.2. Implementation Details

All experiments are implemented in PyTorch and trained on
a single NVIDIA RTX A100 GPU. Practical Design Eval-
uator (PDE) uses a ResNet-50 backbone [ 18] with standard
residual blocks and batch normalization. Features are pro-
cessed by global adaptive average pooling and mapped to
a 63-dimensional output (3 for spatial-functional feasibility
and 60 for energy-related metrics). The input resolution is
64 x 64. Training uses the Adam optimizer with an initial
learning rate of 1 x 10~* and exponential decay. Early stop-
ping (patience=3) is used to avoid overfitting. GreenFlow
adopts a normalizing flow architecture optimized with the
AdamW optimizer [36]. Stage 1 (supervised pre-training)
runs for 200k iterations with batch size 16 and learning
rate 1 x 10~%, followed by Stage 2 (reinforcement fine-
tuning) for 30k iterations with batch size 16 and learning
rate 1 x 1075, using PDE feedback as reward signals.

4.3. Compliance Analysis on GreenPD

Existing datasets contain extensive infeasible data. Be-
cause the existing dataset [48] was constructed without
enforcing building-code constraints and contains outdated
or loosely labeled samples, our analysis reveals clear de-
ficiencies in both energy and functional feasibility. As
shown in Fig. 3, about 30.9% of layouts exceed the energy-
efficiency limit (EUI> 135), 10.0% violate the 15 m fire-
safety distance requirement, 9.7% surpass the 130 m? floor-
area guideline, and 27.5% fail to maintain functional con-
nectivity between key rooms. Consequently, only 37.4% of
floorplans fully comply with the above national residential
standards, indicating substantial non-compliance and poten-
tial bias that undermine model reliability.
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Figure 3. Comparison between the original RPLAN dataset and our proposed GreenPD. While RPLAN contains numerous violations in
energy, safety, and functional constraints, GreenPD achieves complete compliance with all physical design standards.

Table 2. PDE performance summary. Runtime denotes total infer-
ence time over 100 runs.

Method R?*1 MSE] Runtime (total for 100 runs)}
PDE (Ours) 0.99 0.46 7.3 ms
Baseline - - 1.2x10% ms

Proposed GreenPD effectively corrects infeasible data.
In contrast, our proposed GreenPD dataset (see Fig. 3)
achieves 100% compliance across all physical metrics by
filtering and regenerating invalid samples. This ensures a
clean, physically grounded dataset for model training, sub-
stantially improving both the functional feasibility and en-
ergy efficiency of generated layouts.

4.4. PDE Analysis

We evaluate the Practical Design Evaluator (PDE) against
physics-based EnergyPlus simulations. Tab. 2 reports three
standard regression metrics: R? (coefficient of determina-
tion) measures correlation with ground-truth variance, MSE
(mean squared error) quantifies overall deviation, and run-
time reflects total inference time over 100 runs. As shown,
PDE achieves an R? of 0.99 and an MSE of 0.46, demon-
strating near-perfect consistency with EnergyPlus while be-
ing over 1.6 x 10° times faster (7.3 ms vs. 1.2x10% ms).
These results confirm that PDE accurately predicts energy
and spatial feasibility from rasterized floorplans, enabling
rapid and scalable evaluation for generative design.

4.5. Qualitative Comparison

Most baselines omit openings, making their layouts both
spatially disconnected and unsuitable for energy evaluation.
To standardize simulation, we randomly add 1-2 openings
to their outputs to meet the minimum boundary conditions
required for computing EUI. However, as shown in Fig. 4,
these baselines still produce layouts with missing circu-
lation paths, blocked room access, or inconsistent facade
logic, indicating that opening placement is not merely a data

Table 3. Comparison with baselines on layout generation quality.
Bold indicates the best results. * denotes results generated without
green performance constraints.

Method FID| IoUT GED] Rationality? AEUIL|
HouseGAN 38.1 0.13 - 0.0% -
HouseGAN++ 374 0.3 8.6 13% -
HouseDiffusion 332  0.16 4.2 24% -
Graph2Plan 337 0.19 4.8 22% +0.2%
Tell2Design 252 053 - - -
FloorplanDiff. 20.2 048 11.7 - +0.7%
FP-LLaMa 282  0.12 - 38.5% -0.2%
GreenFlowgpy on (graph) 176 0.84 2.8 59.4% -2.3%
GreenFlowgppan (graph) 15.2 0.75 5.9 57.8% -6.9%
GreenFlowg, .,pp (graph) 133 0.84 2.5 61.6% -2.5%
GreenFlowgreenpp (graph)  13.1 0.75 5.7 58.8% -10.4%
GreenFlowgp; on (edge) 179 029 - 51.3% -3.8%
GreenFlowgppan (edge) 174 0.28 - 48.1% -12.6%
GreenFlow( eepp (edge) 158 041 - 70.6% -1.9%
GreenFlowgreenpp (edge) 15.7  0.37 - 66.3% -13.1%

annotation issue but a functional reasoning gap in their gen-
erative formulation. This reveals that spatial connectivity
and building physics must be modeled jointly, rather than
treated as post-hoc adjustments. In contrast, our GreenFlow
(edge/graph) generates layouts with coherent room organi-
zation and context-aware opening allocation, enabling both
functional circulation and realistic thermal behavior. The
resulting designs achieve lower EUI and higher spatial ra-
tionality without requiring manual correction. These qual-
itative findings reinforce our core claim: explicitly incor-
porating energy-aware spatial semantics during generation
leads to more physically grounded and practically usable
architectural layouts.

4.6. Quantitative Comparison

Several baselines (e.g., HouseDiffusion, HouseGAN++)
miss openings such as windows, leading to incomplete lay-
outs, while others (e.g., Tell2Design, House GAN) lack es-
sential functional components. Hence, these methods are
excluded from quantitative energy evaluation.
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Figure 4. Qualitative comparison of layout generation results. Baseline models (e.g., HouseDiffusion, HouseGAN++) often fail to produce
necessary openings (doors and windows), resulting in functional incomplete layouts and unrealistic energy performance. For fair evalua-
tion, a small number of openings were randomly inserted into their outputs to enable energy assessment. Our GreenFlow generates layouts

with coherent spatial organization and complete openings.

Metrics Analysis. Tab. 3 shows that GreenFlow consis-
tently outperforms all baselines across both spatial and en-
ergy metrics. It achieves the lowest FID and the highest
IoU among all methods, indicating that our generated lay-
outs are both realistic and functional consistent. Under the
graph setting, GreenFlowgeenpp attains the best layout fi-
delity (FID = 13.1) and spatial accuracy (IoU = 0.84), sig-
nificantly surpassing FP-LLaMa (28.2 / 0.12) and House-
Diffusion (33.2 / 0.16). It also achieves the lowest GED
(2.5) and the highest Rationality (61.6%), confirming su-
perior spatial-functional feasibility. For energy efficiency,
models trained without explicit constraints (*) reduce mean
EUI by 2.5% (graph) and 1.9% (edge). When green con-
straints are applied, the improvements grow substantially to
10.4% and 13.1%, respectively, showing that our physically
guided diffusion can effectively balance spatial organiza-
tion with energy objectives. Compared with HouseDiffu-
sion and FP-LLaMa, GreenFlow achieves consistent gains
across all indicators, regardless of input modality. These
results highlight that integrating regulation-compliant data
(GreenPD) with performance-aware generation enables our
model to jointly optimize geometric fidelity, functional fea-
sibility, and physical performance.

Human Expert User Study. We conducted a user study
with 13 experts (4 architects and 9 graduate students) to
evaluate usability, soundness, and efficiency. Usability and
soundness were rated on a 100-point scale, and efficiency
was measured by time saved compared with manual design.

Table 4. Scores Assigned by Human Experts on Design Usability,
Soundness, and Efficiency.

Method Usability T Soundness T Efficiency 1
HouseDiffusion 67.2 76.4 -
Graph2Plan 70.4 719 -
Tell2Design 74.3 72.3 -
FloorplanDiffusion 82.8 75.4 -
GreenFlow (ours) 89.4 90.2 87.0%

As shown in Tab. 4, GreenFlow achieved the highest ratings
(89.4 in usability and 90.2 in soundness) thanks to its built-
in evaluator that removes the need for external simulations.
Manual design took 24.7 minutes on average, while Green-
Flow completed the same task in only 3.2 minutes (1.7 gen-
erations, 61s each), resulting in an 87.0% improvement in
efficiency. These findings show that GreenFlow makes de-
sign work faster, easier, and more reliable.

4.7. Ablation Study

Ablation Settings. We conduct ablation studies to exam-

ine how dataset quality, RL fine-tuning, and input modality

affect layout controllability:

¢ w/o RL & GreenPD (Base): trained only on the RPLAN
dataset [48] without any energy or physical feedback,
serving as a weak baseline for controllability.

* w/o RL: trained on our regulation-compliant GreenPD
dataset using both Graph and Edge inputs, but without
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Figure 5. Energy controllability under different energy targets.
Each model is evaluated at four target EUI levels (110, 120, 130,
140). Models trained on GreenPD (w/o RL and Full Model) are
tested under both Graph and Edge inputs. Deviations at 110 EUI
arise from functional constraints (e.g., kitchens).

Table 5. Pass rate (%) comparison under different input modes
(Graph vs. Edge) across Base, w/o RL, and w/ RL.

Scene Graph Edge

Base w/oRL Full Base w/oRL Full

Fire 4195 38.75 79.38 41.95 84.38 96.25
Area 79.78 89.38 96.25 79.78 90.00 93.12
Connect 73.31 81.57 88.58 73.30 82.50 87.20

PDE-based reinforcement learning. This isolates the ef-
fect of RL optimization and is evaluated under four target
energy levels (110-140 EUI).

¢ Ours (Full): GreenFlow model trained on GreenPD and
fine-tuned with PDE-guided reinforcement learning for
joint optimization of energy and functional feasibility.

Effect of Dataset Quality. Replacing the noisy RPLAN
dataset with our regulation-compliant GreenPD signifi-
cantly improves layout stability, energy alignment, and
spatial-functional feasibility. As shown in Tab. 3 and Fig. 5,
models trained on GreenPD exhibit lower variance and

. Input Input Input
i Energy Ci ion Energy Ci i Energy Ci
Conditions: 105 Conditions:115 Conditions:135

EUl = 108.9kWh/nia: EUI =116.2 kWh/mfa EUI =134.8 kWh/nia

Sl

-------- Adjoining edge
Adjacency edge

— Building Unit wall Room Type living ® Room Type bathroom
— Building Unit window ©® Room Type bedroom Room Type kitchen
~— Building Unit door ~ ® Room Type balcony

Figure 6. Controllability of green-performance attributes. Lay-
outs generated under increasing target energy levels (105-135
EUI) adaptively expand high-energy functional zones (e.g.,
kitchens, bathrooms). At ultra-low targets, conflicts between func-
tionality and energy objectives reveal the model’s adherence to
both energy and functional feasibility.

stronger correspondence to target EUI values compared
with those trained on RPLAN. This demonstrates that con-
sistent, regulation-compliant data are essential for reliable,
controllable layout generation.

Effect of RL Fine-tuning. Comparing the GreenPD-only
variant (w/o RL) with the RL-enhanced model (Full) shows
consistent improvements in pass rate across both input
modes (Tab. 5). Notably, for Fire, the pass rate increases
from 38.75% to 79.38% under the Graph setting and from
84.38% to 96.25% under Edge, corresponding to gains of
40.6 and 11.9 percentage points, respectively. Together
with the tighter EUI control shown in Fig. 5, these results
demonstrate that RL fine-tuning effectively enhances en-
ergy—function coupling and overall design feasibility.

Effect of Input Modality. To examine the influence of in-
put modality, we analyze results under Graph and Edge set-
tings. Both modalities achieve effective control, but show
distinct behaviors: Edge inputs provide more direct con-
trol over total area and better adherence to ultra-low tar-
gets (110 EUI), while Graph inputs offer richer spatial re-
lationships and higher functional realism. As visualized in
Fig. 6, the model adaptively expands or suppresses high-
energy functional zones (e.g., kitchens, bathrooms) as tar-
get EUI increases, maintaining a balance between physical
performance and functional feasibility.

5. Conclusion

We introduced GreenPlanner, a framework for gener-
ating floorplans that are both functionally feasible and
energy-efficient. GreenPlanner achieves this by coupling
a practical design evaluator with reinforcement-guided
generation, unifying generation and feasibility assessment
within a single pipeline, and allowing building regulations
and energy constraints to be incorporated during generation.
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