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Abstract

An image can convey a compelling story by pre-
senting rich, logically connected visual clues.
These connections form Chains-of-Reasoning
(CoRs) within the image, enabling viewers to
infer events, causal relationships, and other in-
formation, thereby understanding the underly-
ing story. In this paper, we focus on these
semantically rich images and define them as
Storytelling Images. Such images have di-
verse applications beyond illustration creation
and cognitive screening, leveraging their abil-
ity to convey multi-layered information visu-
ally and inspire active interpretation. However,
due to their complex semantic nature, Story-
telling Images are inherently challenging to
create, and thus remain relatively scarce. To
address this challenge, we introduce the Story-
telling Image Generation task, which explores
how generative Al models can be leveraged
to create such images. Specifically, we pro-
pose a two-stage pipeline, StorytellingPainter,
which combines the creative reasoning abilities
of Large Language Models (LLMs) with the
visual synthesis capabilities of Text-to-Image
(T2I) models to generate Storytelling Images.
Alongside this pipeline, we develop a dedi-
cated evaluation framework comprising three
main evaluators: a Semantic Complexity Eval-
uator, a KNN-based Diversity Evaluator and
a Story-Image Alignment Evaluator. Given
the critical role of story generation in the Sto-
rytelling Image Generation task and the per-
formance disparity between open-source and
proprietary LLMs, we further explore tailored
training strategies to reduce this gap, resulting
in a series of lightweight yet effective mod-
els named Mini-Storytellers. Experimental
results demonstrate the feasibility and effec-
tiveness of our approaches. The code is avail-
able at https://github.com/xiujiesong/
StorytellingImageGeneration.

*Corresponding authors.

1 Introduction

“A picture is worth a thousand words.”

Is it possible for a single image to tell a logically
coherent and semantically rich story on its own?
The answer is yes, and we define this kind of image
as Storytelling Image in this paper, which typically
conveys a story through rich visual clues and the
logical connections among them.
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In a cozy kitchen, a boy a glrl and their mother are each busy with their own things.
The boy is standing on a wobbly stool, stretching up to reach a cookie jar on a high
shelf. He looks like he might fall at any moment. His little sister stands next to him on
the floor, reaching up to take the cookie he's passing to her. She presses a finger to
her lips and smiles, as if telling him to stay quiet. The two children are full of
excitement, secretly stealing cookies while their mother isn't looking. Their mother is
wearing an apron and washing dishes at the sink. The water is still running, spilling
over the sink and making a puddle on the floor. But the mother is lost in thought and
doesn't notice the mess, or the sneaky game happening just behind her.
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A mon and a woman are stuck in a traffic jam near a stadium. Along the roadside, a
billboard reads “FOOTBALL 2PM,” and just ahead is the stadium where the game is
already happening. They came to watch the match, but the clock on their car's
dashboard shows it's already 2:25 PM. The man sits behind the wheel, holding two
tickets, while the woman sits beside him, frowning and pointing at the clock. She's
upset that they're late and complains to the man, but he just smiles and stays calm.
All around them, cars are stuck and unable to move. A police officer in uniform stands
by the road, trying to manage the traffic. A frustrated driver has gotten out of his
car and is arguing with the officer, asking him to clear the way. But the officer
spreads his hands helplessly, as if to say there's nothing he can do. Nearby, another
man is stretching beside his car to pass the time.

Figure 1: Illustrative cases of Storytelling Images with
rich CoRs. Each case consists of the original image, a
graph formed by the connected CoRs within the im-
age, and a textual description. (a) Cookie Theft, a
widely used image in cognitive and linguistic assess-
ments from Boston Diagnostic Aphasia Examination.
(b) Frustration, a magazine cover illustration by Arthur
Saron Sarnoff.
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The Cookie Theft picture (Figure 1 (a)) from
Boston Diagnostic Aphasia Examination (Good-
glass et al., 2001) is a typical Storytelling Image
with rich semantics. It tells the story of two chil-
dren sneaking cookies from the cupboard while
their mother is doing the dishes. It is precisely
because of the rich semantics of this image that it
has been widely used in picture description tasks to
evaluate human cognitive and language abilities for
more than 50 years. This picture is still widely used,
but is now considered outdated and does not adapt
well across different cultures (Berube et al., 2019;
Steinberg et al., 2022). To address these issues,
it is often modified or replaced to better suit dif-
ferent application scenarios (Hussein et al., 2015;
Dominguez et al., 2006; Oh et al., 2012; Prasad
et al., 2012). In addition to human cognitive as-
sessment, this type of image can also be used to
evaluate the cognitive reasoning abilities of Large
Vision-Language Models (LVLMs) (Song et al.,
2025b). Beyond their evaluative function, these im-
ages often appear as illustrations in magazines and
books, created by accomplished artists. This indi-
cates that they are both rare and in high demand,
and that generating them remains challenging even
for experts. Therefore, exploring how to automati-
cally create such images holds substantial scientific
and practical value.

Storytelling Images convey compelling narra-
tives through rich visual clues that are meaning-
fully and logically interconnected. We define a
sequence that links these visual clues with their cor-
responding inferential conclusions as a Chain-of-
Reasoning (CoR), which enables the image to con-
vey information across multiple semantic dimen-
sions to the viewers. These semantic dimensions
include characters and their relationships, events
and their causal connections, as well as the mental
states of the characters, etc (Cummings, 2019). In
other words, these images are characterized by a
high level of semantic density, which is also what
makes their creation particularly challenging. For
instance, in Figure 1 (b), visual clues such as the
“FOOTBALL 2 PM” sign on the billboard, the sta-
dium, the police officer, the man holding tickets
in the car, the dashboard clock showing 2:25, and
the woman’s facial expression can be logically con-
nected to form a CoR. This CoR enables viewers
to infer that the couple is stuck in traffic and will
likely miss the football game.

Though Image Generation has already become
a well-established and classic problem, there is

currently no work focusing on generating such se-
mantically complex images. The Story Visualiza-
tion task (Li et al., 2019) focuses on generating
a sequence of images to tell a story, but it is still
fundamentally different from generating a single
Storytelling Image, as the latter requires each im-
age to possess a much higher level of semantic
richness. Previous approaches have struggled to
generate such images because the task demands
not only advanced reasoning but also high-quality
image synthesis capabilities, making it particularly
challenging. Thus, motivated by the inherent ap-
peal, wide applicability, and extreme scarcity of
such images, in this paper, we propose the Story-
telling Images Generation task to fill this research
gap.

When humans create such images, the process
typically involves two stages: story design and im-
age rendering. For example, images like Cookie
Theft used for cognitive assessment are typically
drawn by an artist based on the specifications pro-
vided by professionals (Nicholas and Brookshire,
1993). To simulate this process, we propose a two-
stage pipeline, StorytellingPainter, which consists
of a Large Language Model (LLM) as Storyteller
model and a Text-to-Image (T2I) model as Painter
model. To comprehensively evaluate the task and
the pipeline, we also propose an evaluation frame-
work consisting of three main evaluators: (1) a
Semantic Complexity Evaluator for the semantic
complexity of generated stories and images; (2) a
KNN-based Diversity Evaluator for image diver-
sity; and (3) a Story-Image Alignment Evaluator
for the alignment between stories and the final gen-
erated images. Through experiments, we observed
a notable performance gap between smaller open-
source LLMs and proprietary ones. To enhance
the storytelling ability of the open-source models,
we also explore different training strategies to train
Mini-Storyteller models to generate stories with
less computation cost.

To sum up, our contributions are as follows:

* We are the first to formalize the Storytelling
Image Generation task, which focuses on gen-
erating a single image to tell a semantically
rich story with various CoRs.

* We propose StorytellingPainter, a novel
pipeline that achieves state-of-the-art perfor-
mance in generating Storytelling Images. To
evaluate different components of the pipeline,
we also provide an evaluation system with



three main evaluators. We further conduct
comprehensive studies under various configu-
rations.

* We explore different training strategies to en-
hance the storytelling ability of lightweight
open-source LLMs. The resulting Mini-
Storyteller models show substantial improve-
ments in story generation quality.

2 StorytellingPainter Pipeline

In this section, we first introduce the definition of
our proposed Storytelling Image Generation task,
the StorytellingPainter pipeline and its specialized
evaluators. Then, we introduce the experimen-
tal settings and analyze the performance of the
pipeline under different configurations.

2.1 Task Definition

The goal of the Storytelling Image Generation
task is to leverage the creative capabilities of gen-
erative Al to produce diverse semantically rich Sto-
rytelling Images with minimal human effort.

A semantically rich Storytelling Images is de-
fined as one that embeds complex Chains-of-
Reasoning (CoRs) (Song et al., 2025b). These
CoRs logically connect the various visual clues or
premises within the image to build a narrative.

Definition of Chain-of-Reasoning

Let C' = {c1,ca,...,c,} be aset of distinct visual
clues identified within the image. Let K be a con-
clusion, or the inferred proposition, that embodies
the story. The CoR is defined by the logical struc-
ture where the conjunction of these clues implies
the conclusion K:

CoR:=(c1AcaAN---Nep) = K (1)

Here, A denotes logical conjunction, which
means all clues are considered simultaneously, and
— denotes logical implication. This structure as-
serts that the combined presence of all visual clues
{¢;} logically supports the inferred conclusion K.

Definition of Storytelling Image Generation
Task

Given a collection of N instructions I =
{i1,...,in}, where the individual instructions
i; € I are not necessarily distinct (i.e., it is pos-
sible for i; = 4, where j # k), the task is
to first create N stories S = {si,...,sy} and

then generate N corresponding Storytelling Im-
ages, Y ={y1,...,yn}.

Each story s; € S should describe a dramatic,
single-moment scene that can be depicted in one
image, rather than a long story with a time sequence
or character dialogue. It should also be semanti-
cally distinct from all other stories in the set as
much as possible. Each generated image y; € Y is
expected to independently and accurately convey
the story s;.

2.2 StorytellingPainter Pipeline

When creators create such images, they normally
first envision a story and then bring that imagined
scene to life on the canvas with their brush. In-
spired by this process, we propose a two-stage Sto-
rytellingPainter pipeline, as shown in Figure 2. In
the first stage, we leverage the imagination and
reasoning abilities of LLMs to generate a story, re-
ferring to this component as the Storyteller model.
The key difference between this type of story and
typical narratives lies in the temporal structure. The
stories we generate here are anchored in a single
moment in time, meaning each character can per-
form only one action. In contrast, typical stories
unfold over a sequence of events, allowing char-
acters to perform multiple actions in succession.
In the second stage, we leverage the image gener-
ation capabilities of T2I models to create images
that depict the generated stories, referring to this
component as the Painter model.

For the Storyteller model, we explore two differ-
ent prompting modes, as illustrated in Figure 2.

2.2.1 Naive Mode

In Naive Mode, we use a relatively simple prompt
for the Storyteller model. The prompt specifies the
requirements for imagining a story that can be told
from an image and provides the story of the Cookie
Theft as an example and some format instructions.
The format instructions specify our requirements
for the structure of the generated stories. For ex-
ample, we prefer the stories to be concise rather
than lengthy, and they should be imaginative inter-
pretations of a single image rather than traditional
narratives with sequences of events or dialogues.

2.2.2 CoR-Guided Mode

The CoRs that constitute a Storytelling Image often
involve multiple semantic dimensions. By analyz-
ing the Cookie Theft and other Storytelling Images,
we identify seven core dimensions that capture the
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Figure 2: Our proposed StorytellingPainter pipeline and dedicated evaluators.

essence of Storytelling Images. We incorporate
these CoR dimensions as prior knowledge to guide
the Storyteller model in generating more coherent
and semantically rich stories. These seven dimen-
sions are listed as follows.

* [Time]: the specific time when the story takes
place, such as Christmas, Thanksgiving, or
3:00 AM.

* [Location]: the specific setting of the story,
such as a school, a grocery store, or a baseball
field.

* [Character Role]: the roles or occupations
of the characters, such as a police officer, a
teacher, or a firefighter.

¢ [Character Relationship]: the relationships
between characters, such as a mother and son,
or a romantic couple.

* [Event]: the key actions or events that occur
in the story. For example, two boys stealing
cookies from a cupboard.

¢ [Event Causal Relationship]: the causal rela-
tionships between events. For example, a boy
is being scolded by his mother because he is
doodling on the wall.

* [Mental State]: the emotional or psychologi-
cal states of the characters, such as happiness,
anger, or sadness.

Leveraging CogBench'’s rich collection of Sto-
rytelling Images and descriptions, we propose a
Dynamic In-Context Learning (ICL) strategy to en-
hancing diversity. This strategy randomly samples
three descriptions from CogBench as in-context
examples for each prompt to the Storyteller model.

2.3 Evaluators

Based on the objectives of the task introduced in
Section 2.1, we designed a dedicated evaluation
framework for the task and pipeline to comprehen-
sively evaluate the pipeline’s effectiveness. Specifi-
cally, the framework comprises three evaluators: a
Semantic Complexity Evaluator to evaluate the se-
mantic complexity of generated stories and images,
a KNN-based Diversity Evaluator to evaluate the
diversity of stories and a Story-Image Alignment
Evaluator to measure the semantic gap between
stories and images.

2.3.1 Semantic Complexity Evaluator

The Image Semantic Assessment (ISA) task (Song
et al., 2025a) aligns well with the objective of our



task, as it aims to automatically evaluate the story-
telling ability of an image by defining a Semantic
Complexity Score. Therefore, we adopt an ISA
model as a key Evaluator for our pipeline. Specif-
ically, we adopt CoT VLISA (BERT) from the
ISA models as the evaluator to automatically calcu-
late the Semantic Complexity Score. CoT VLISA
(BERT) will first extract features from the image in
text form using GPT-40 (OpenAl, 2023) and then
compute the Semantic Score based on the text fea-
tures with a fine-tuned BERT (Devlin et al., 2019).
The extracted text features include the seven dimen-
sions of visual clues mentioned in the CoR-Guided
Mode in Section 2.2. Based on the calculated Se-
mantic Score, the effectiveness of different prompt-
ing modes, Storyteller models, and Painter models
can be observed by fixing the other two variables.

2.3.2 KNN-based Diversity Evaluator

Inspired by studies on dataset diversity (Stasaski
and Hearst, 2022; Stasaski et al., 2020; Yang et al.,
2025b), we adopt Distance-based Semantic Diver-
sity to measure the diversity of our generated sto-
ries.

To calculate the Diversity Score, we first address
the potential bias introduced by the varying story
lengths produced by different models. To ensure a
fair comparison focused on core narrative compo-
nents, we employ a custom-designed summarizer
(gpt-4.1-mini), which processes each generated
story to extract a relatively standardized, struc-
tured representation comprising four CoR elements:
[Time], [Location], [Character], and [Event]. The
prompt we use is shown in Figure 3.

The extracted information, rather than the full-
length story, is then fed into the text embed-
ding model Qwen3-Embedding-@.6B (Qwen et al.,
2025) to acquire its embedding e. The Diversity
Score is subsequently defined as the average K-
Nearest Neighbors (KNN) cosine distance across
all embeddings. The formula is as follows:

. . 1 1
Diversity Score = w Z % Z (1 —cos(ei, e5)) (2)

i=1 JEKNN(3)

where N is the number of generated stories, K
is the number of nearest neighbors, and e;, e; are
the embeddings of the extracted key elements for
story ¢ and story j, respectively. cos(e;, e;) denotes
their cosine similarity. We set K = 5 in this paper.

You are an information-extraction assistant. From
the provided story, identify and extract only four
key dimensions — Time, Location, Characters, and
Events — and present them exactly as specified.
Return it strictly in the labeled text format shown
below, in English, with no additional commentary or
explanation.

Rules for Time:

- Include only special dates or holidays (e.g.,
Christmas, New Year).

- If none are present, omit the Time line entirely.

Rules for Events:

- Include events that pertain not only to characters
but also to significant environmental or contextual
elements (e.g., weather conditions, signage,
background activities).

- Keep each event concise and factual.

Output format:

Time (optional): <holiday name >

Location: <main location>

Characters: <name> (<role>); <name> (<role>);

Events:
- <sentence about an event, situation, or notable
detail >
- <sentence about an event, situation, or notable
detail >

Figure 3: Prompt for the summarizer in KNN-based
Diversity Evaluator.

2.3.3 Story-Image Alignment Evaluator

Inspired by previous work on Text-Image Align-
ment evaluation(Lin et al., 2024), we employ a
two-stage pipeline to evaluate the alignment be-
tween the generated image and its corresponding
story.

In the first stage, Key Point Extraction, we utilize
an LLM (GPT-4.1) as a structured extractor. This
model parses the generated story to extract informa-
tion across seven predefined dimensions: [Time],
[Location], [Character], [Character Relationship],
[Event], [Event Causal Relationship], and [Mental
State].

In the second stage, Alignment Scoring, we use
an LVLM (GPT-40) as the scorer. This scorer as-
sesses the generated image against the structured
key points extracted in the previous stage. The
evaluation is multi-faceted: the scorer provides a
fine-grained alignment score for each of the seven
dimensions individually, as well as a holistic over-
all score summarizing the total alignment. The
prompt is shown in Figure 4.



You are an expert evaluator for text-image alignment.
Your task is to determine whether a specific key
point from a text description is visually present in
the given image.

You will be given:

1. A key point extracted from a text description

2. An image that was generated based on that text
description

Evaluation Criteria:
- The key point must be clearly visible or reasonably
inferable from the image

Output Format:

Respond with only:

- “YES” — if the key point is visually present in the
image

- “NO” — if the key point is not visually present or
cannot be reasonably inferred

Figure 4: Prompt for the Alignment Scoring stage in
Story-Image Alignment Evaluator.

2.4 Experiments

2.4.1 Experimental Settings

Models We investigate different settings within
the StorytellingPainter pipeline. For the Storyteller
model, we adopt five representative open-source
LLMs with varying parameter sizes: LLaMA-3.2-
1B-Instruct, LLaMA-3.2-3B-Instruct, LLaMA-3.1-
8B-Instruct (Grattafiori et al., 2024), Qwen2.5-
1.5B-Instruct and Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct (Qwen
et al., 2025) and two of the state-of-the-art propri-
etary LLMs GPT-40 and GPT-4.1 (OpenAl, 2023).
For the Painter model, we adopt two representative
T2I models: DALL-E 3 (Betker et al., 2023) and
GPT-image-1 (OpenAl, 2025).

Evaluation Metrics Beyond the three aforemen-
tioned main evaluators, we further assessed our
method based on the following criteria:

* Human Semantic Complexity Score. Al-
though the ISA model is able to automatically
compute the Semantic Complexity Score with
relatively high alignment to human judgments,
it still inevitably contains bias. Thus, to eval-
uate the effectiveness of different methods
more accurately, apart from ISA model, we
also incorporate human evaluation to assess
the semantic complexity of the generated im-
ages. Specifically, we adopt the annotation
criteria established by Song et al. (2025a) to
train our human evaluators and refine the scor-

ing scale from 1 to 5 to include half-point
increments for greater granularity. Each im-
age is independently rated by three evalua-
tors, and the final manual Semantic Score is
obtained by averaging their scores. To mea-
sure the inter-rater reliability, we compute the
Intra-class Correlation Coefficient (ICC) for
our annotations. The model we select is two-
way mixed-effects model. The ICC of our
human evaluation is 0.889, which means there
is a high degree of consistency among our
evaluators.

* Number of Visual Clues. During the fea-
ture extraction stage of CoT VLISA (BERT),
the seven dimensions of visual clues will be
extracted. Thus, we calculate the number of
visual clues based on the features as a refer-
ence.

* Number of Words. Since the generated sto-
ries are intended to be short and suitable for
image generation, rather than long narratives
with temporal progression, we compute the
number of words in each story. In other
words, in many cases, an excessively long
story length may be a signal that the model is
failing to follow the given instructions.

Implementation Details For each Storytelling-
Painter configuration, we generate 30 stories along
with their corresponding images, and compute the
average of their evaluation metrics as the final re-
sult. CogBench contains many Storytelling Images
created by human illustrators, which we adopt as
a reference for human capability. Considering that
some CogBench images are included in the training
data of the ISA model, we identified 48 overlap-
ping images from the ISA test set to serve as our
reference set. For CoR-Guided Mode, we split Cog-
Bench in a 3:2 ratio, with the two parts reserved for
constructing training data and for testing, respec-
tively.

2.4.2 Results

Comparing the effectiveness of different prompt-
ing modes Table 1 presents the performance
across various configurations of the Storytelling-
Painter pipeline. By comparing the Semantic Score
of images generated under two different prompting
modes, we can observe that CoR-Guided Mode sig-
nificantly improves the semantic complexity of gen-
erated stories and corresponding images. Specif-



Mode Model Success Rate (%) # Word # Visual Clue Diversity Semantic Score  Human
Llama-3.2-1B-Instruct + DALL-E 3 100 384.33 7.0 0.382 17.2 -
Llama-3.2-1B-Instruct + GPT-image-1* 100 384.33 6.1 0.382 18.1 -
Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct + DALL-E 3 100 339.87 6.2 0.250 11.8 -
Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct + GPT-image-1* 100 339.87 6.5 0.250 9.95 -
Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct + DALL-E 3 100 351.77 6.7 0.337 13.1 -
Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct + GPT-image-1"* 96.7 351.77 6.38 0.337 13.0 -

Naive Qwen2.5-1.5B-Instruct+DALL-E 3 87 311.33 7.50 0.365 16.7 -
Qwen2.5-1.5B-Instruct+GPT-image-1* 83 311.33 6.56 0.365 20.2 -
Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct+DALL-E 3 100 92.50 7.53 0.272 26.6 -
Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct+GPT-image-1* 100 92.50 7.17 0.272 26.2 -
GPT-40+DALL-E 3 100 144.07 8.37 0.312 34.1 -
GPT-40+GPT-image-1* 100 144.07 7.10 0.312 31.5 -
GPT-4.1+DALL-E 3 100 111.37 8.37 0.262 39.1 -
GPT-4.1+GPT-image-1"* 100 111.37 8.53 0.262 40.7 —
Llama-3.2-1B-Instruct+DALL-E 3 90 459.27 7.33 0.432 28.1 -
Llama-3.2-1B-Instruct + GPT-image-1* 96.7 459.27 7.17 0.432 36.5 38.6
Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct + DALL-E 3 100 389.77 7.40 0.350 31.5 -
Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct + GPT-image-1"* 100 389.77 7.80 0.350 36.3 35.6
Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct + DALL-E 3 100 359.27 7.37 0.374 25.2 -
Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct + GPT-image-1* 100 359.27 7.53 0.374 342 32.1
Qwen2.5-1.5B-Instruct+DALL-E 3 93 443.20 8.04 0.407 29.1 -
Qwen2.5-1.5B-Instruct+GPT-image-1* 100 443.20 8.13 0.407 31.1 29.9

CoR-Guided Qwen2.5—1.5B—Instruct+GPT—image—1T 100 443.20 7.30 0.407 32.8 347
Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct+DALL-E 3 100 165.83 7.83 0.381 34.7 -
Qwen?2.5-7B-Instruct+GPT-image-1* 100 165.83 7.87 0.381 37.2 37.8
Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct+GPT-image-1T 100 165.83 8.07 0.381 38.9 44.6
GPT-40+DALLE 3 100 179.10 8.17 0.393 49.3 -
GPT-40+GPT-image-1™ 100 179.10 9.00 0.393 524 57.6
GPT-40+GPT-image-1" 100 179.10 8.53 0.393 52.1 57.6
GPT-4.14DALL-E 3 100 183.13 8.83 0.367 56.8 -
GPT-4.14+GPT-image-1"* 100 183.13 8.37 0.367 56.7 524
GPT-4.1+GPT-image-1" 100 183.13 8.93 0.367 61.0 62.9
CogBench in ISA test set - 119.90 8.83 0.425 57.6 66.7
CogBench in ISA test set T30 - 135.93 9.13 0.441 59.2 71.8

Table 1: Performance of StorytellingPainter pipeline on the Storytelling Image Generation task. Success Rate refers
to the percentage of images successfully generated by the T2I model based on the story. Numbers of Semantic
Score are presented in % with a full score of 100%. “x” denotes that the quality is configured as “medium” and “1”
denotes that the quality is configured as “auto”. I 30” indicates the selection of the top-30 samples with the highest
human evaluation scores. The highest scores are shown in bold, and the second-highest scores are underlined.

ically, according to the number of visual clues in
Table 1 and Figure 5, we can see that CoR-Guided
Mode indeed improves the number of visual clues
across multiple dimensions compared to the Naive
Mode. In terms of diversity, the CoR-Guided Mode
also achieves significantly higher Diversity Scores
than the Naive Mode, which can be attributed to
our dynamic ICL strategy.

Investigating the performance of different Sto-
ryteller models According to Table 1, when the
prompt mode and Painter model are fixed, the sto-
rytelling ability of Storyteller models can be ob-
served.

GPT-40 and GPT-4.1, used as Storyteller models
in combination with the Painter model GPT-Image-
1, achieve the best performance. By comparing
their Semantic Scores with CogBench, we can see
that they are capable of generating some qualified
Storytelling Images. However, the Semantic Score
gap between images generated by GPT-4 and the
top 30 human-created images in CogBench indi-
cates that the model’s ability still falls significantly
short of top-level human performance.

The performance of smaller open-source mod-
els is significantly worse than GPT-40 and GPT-
4.1. The number of words of stories generated
by Qwen2.5-1.5B-Instruct, Llama-3.2-1B-Instruct
and Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct is obviously larger than
other Storyteller models. This is because they fail
to understand the instructions and generate long
stories with time sequences. Another piece of
evidence is the fact that although Llama-3.2-1B-
Instruct achieves higher Diversity and Semantic
Scores, it’s actually because it plagiarized many
of the examples we provided for ICL. Other larger
open-source models, while capable of understand-
ing our task instructions and occasionally gener-
ating detailed stories, are still not very good at
constructing narratives that are both logically co-
herent and semantically rich. This demonstrates
the highly challenging nature of our task.

Influence of Painter model on the Pipeline In
terms of Painter models, as shown in Table 1,
for the same story, images generated by differ-
ent Painter models yield different Semantic Scores.
GPT-Image-1, a more recent T2I model, demon-
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Figure 5: Distribution of visual clues across the seven di-
mensions in images generated by the StorytellingPainter
pipeline with different Storyteller models. The Painter
model is fixed as GPT-Image-1.

strates better performance than DALL-E 3. When
the “quality” hyperparameter of GPT-Image-1 is
changed from “medium” to “auto”, a significant
improvement in performance can also be observed.

This is attributed to the varying text-alignment
capabilities of the Painter models. Higher-quality
images generated by better Painter models can
more accurately depict events, character emotions,
other visual clues and their inter-connections in the
image, so that ISA model or human can more easily
understand the stories happening in the image. This
conclusion can be validated by Figure 6. We can ob-
serve that GPT-image-1’s Story-Image Alignment
Score is significantly higher than that of DALL-E
3. The performance gap is particularly significant
in the four dimensions of [Character], [Character
Relationship], [Event], and [Event Causal Rela-

tionship]. More specifically, Figure 7 shows that
in (a), GPT-image-1 successfully renders the text
“Strawberries: Buy One Get One Free.” within the
image, whereas DALL-E 3 fails to do so. In (b),
GPT-image-1 also provides a more accurate por-
trayal of the characters’ emotions, capturing the
excitement and nervousness of the children secretly
unwrapping gifts, as well as the father’s sense of
gratification. Thus, we can see that the Storytelling
Image Generation task also places higher demands
on the capabilities of T2I models, in order to meet
the requirement of telling a semantically rich story
using just a single image.

Case analysis Figure 8 shows the stories and cor-
responding images generated by the Storytelling-
Painter pipeline. According to the cases, we can
see that GPT-4o is capable of generating logically
coherent and semantically rich stories and subse-
quently producing corresponding images. For ex-
ample, the story generated by GPT-40 takes place
in a grocery store during a weekend discount day,
where a police officer apprehends a thief attempt-
ing to steal items. The generated image contains
relatively rich visual clues and CoRs. Again, as
shown in the comparison between the image gen-
erated by GPT-40 and the one in Figure 1 (b), we
observe that while these models can produce some
qualified Storytelling Images, they still struggle to
generate semantically richer images comparable to
those created by outstanding human illustrators.
However, for open-source Storyteller models
Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct, Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct and
Qwen2.5-1.5B-Instruct, the stories they generate
are noticeably less engaging and coherent in terms
of both interest and logical consistency. Though
Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct can generate logically coher-
ent stories, the semantic complexity is obviously
lower. For the image generated by Qwen2.5-7B-
Instruct, it merely describes a scene of a family
celebrating Christmas, without presenting rich vi-
sual clues or causal relationships between events.
Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct and Qwen2.5-1.5B-Instruct
exhibit lower performance. The stories generated
by them are usually primarily a stacking of multiple
events. In the two cases, the models failed to fol-
low the instructions properly by generating a long
story with a temporal sequence and even dialogue,
rather than a story that could be depicted within
a single image. Overall, these cases highlight the
critical role of Storytelling models in generating
Storytelling Images, while also revealing their lim-
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Figure 6: Story-image alignment evaluation of Painter models.

Story

(a) A bustling farmer's market is the setting of the scene, with vendors and shoppers \ 19|
filling the colorful stalls. Under a canopy of vibrant fruits and vegetables, a young girl W <
reaches up excitedly towards a display of fresh strawberries, her eyes wide with )—r 7
anticipation. Her grandmother, wearing a sun hat and carrying a wicker basket filled '3
with produce, gently guides her hand, teaching her how to pick the ripest ones. Nearby,
a portly man dressed in a vendor apron smiles warmly at the pair, showcasing today's
special offer on a chalkboard sign reading "Strawberries: Buy One Get One Free."
Around them, other shoppers mill about, savoring the sunny morning with bags full of
fresh goods and homemade treats. This moment captures the intergenerational bond %=
between grandmother and granddaughter, the joy of learning, and the vibrant life at

the farmer's market.

(b) In a cozy, dimly lit living room, a girl in pajamas is sprawled on the floor, surrounded
by sheets of colorful wrapping paper. It's Christmas Eve, as indicated by the twinkling
lights of a Christmas tree in the corner and a "Merry Christmas" banner hanging &
above the fireplace. The girl, around eight years old, is focused intensely on a small
torn edge of a wrapped gift. Her little brother, about five, is kneeling beside her, his
eyes wide with excitement and slight guilt. They have covertly unwrapped a corner of

the present to peek inside without being noticed by their parents.

A fluffy white cat lies lazily nearby, watching the children with mild interest. The
fireplace glows warmly, casting a golden light across the room. Stockings hang from
the mantelpiece, and the quiet of the night suggests the magic of waiting for Santa.
The sense of curiosity and mischief can be felt clearly from the children's gleeful

expressions and the way they are huddled together.

In the background, just visible through a partially open door, stands their father, smiling softly as he watches the
scene unfold unnoticed. He's aware of their secret mission but is letting them enjoy their innocent mischief. There
is love and amusement in his eyes, capturing the warmth and joy of the holiday spirit.

DALL‘E 3

Figure 7: Comparison of generation results for the same story across different Painter models.

1tations.
Method Spearman Pearson
Avg. Distance 0.838 (0.009)  0.851 (0.007)
KNN Distance 0.802 (0.017)  0.842 (0.009)
" Avg. Distance (w/ summarizer)  0.850 (0.007) ~ 0.910 (0.002) ~
KNN Distance (w/ summarizer) 0.958 (0.000) 0.912 (0.002)

Table 2: Validating the effectiveness of Diversity Eval-
uator.

Validating the effectiveness of KNN-based Di-
versity Evaluator To validate the effectiveness
of our Diversity Evaluator, we first constructed a
test set comprising 8 groups of data with varying
levels of repetition, each containing 30 samples,
and obtained human ratings for the diversity of
each group. We then correlate our proposed di-

versity metric scores against these human evalu-
ations, with the results shown in Table 2, which
compares metrics using either KNN or simple Av-
erage (Avg.) distance, applied with or without our
summarizer. According to the result, our proposed
approach, KNN Distance combined with the sum-
marizer, achieves the highest correlation with hu-
man judgments, yielding an exceptional Spearman
coefficient of 0.958 and a strong Pearson coeffi-
cient of 0.912, which significantly outperform the
ablations. Notably, the same KNN metric with-
out the summarizer achieves only 0.802 and 0.842,
highlighting the critical role of the summarizer in
extracting relevant elements. Furthermore, the su-
periority of KNN over Avg. Distance confirms its
effectiveness. These strong correlations validate
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———— ;W A bustling grocery store during a Saturday afternoon forms the backdrop. A middle-aged man in a security guard uniform is sprinting
== ]

towards the entrance, his gaze fixed on a commotion unfolding before him. At the center of the chaos is a young girl, perhaps 10
years old, her hat askew and shopping bag thrown to the floor, scattering apples across the aisle. She is grasping her little brother's

hand tightly; the boy is clutching a teddy bear and looks scared. Ahead of them is a teenage boy holding a box of cookies, who just
slipped them into his backpack. His face shows surprise and determination. The young girl is pointing at him, signaling the theft, while
L the security guard moves swiftly to intercept. Other shoppers are turning their heads, some whispering in disbelief, while an elderly

A young girl stands beside a towering

~ | woman near the check-out counter shakes her head in disapproval. A store sign overhead reads "
adding urgency to the unfolding events as everyone is more alert to the happenings around them. The image captures a moment of
@ surprise, fear, and duty, as the security guard tries to restore order.

wrapped present tightly, her face lit up with joy. Her
wrapping paper and ribbons. Beside him, a partially unwrapped g|f+ lies on a small table. The room is adorned with twinkling
1] lights and ornaments, creating a warm, festive atmosphere. A dog, excited and wagging its tail, jumps up to nudge the girl's
leg, eager to be part of the celebration. The girl's
the girl’s. She places the tray on a coffee table and reaches out to give the girl a gentle hug, her eyes filled with love and
pride. In this moment, the family's bond is palpable, and the air is filled with the anticipation of the holiday season.

Special Discount Day,"

an
4
tree in a cozy living room, her eyes wide with wonder. She holds a

, wearing a Santa_hat, sits on the floor nearby, engrossed in

enters the room, carrying a tray of cookies, her smile matching

@

0X Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct A young girl, dressed in a bright yellow raincoat, is standing at the edge of a small lake, her feet sinking into the soft mud. She is

and soothing.

is neatly combed, ...

engaged in conversation about ...

holding a large, rusty fishing rod, and her eyes are fixed on the water. Her
sitting on a nearby rock, watching her with a gentle smile. He is holding a worn lea?her fishing hat in his hands, and his eyes are
squinting against the sunlight. To the girl's left, a small wooden boat is tied to a dock, its sail fluttering in the breeze. A faded “Catch
and Release” sign hangs from the dock, and a few fishing nets are strewn about the water's edge. The surrounding trees are a vibrant
green, with leaves rustling softly in the wind. The girl is trying to cast her line, but it's not going in smoothly. She's struggling to get
the hook to bite, and her face is scrunched up in concentration. Her grandfather is offering words of encouragement, his voice calm

In the heart of a bustling city park during the golden hour of twilight, a young
intertwined, under the warm glow of the setting sun. The sky is painted with hues of orange, pink, and purple, ...
a tall figure in his early thirties, wears a tailored blue suit that highlights his sharp features and chiseled jawline. His hair
The woman, a vibrant brunette, carries herself with grace, her flowing black dress complementing the
natural beauty of her skin. Her eyes sparkle with love and joy, ..
nestled among towering oak trees. The water sparkles gently, ...
a frisbee across the water, creating a joyful symphony of laughter and shouts. Their parents watch from a distance,

, an elderly man with a bushy white beard, is

o
&
strolls hand-in-hand, their fingers
The man,

Their path leads them to a small, picturesque pond
On the opposite bank, a group of children playfully tosses

Figure 8: Stories and corresponding images generated by the StorytellingPainter pipeline. We fix the Painter model

to GPT-image-1 with quality set to “auto”.

that our metric robustly captures the perceived di-
versity of the generated stories.

Validating the effectiveness of Alignment Eval-
uator To validate our Alignment Evaluator, we
constructed a test set by sampling 209 key points
and manually annotating their ground-truth align-
ment scores. When benchmarked against this
human-annotated set, our evaluator achieved an
overall accuracy of 0.737. This result indicates that
the evaluator possesses a relatively strong ability
to accurately judge whether a given keypoint is
visually represented in the image.

2.4.3 Usage Discussion

In this paper, we use the Evaluators to assess the
effectiveness of the StorytellingPainter pipeline. In
real-world application scenarios, combined with
human supervision, the Evaluators can also serve
as Verifiers to assist in automatically filtering high-

quality stories and images.

3 Mini-Storyteller

In StorytellingPainter pipeline, the Storyteller
model takes the role of the brain to generate en-
gaging stories. While proprietary LLMs demon-
strate superior capabilities in story generation, their
performance still lags significantly behind that of
expert human creators. Furthermore, smaller open-
source models struggle to match the creativity and
reasoning abilities of their proprietary counterparts.

Inspired by Eldan and Li (2023), as storytelling
is mainly about the essential elements of natural
language, such as grammar, vocabulary, facts, and
reasoning, Small Language Models (SLMs) have
the potential to produce fluent and consistent sto-
ries. Thus, in this section, we explore different fine-
tuning strategies tailored to enhance story genera-
tion quality in the open-source models. After fine-



tuning, we get five lightweight Mini-Storyteller
models.

3.1 Method

As shown in Section 2, Qwen2.5-1.5B-Instruct,
Llama-3.2-1B-Instruct and Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct
fail to follow instructions well to generate stories
without a time sequence, and larger open-source
models can follow instructions, but the generated
stories are not appealing enough. Differently, the
two proprietary LLMs demonstrate substantially
stronger story generation capabilities compared to
the open-source models. Additionally, our pro-
posed StorytellingPainter pipeline can naturally
serve as a data generator. Thus, given these ob-
servations and conditions, our main idea is to lever-
age GPT-4.1 as the Storyteller model to produce
high-quality samples, enabling the smaller models
to learn from this more capable teacher through
knowledge distillation. Specifically, we construct
our training data with the pipeline in CoR-Guided
mode and sampling examples from the training
split of CogBench.

In terms of training, we experimented with two
common fine-tuning strategies: Supervised Fine-
Tuning (SFT) and Direct Preference Optimization
(DPO) (Rafailov et al., 2023).

3.1.1 SFT

For SFT, the student model is trained using a stan-
dard Causal Language Modeling objective, where
the goal is to maximize the probability of the target
response.

The SFT loss function is the standard cross-
entropy loss, calculated as the negative log-
likelihood of the target tokens:

£6)= - (@,y) € DY log Po(yile,yr) 3

t=1

where D is our SFT dataset, (x,y) is a prompt-
response pair, 7' is the number of tokens in the
response y, and Py is the probability of the ¢-th
token y, given the prompt x and preceding tokens
Y<t, as predicted by the model with parameters 6.

We directly utilize the high-quality dataset of
instruction-response pairs generated by GPT-4.1
for SFT.

3.1.2 DPO

The loss function used in DPO training is defined
as:

7o (Yw | )
L(m y Tref ) = -E )Yy ~ logo o8 ety | 2)
( [ f) (z,yw,y1) D|: &) <B gﬂ'ref(yw ‘ x)
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Here, mp(y | ) and mp(y; | x) denote the
probabilities assigned by the model (parameterized
by ) to two candidate responses given an input
x, where y,, is the preferred response and y; is
the less preferred one. Similarly, 7ef(y, | ) and
Tret (Y1 | ) represent the probabilities assigned by
a reference policy.

To construct preference pairs for training, we use
the self-generated stories of the student model as
rejected samples and the stronger model’s output
as preferred, encouraging the student to align with
generations of higher quality. Besides, for Llama-
3.1-8B-Instruct, and Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct, we also
tried to utilize outputs from their corresponding
smaller-scale models as rejected samples. That
is, the rejected samples for Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct
are drawn from both its own outputs and those
of Qwen2.5-1.5B-Instruct and those for Llama-
3.1-8B-Instruct are from its own outputs those of
Llama-3.2-1B-Instruct. We name this strategy as
DPO-Mix. For each preference pair, the chosen
and rejected samples are generated using the same
prompt to ensure direct comparability.

3.2 Implementation Details

During dataset construction, we create 2,000 train-
ing samples generated by GPT-4.1 for SFT and
DPO. Additionally, we construct a 4,000-sample
training set for both Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct and
Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct. For each of these models,
the set consists of 2,000 samples from their respec-
tive smaller-scale models, Llama-3.2-1B-Instruct
and Qwen2.5-1.5B-Instruct, and another 2,000
samples generated by the model itself. We train
our models using LLaMA-Factory' on Tesla V100
GPUs. Each model is trained with LoRA (Hu et al.,
2022) for one epoch using a learning rate selected
from {1le-4, 1e-5}, and a total train batch size of
16. We apply a cosine learning rate scheduler with
a warmup ratio of 0.1. During the training process,
we set aside 10% of the training data for validation.

3.3 Results

Table 3 shows the results of our Mini-Storyteller
models. We observe a significant improvement

"https://1lamafactory.readthedocs.io/
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Model Success Rate (%) # Word # Visual Clue Diversity Semantic Score Human
Llama-3.2-1B-Instruct 96.7 459.27 7.33 0.432 36.5 38.6
Mini-Storyteller-LLaMA-3.2-1B-SFT 100 172.13 8.7 0.344 57.2 454
Mini-Storyteller-LLaMA-3.2-1B-DPO 96.7 79.97 7.10 0.381 47.8 37.2

" Llama-32-3B-Instruct” ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 7 7 T 100~~~ 38977~ T 780 ~ ~ T 0350 ~ T 363~ 356
Mini-Storyteller-LLaMA-3.2-3B-SFT 100 176.13 8.63 0.338 57.0 54.6
Mini-Storyteller-LLaMA-3.2-3B-DPO 100 84.97 7.63 0.339 50.1 42.8

" Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 7 T 100 ~ ~ © 35927 T T 753 T T 0374 T 3427 T 7 7321
Mini-Storyteller-LLaMA-3.1-8B-SFT 100 172.07 9.0 0.330 58.7 61.1
Mini-Storyteller-LLaMA-3.1-8B-DPO 100 323.90 7.4 0.412 40.7 414
Mini-Storyteller-LLaMA-3.1-8B-DPO-Mix 100 155.73 9.83 0.318 68.9 589

" Qwen2.5-15B-Instruct T T 7 T 100 ~ T 44320 ~ T 813 T T T 0407 T T 311 T T 299 °
Mini-Storyteller-Qwen2.5-1.5B-SFT 100 151.83 8.4 0.309 48.4 433
Mini-Storyteller-Qwen2.5-1.5B-DPO 100 201.17 7.83 0418 404 38.6

" Qwen2.57B-Instruct ~ T T 7 7 T 100 ~ © T 16583 7 T T 787 T 0381 T 372 T T 7378
Mini-Storyteller-Qwen2.5-7B-SFT 100 159.60 9.0 0.319 57.7 55.8
Mini-Storyteller-Qwen2.5-7B-DPO 100 221.43 7.73 0.394 46.3 424
Mini-Storyteller-Qwen2.5-7B-DPO-Mix 100 153.63 8.47 0.390 49.5 47.1

Table 3: Performance of Mini-Storyteller models. The T2I model is GPT-image-1 with quality set to “medium”.
The highest scores are shown in bold, and the second-highest scores are underlined.

in semantic complexity after training. Generally
speaking, the increased Semantic Scores indicate
that both SFT and DPO can enhance the Story-
teller models’ ability to generate semantically rich
stories. Furthermore, the word count for Llama-3.2-
1B-Instruct, Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct and Qwen2.5-
1.5B-Instruct decreased significantly. This indi-
cates that the two models successfully followed
the instructions to generate the required concise
stories, rather than long narratives driven by time
sequences. Specifically, in terms of Semantic Com-
plexity, SFT is more effective than DPO. For ex-
ample, through SFT, Mini-Storyteller-LLaMA-3.1-
8B-SFT reaches a performance level comparable to
GPT-4 and improves upon Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct
by 24.4 and 29 points on automated and human Se-
mantic Scores, respectively and achieves the best
performance. Note that though SFT shows better
performance on improving the Semantic Complex-
ity, it is more likely to impair the diversity of the
model’s output. DPO, on the other hand, has a
relatively small impact on diversity.

For Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct and Qwen2.5-7B-
Instruct, DPO-Mix shows better performance.
While DPO successfully trained the small mod-
els (Llama-3.2-1B-Instruct, Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct
and Qwen2.5-1.5B-Instruct) to generate the desired
short stories, it was less effective on the larger mod-
els. Vanilla DPO failed to reduce the word count for
Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct and Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct,
and even increased it for the latter. This is be-
cause it disrupts the their original understanding of
the task instructions, causing it instead to generate
lengthy, time-sequence-driven stories. DPO-Mix
can effectively address this issue by introducing
such rejected samples from smaller-scale models
and further improves the Semantic Scores.

3.4 Case Analysis

Figure 9 illustrates four cases generated by four
different Mini-Storytellers. We can see that
Mini-Storyteller-LLaMA-3.2-1B-SFT and Mini-
Storyteller-LLaMA-3.2-3B-DPO can successfully
generate concise and compelling stories without
time sequence and dialogue after training. The
images generated by Mini-Storytellers clearly con-
tains more visual clues to form CoRs. For instance,
the “Today: Free Cupcakes for the School Science
Fair” in the image generated by Mini-Storyteller-
LLaMA-3.1-8B-SFT sets the context for the main
event and echoes the actions of the students outside
the window and the staff inside. In the image gen-
erated by Mini-Storyteller-LLaMA-3.2-3B-DPO,
the baseball in the little girl’s hand and the children
playing baseball in the background both suggest
the reason why she fell. For the image generated by
Mini-Storyteller-Qwen2.5-7B-DPO-Mix, the sleep
mask on the man’s head suggests that it is already
bedtime, and that he is either preparing to sleep
or has just been woken up by the boy. The sto-
ries in the images also contain various semantic
dimensions, including [Time], [Location], [Char-
acter], [Character Role], [Event], [Event Casual
Relationship], and [Mental State].

4 Related Work

Our Storytelling Image Generation task is closely
related to the tasks of Storytelling and Story Visu-
alization.

4.1 Story Generation

Story generation or storytelling is a classic text
generation task that has been studied for years.
Fan et al. (2018) showed that hierarchical mod-
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Mini-Storyteller-LLaMA-3.2-1B-SFT
In a bustling grocery store, a young boy wearing
a shopping cart is standing frozen in the middle

of the aisle, his eyes wide with surprise. At his
feet, a colorful candy wrapper has rolled off the

cart and onto the floor. On the ground, a small
dog is licking up the wrapper, tail wagging
excitedly. Behind the boy, a store employee—

—stands with a worried expression, holding
a shopping basket and looking toward the boy.
| The mother’s gaze is fixed on the boy’s startled
face, while the dog’s ears are still up, as if
ready to chase the next treat. In the
background, a few other shoppers pause mid-step,
glancing at the scene. The image captures the
boy’s moment of shock, the mother’s anxiety, and
the playful dog’s joyful mischief.

Mini-Storyteller-LLaMA-3.2-3B-DPO

A girl is falling off a bike by a baseball field.
There are boys on the field. The girl has a bike
helmet and her mouth is open in surprise. She
has a torn knee in her leg. She is on the ground.
She is crying, and there is a boy throwing a ball
and a boy catching it. The girl’s leg is bleeding,
indicating the girl fell. A ball in her hand shows
that the fall was caused by the girl losing her
" grip on the ball. The girl is upset because she
was distracted from playing the game.

| character |

| event | event causal relationship | mental state |

5 Mini-Storyteller-LLaMA-3.1-8B-SFT

In a small-town bakery, a teenage girl wearing a white apron stands behind

the counter, her face flushed with surprise and embarrassment. She is

“& holding a tray of freshly baked cupcakes, but one has toppled over onfo the
floor, icing smearing across the tile. A little boy, probably

. stands beside her, wide-eyed and guilty, clutching a handful of
flour. Behind the counter, a sign reads "Today: Free Cupcakes for the
School Science Fair.” Through the large bakery window, a group of students
in_lab coats are gathered, eagerly waiting for their treats.

. a middle-aged woman with flour on her hands, is peeking in from
the back kitchen, looking amused and proud. The scene is filled with the
" smell of sweet bread, and the girl’s brother is clearly the culprit, having
1 sneaked into the Kitchen to play with the flour and accidentally knocked

the tray. The girl’s embarrassment is clear, but her mother’s warm smile
and the students’ anticipation create a sense of warmth and shared humor.

Mini-Storyteller-Qwen2.5-7B-DPO-Mix
In a cozy living room, a grandfather clock ticks loudly, marking the hour of
. A young boy is sprawled on the floor, surrounded by scattered
Legos and a partially completed tower. His face is illuminated by the soft
glow of a tablet, which he clutches tightly. stands over him,
hands on hips, wearing a sleep mask and a slightly exasperated expression.
A small, framed photograph of the boy and lies askew on the
coffee table, its frame cracked. In the background, a bookshelf holds a
collection of adventure novels, and a lamp casts a warm, amber light. The
father’s gaze is directed at the boy, who is clearly engrossed in a game,
oblivious to his father's disapproval. The photograph hints at the missing
mother, and the father’s posture suggests a long-standing struggle to
maintain discipline.

Figure 9: Stories and corresponding images generated by the StorytellingPainter pipeline using Mini-Storyteller as
the Storyteller model and GPT-image-1 (auto) as the Painter model.

els, self-attention, and model fusion improve story
fluency, topicality, and quality. TinyStories (El-
dan and Li, 2023) is proposed to train and evaluate
SLMs and demonstrates that SLMs can generate
fluent, coherent, and grammatically correct multi-
paragraph stories with basic reasoning abilities.
STORYTELLER (Li et al., 2025) improves the
coherence and engagement of automatically gener-
ated stories by enhancing plot planning. This task
is applicable in many real-world scenarios. Story-
Driven (Belz et al., 2024) introduces an interactive,
context-aware storytelling system that dynamically
adapts narratives in real-time based on environ-
mental and user context during in-car experiences.
HoLLMwood (Chen et al., 2024) leverages the cre-
ativity of LLMs for screenwriting. IBSEN (Han
et al., 2024) is proposed to generate drama scripts
with multi-agent technology. Visual Storytelling
task (Huang et al., 2016) aims at generating a rea-
sonable and coherent paragraph-level story with the
image stream as input. StoryLLaVA (Yang et al.,
2025a) generates coherent narratives from sequen-
tial images by optimizing story data and employing
a multi-phase training strategy. Unlike previous
studies, our work on storytelling places greater em-
phasis on imagining a semantically rich and log-
ically coherent story that takes place in a single
moment and can be captured in a single image.

4.2 Story Visualization

Story Visualization (Li et al., 2019) is the task
of generating a coherent and aligned sequence of
images given a sequence of textual captions rep-
resenting a description of a story. A number of

prior works (Maharana et al., 2021; Maharana and
Bansal, 2021; Maharana et al., 2022) have inves-
tigated different methods for addressing this task.
Storylmager (Tao et al., 2024) introduces a uni-
fied, context-aware framework that inherits the sto-
ryboard generative ability of a large pre-trained
T2I model, supporting story visualization and com-
pletion. StoryGPT-V (Shen and Elhoseiny, 2025)
leverages the merits of the latent diffusion and
LLM to produce images with consistent and high-
quality characters grounded on given story descrip-
tions. SEED-Story (Yang et al., 2024) leverages
Multimodal Large Language Models to produce
extended multimodal stories conditioned on user-
provided visual and textual inputs. Roemmele et al.
(2025) generate illustrations for stories by prompt-
ing LLMs to produce detailed scene descriptions,
which are then used to guide T2I models. Their
goal is to generate auxiliary illustrations for exist-
ing stories, rather than creating images that can in-
dependently tell semantically rich stories. Different
from the Story Visualization task, our Storytelling
Image Generation task aims to generate a single
semantically rich image that tells a story, instead
of a sequence of simpler images, which indicates
that the images we expect exhibit higher semantic
density. Moreover, in our proposed pipeline, the
story is the output of the task rather than the input.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a novel Storytelling Im-
age Generation task that aims to generate semanti-
cally rich images capable of telling coherent stories.
To this end, we present StorytellingPainter, a two-



stage pipeline that combines the creativity of LLMs
with the visual synthesis power of T2I models. In
order to comprehensively evaluate the pipeline, we
also propose a evaluation framework consists of
three evaluators. To improve the storytelling capa-
bilities of smaller open-source LLMs and narrow
their performance gap with proprietary LLMs, we
leverage this pipeline to generate training data and
fine-tune the models using SFT and DPO for distil-
lation, resulting in the Mini-Storyteller models.

The Storytelling Image Generation task holds
great potential for a wide range of applications, in-
cluding cognitive assessment of both humans and
models, book illustration, and enhancing the ability
of multimodal models to understand and generate
semantically complex images, etc. Also, itis a chal-
lenging task needs to be further developed. Though
state-of-the-art LLMSs can generate stories with rich
semantics, there is still a gap compared to the se-
mantic richness of high-quality human-created im-
ages. Additionally, the innovative capabilities of
current LLMs are also limited, and how to enhance
the diversity of model-generated stories warrants
further exploration. Besides LLMs, this task also
places higher demands on the text-image alignment
capability of T2I models, due to the requirement
of conveying rich semantics accurately in a single
image.
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