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Abstract

Text-Aware Image Restoration (TAIR) aims to recover high-
quality images from low-quality inputs containing degraded
textual content. While diffusion models provide strong gen-
erative priors for general image restoration, they often pro-
duce text hallucinations in text-centric tasks due to the ab-
sence of explicit linguistic knowledge. To address this, we
propose UniT, a unified text restoration framework that in-
tegrates a Diffusion Transformer (DiT), a Vision-Language
Model (VLM), and a Text Spotting Module (TSM) in an it-
erative fashion for high-fidelity text restoration. In UniT,
the VLM extracts textual content from degraded images
to provide explicit textual guidance. Simultaneously, the
TSM, trained on diffusion features, generates intermedi-
ate OCR predictions at each denoising step, enabling the
VLM to iteratively refine its guidance during the denoising
process. Finally, the DiT backbone, leveraging its strong
representational power, exploit these cues to recover fine-
grained textual content while effectively suppressing text
hallucinations. Experiments on the SA-Text and Real-Text
benchmarks demonstrate that UniT faithfully reconstructs
degraded text, substantially reduces hallucinations, and
achieves state-of-the-art end-to-end F1-score performance
in TAIR task.

1. Introduction

Image restoration [9, 16, 32, 33, 61, 68, 74] is a fun-
damental task in computer vision that aims to recover a
high-quality (HQ) image from a low-quality (LQ) input.
An important subtask is Text-Aware Image Restoration
(TAIR) [34, 43, 45, 56, 72], in which the LQ image con-
tains degraded textual content, such as street signs, build-
ing logos, banners, and documents. Unlike general image
restoration, where minor inaccuracies in texture and pat-
tern recovery may be acceptable, even slight distortions in
restored texts can hinder readability or alter the intended
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Figure 1. UniT framework. UniT consists of three components:
a vision-language model (VLM), a text spotting module (TSM),
and a diffusion transformer (DiT), each responsible for a distinct
role in the text-aware image restoration task. The incorrect OCR
prediction from TSM and the corrected results from the VLM are
highlighted in red and blue, respectively (best viewed with zoom).

meaning. This makes TAIR a crucial task for real-world
applications such as autonomous driving [17, 58], AR/VR
navigation [31, 57], and image enhancement [19, 20].

Leveraging the powerful generative priors of diffusion
models [23, 46, 47, 52] has proven highly effective for var-
ious image restoration tasks [9, 16, 32, 33, 61, 68, 74]. Al-
though these models can partially recover degraded textual
content, a major challenge arises when they are applied to
text-centric restoration. In such cases, diffusion models of-
ten produce text hallucinations, generating incorrect noisy
symbols rather than accurately recovering the original text
content (Fig. 6). This limitation stems from the fact that
diffusion models operate solely on visual priors, lacking
explicit linguistic knowledge or character-level semantics.
Without such priors, the model tends to generate strokes that
appear plausible but do not correspond to valid text [43].
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To address this issue, recent TAIR approaches introduce
auxiliary text supervision to compensate for the diffusion
model’s lack of linguistic cues. They incorporate text pri-
ors [40, 41], multimodal cues [56, 79], recognition-based
constraints [7, 55], or glyph-structure guidance [24, 39] to
guide the text restoration process. Despite their effective-
ness, these methods rely on complex multi-module architec-
tures, require careful balancing of multiple objectives, and
remain fundamentally constrained by the limited linguistic
capacity of diffusion and OCR modules.

On one hand, Vision-Language Models (VLMs) [2, 12,
35, 38] offer a powerful means of extracting textual in-
formation from LQ images by leveraging their rich visual
and linguistic knowledge. In the context of text restoration,
VLMs can reason over degraded text using both visual and
linguistic priors, enabling them to provide explicit textual
guidance for the restoration process. This makes them a
promising alternative to prior complex multi-module text-
guided pipelines. However, when the degraded text is se-
mantically unrelated to the scene context or when visual
cues are insufficient to exploit VLM priors, the VLM’s text
predictions may become unreliable. To address this limita-
tion, we incorporate a Text Spotting Module (TSM) into our
restoration framework [43] and train it on diffusion features
to generate OCR predictions at each denoising timestep.
This design enables the VLM to leverage these intermedi-
ate OCR predictions to iteratively refine its initial guidance,
correcting potential errors and improving the accuracy of
the textual information supplied to the restoration model.
The combined use of the VLM and TSM provides robust
and faithful textual guidance, even under severe degrada-
tion conditions.

Lastly, even with accurate textual guidance, diffusion-
based architectures may not fully exploit these cues to per-
form text restoration. Our experiments indicate that prior
UNet-based models possess limited capacity for precise text
restoration, whereas state-of-the-art diffusion transformers
(DiTs) [8, 16, 18, 29, 46] achieve high-fidelity recovery
of intricate, high-resolution text structures through their
full attention mechanisms. These characteristics render
DiTs particularly well-suited to handle complex text re-
gions, highlighting their potential to deliver more accurate
and consistent text image restoration compared to earlier
UNet-based approaches (Fig. 2).

To this end, we present UniT (Unified Diffusion-
Transformer), a unified text-aware image restoration frame-
work that combines a VLM [2, 35], TSM [78], and DiT [16,
18] in an iterative fashion for high-fidelity, text-aware image
restoration (Fig. 1). In UniT, each component serves a com-
plementary purpose: the VLM extracts textual content from
degraded images to provide initial text guidance, the TSM
generates intermediate OCR predictions at each denoising
step to enable the VLM to iteratively correct potential er-

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 2. Text restoration with ground-truth (GT) guidance.
(a) LQ input, (b) TeReDiff [43], (c) DiT4SR [16], and (d) UniT
(Ours). Despite being provided with the GT text prompt “The
Invisible Man H. G. Wells”, the UNet-based model (b) fails to
correctly reconstruct the textual content. In contrast, the DiT-
based models (c) and (d) more effectively utilize the explicit text
guidance, with our method (d) producing the most accurate text
restoration.

rors, and the DiT backbone leverages its representational
power to recover fine-grained text details while suppressing
text hallucinations. Experiments on the SA-Text and Real-
Text benchmarks [43] demonstrate that UniT faithfully re-
constructs degraded text, substantially reduces text halluci-
nations, and achieves state-of-the-art end-to-end (E2E) F1-
score performance in text-aware image restoration.

2. Related Work
Diffusion models for image restoration. Recent ad-
vances in high-quality image synthesis using diffusion mod-
els [47, 49, 52] have motivated their adoption in image
restoration [1, 9, 16, 33, 42, 53, 54, 68]. Compared to GAN-
based approaches [6, 64, 65, 75], which often suffer from
unstable training and mode collapse, diffusion models pro-
vide stable optimization, robustness, and strong generaliza-
tion through their iterative denoising mechanism. Recently,
DiTs [18, 46] have emerged as effective alternatives to UNet
backbones, with their attention mechanism enabling global
receptive fields, scalable computation, and stronger fea-
ture representations, yielding superior performance in vi-
sion tasks [1, 8, 10, 16, 18, 29, 46]. This work also builds
upon a DiT-based diffusion model [16] to leverage its rich
generative priors and strong representations, often guided
by explicit textual cues, for effective restoration.

Text-aware image restoration. Text-aware image
restoration (TAIR) aims to recover all degraded textual con-
tent contained in full scene low-quality images. A related
subtask, Scene Text Image Super-Resolution (STISR), also
restores degraded text but operates on word-level cropped
images which contain only one line of texts. Early STISR
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Model Incorrect (%) Partial (%) Exact (%) Partial+Exact (%)

LLaVA (7B) 65.70 12.10 22.20 34.30
LLaVA (13B) 67.10 11.70 21.20 32.90

Qwen2.5-VL (3B) 65.50 10.20 24.30 34.50
Qwen2.5-VL (7B) 60.80 12.40 26.80 39.20
Qwen2.5-VL (32B) 62.90 11.40 25.70 37.10
Qwen2.5-VL (72B) 61.80 11.38 26.82 38.20

Table 1. Text extraction performance of VLMs from LQ im-
age. We evaluate LLaVA1.5 [35] and Qwen2.5-VL [2] of varying
sizes on SA-Text (lv3) [43], which represents the most challeng-
ing degradation setting where texts are hardly visible. Outputs are
classified as Incorrect, Partially correct, or Exactly correct. No-
tably, Qwen2.5-VL 7B achieves the best performance despite its
smaller size.

methods used CNN- [15] and GAN-based approaches
with text-aware losses [30, 62, 69], followed by residual-
block architectures [44], high-frequency enhancement
techniques [63], and transformer-based methods leveraging
text priors [40, 41], multimodal cues [79], or position- and
content-aware losses [7]. Diffusion-based STISR frame-
works have also been proposed [34, 45, 56, 72]. In contrast,
TAIR focuses on full-scene images, where text exhibits
variations in scale, orientation, and font, necessitating
joint reasoning over local character patterns and global
scene context. Prior methods have addressed this challenge
by incorporating segmentation maps [24, 39], multi-task
learning frameworks [24, 43], and text-aware learning via
a text spotting module [43]. Given that this setting more
accurately reflects real-world scenarios, we adopt the TAIR
formulation.

VLMs for image restoration. Image restoration [3, 11,
13, 21, 50, 59] is an inherently ill-posed problem, where
a single degraded observation may admit numerous plausi-
ble underlying clean images due to the loss, corruption, or
ambiguity of essential visual cues. This lack of sufficient
constraints prevents the formulation of a unique and well-
defined solution, making the recovery of the original con-
tent fundamentally ambiguous. To address this challenge,
prior diffusion-based restoration models [1, 9, 16, 68, 73]
employ a captioner to provide general scene context as tex-
tual guidance during the diffusion process. For example,
SeeSR [68] trains a degradation-aware prompt extractor
to obtain robust scene-context information, while FaithD-
iff [9], SUPIR [73], DreamClear [1], and DiT4SR [16]
utilize an external visual language model [35] to supply
semantic guidance, thereby improving restoration perfor-
mance. Despite not being trained on degraded images, vi-
sual language models possess rich visual and linguistic pri-
ors that enable them to generate reliable scene-context cap-
tions for low-quality inputs. Motivated by these observa-
tions, our approach leverages the rich priors of VLMs [2,
35] to extract degraded textual content and provide explicit
textual guidance for effective text-aware image restoration.

Dataset Model E2E(None) F1 (↑) E2E(Full) F1 (↑)

SA-Text (lv1) TeReDiff [43] 34.71 44.87
DiT4SR [16] 43.20 54.45

SA-Text (lv2) TeReDiff [43] 33.31 43.4
DiT4SR [16] 39.33 51.36

SA-Text (lv3) TeReDiff [43] 27.91 37.76
DiT4SR [16] 30.87 41.88

RealText TeReDiff [43] 54.06 60.74
DiT4SR [16] 58.94 66.35

Table 2. Text restoration with ground-truth (GT) guidance.
We compare the ability of two representative diffusion backbones,
the UNet-based TeReDiff [43] and the DiT-based DiT4SR [16], to
leverage explicit GT textual prompts for text restoration. GT text is
provided as guidance, and the restored outputs are assessed using
a text spotting model to quantify how effectively each architecture
exploits textual cues for high-fidelity text restoration.

3. Motivation and Overview
Restoring textual content from LQ images is a challenging
task due to severe degradation and weak visual cues. We
find that VLMs, equipped with rich visual-linguistic pri-
ors, can effectively extract degraded text from LQ images
and provide explicit textual guidance for text restoration
(Sec. 3.1).

However, their predictions may become unreliable when
the degraded text is semantically unrelated to the scene or
when visual and linguistic cues are insufficient. To ad-
dress this limitation, we train a text spotting module (TSM)
within the diffusion restoration framework to generate inter-
mediate OCR outputs at each denoising timestep, enabling
VLM self-correction and thereby providing more accurate
textual guidance. The complementary use of our VLM and
TSM demonstrates that OCR outputs from the TSM can
effectively facilitate VLM self-correction, yielding more
faithful textual guidance (Sec. 3.2).

We further examine the capacity of diffusion backbone
architectures to fully exploit textual cues for high-fidelity
text reconstruction by providing ground-truth (GT) textual
guidance to representative UNet [43] and DiT [16] based
restoration models. Our results indicate that DiT-based ar-
chitectures achieve superior text restoration compared to
UNet-based models, highlighting the critical role of back-
bone selection in leveraging textual guidance (Sec. 3.3).

3.1. VLMs for Text Extraction
We employ VLMs to extract textual information from LQ
images, enabling them to serve as explicit textual guidance
for the restoration model. To identify the most suitable
VLM for this task, we evaluate two representative architec-
tures, LLaVA1.5 [35] and Qwen2.5-VL [2], across multiple
model scales, comparing their ability to recover degraded
text on the SA-Text (lv3) dataset [43], which comprises
1,000 images subjected to severe level-3 degradation. Both
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Figure 3. Distinct strengths of VLM and TSM. (a) The VLM [2]
demonstrates superior performance on heavily degraded complex
words (e.g., HOLLYWOOD, NORWEGIAN ESCAPE) by ex-
ploiting visual-linguistic priors to infer plausible full-word predic-
tions that the TSM fails to recover. (b) The TSM achieves higher
accuracy on simpler, character-level text (e.g., 211, 1912), produc-
ing stable symbol-level predictions when local glyph structures re-
main partially visible.

models are queried using the instruction “OCR this image
and transcribe only the English text,” and their outputs are
evaluated against ground-truth annotations, with results cat-
egorized as Incorrect, Partially Correct, or Exactly Correct.
The findings, summarized in Tab. 1, indicate that increased
model size does not necessarily correlate with improved ex-
traction performance. Notably, Qwen2.5-VL consistently
outperforms LLaVA, with its 7B variant achieving higher
text extraction accuracy than even the 72B model. Fig. 3
presents several examples illustrating the LQ text extraction
capabilities of Qwen2.5-VL 7B, demonstrating its ability
to provide robust textual guidance that facilitates effective
text restoration. Based on these empirical results, we adopt
Qwen2.5-VL 7B as the VLM component in our framework.
Additional details regarding the classification methodology,
LQ extraction results for different query instructions, and
visualizations of level-3 degradations in SA-Text [43] are
provided in the supplementary material.

3.2. Learning a Text Spotting Module
While VLMs provide rich visual-linguistic priors and can
effectively extract textual content from LQ images, their
predictions may become unreliable in scenarios where the
degraded text is semantically unrelated to the scene con-
text or where visual cues are insufficient to leverage their
priors. To address this limitation, we enable VLMs to self-
correct initial incorrect predictions using intermediate de-
noising steps of the diffusion model. Specifically, we train
a TSM within the diffusion-based restoration framework to
generate intermediate OCR predictions at each denoising

LQ

VLM
(a)

TSM
(b)

(c)
TSM VLM

“104”

“210”

“211”

(a)

(b) (c)

GT

Figure 4. Complementary usage of VLM and TSM for effective
text restoration. Text restoration using (a) only the VLM (text
prediction: 104) fails because it misinterprets simpler, partially
visible characters despite its strength in inferring complex words.
(b) The TSM (text prediction: 210) yields partial improvement but
still shows errors. (c) Joint usage of both TSM and VLM enables
VLM self-correction (text prediction: 211), resulting in faithful
textual guidance for accurate text restoration.

timestep. These intermediate predictions allow the VLM to
iteratively refine its text guidance in conjunction with the
LQ image, progressively improving the accuracy of textual
cues provided to the restoration model throughout the de-
noising process. We observe that this is possible as the
VLM and TSM have distinct strengths for LQ text extrac-
tion: the VLM can leverage its rich priors to predict com-
plex degraded texts, while the TSM can accurately extract
highly localized simple characters and numerical text (see
Fig. 3). By jointly using both VLM and TSM, we ex-
ploit their complementary strengths, leveraging intermedi-
ate OCR predictions from the TSM to stimulate VLM self-
correction and provide faithful textual guidance, thereby
achieving accurate text restoration, as shown in Fig. 4 and
Tab. 5.

3.3. DiT Backbone for Text Restoration
Even with accurate textual cues, diffusion-based architec-
tures may not fully leverage or comprehend these signals
to enhance text restoration. Therefore, we investigate the
capacity of different diffusion backbone architectures to
effectively exploit textual guidance for text-aware image
restoration. We evaluate representative models from both
UNet- and DiT-based diffusion restoration frameworks. For
the UNet-based representative, we employ TeReDiff [43],
which outperforms previous UNet-based diffusion models
on text-aware image restoration. For the DiT-based diffu-
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Figure 5. UniT framework overview. (a) Detailed architecture of the DiT-based image restoration model integrated with the TSM [78]. (b)
The TSM is trained on the diffusion features extracted from the DiT backbone. (c) During inference, the VLM [2] utilizes the intermediate
OCR predictions from the TSM to refine its initial text guidance, thereby improving text restoration fidelity.

sion backbone, we adopt DiT4SR [16], currently the best-
performing DiT-based model for image restoration, at the
time of writing. We assess the two architectures’ ability to
utilize textual cues by providing ground-truth texts of LQ
images to both models for reconstructing degraded textual
content. As shown in Fig. 2 and Tab. 2, although DiT4SR is
not trained on additional text-centric restoration datasets, its
ability to leverage explicit textual guidance surpasses that
of the prior UNet based state-of-the-art model TeReDiff on
the SA-Text and Real-Text benchmarks [43], highlighting
the importance of the diffusion backbone in effectively uti-
lizing textual cues for faithful text restoration.

4. Unified Diffusion Transformer Framework

Fig. 5 presents an overview of the proposed UniT frame-
work, which comprises three primary components: a VLM,
a TSM, and a DiT backbone for high-fidelity text restora-
tion. Each module serves a distinct yet complementary role.
The VLM extracts textual content from degraded images to
provide initial guidance, the TSM generates intermediate
OCR predictions at each denoising step to enable iterative
VLM self-correction, and the DiT backbone leverages its
strong representational power to recover fine-grained text
details while suppressing hallucinations.

We begin by presenting the formulation of the diffusion-
based denoising objective for text restoration in Subsec-
tion 4.1, then detail the training objective in Subsection 4.2,
and finally describe the inference pipeline in Subsection 4.4.

4.1. Task Formulation

Given a low-quality (LQ) image xLQ, our objective is to
restore a high-quality (HQ) image xHQ based on the fol-
lowing the probability:

p(xHQ | xLQ). (1)

To implement this with diffusion models, start-
ing from gaussian noise zT , the denoising sequence
(zT , zT−1, . . . , z0) is modeled as p(zT , zT−1, . . . , z0) =

p(zT )
∏T
t=1 p(zt−1 | zt) under the Markovian assumption.

However, as p(zt−1 | zt) is generally intractable, it is
approximated by a diffusion model parameterized by θ as
pθ(zt−1 | zt) ≈ p(zt−1 | zt). For image restoration, the
model is further conditioned on the LQ latent zLQ, yielding

pθ(zt−1 | zt, zLQ). (2)

Textual guidance. To further constrain the solution space
and mitigate text hallucination for high-fidelity text-aware
image restoration, text captions can be extracted from the
LQ image using a vision-language model (VLM) param-
eterized by ϕ and a text spotting module (TSM) parame-
terized by ψ as pϕ(cvlm | xLQ) and pψ(ctsm | xLQ), re-
spectively. The extracted captions cvlm and ctsm are subse-
quently encoded into ztext, which is incorporated as textual
guidance in the denoising process:

pθ(zt−1 | zt, zLQ, ztext). (3)
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Final denoising objective. Incorporating both the LQ la-
tent zLQ and the text-guidance latent ztext, the joint distri-
bution of the denoising timesteps is expressed as:

p(zT , zT−1, . . . , z0) = p(zT )

T∏
t=1

pθ(zt−1 | zt, zLQ, ztext),

(4)
where zT ∼ N (0, I) and zLQ = VAEEnc(xLQ), where
VAEEnc denotes a VAE encoder [27]. Refer to the supple-
mentary material for further details.

4.2. Architecture Overview
Given an LQ image xLQ ∈ RH×W×3, our objective is
to restore its HQ counterpart xHQ ∈ RH×W×3. Using a
VLM [2], we first extract the degraded textual content cvlm
from xLQ and encode it as ztext. Following DiT4SR [16],
each MM-DiT block includes an additional LQ branch,
where, at denoising timestep t, the denoiser jointly operates
on the noisy latent zt ∈ RL×D, the LQ latent zLQ ∈ RL×D,
and the text guidance latent ztext ∈ RM×D. These three la-
tents are propagated through N DiT blocks, each compris-
ing a self-attention layer Attnn and a feed-forward layer
FFn for n ∈ {1, . . . , N}.

Furthermore, rather than relying on a separate feature ex-
tractor, the TSM is trained by directly leveraging the inter-
nal representations of the diffusion model. Specifically, in-
ternal features from all MM-DiT blocks are extracted and
concatenated into Zcat,t = (z1cat,t, . . . , z

N
cat,t), where each

zicat,t ∈ R2L×D is formed by combining the feed-forward
outputs of ziLQ and zit. Before entering the TSM, Zcat,t

is processed by a learnable convolution layer Convtsm(·).
The TSM includes an encoder Tenc and two decoders, T d

dec

and T r
dec, which produceK text detection outputs {d(i)

t }Ki=1

and K recognition outputs {r(i)t }Ki=1. Each detection d(i) is
a polygon defined by control points, and each recognition
r(i) is a sequence of predicted characters.

4.3. Training
During training, the restoration module parameterized by θ
is optimized using the standard diffusion loss from SD3 [18]
and DiT4SR [16], while the TSM parameterized by ψ is
trained with the conventional text spotting loss, comprising
detection and recognition components. VLM parameterized
by ϕ is frozen to preserve its generalization ability. Detailed
definitions of all loss functions are provided in the supple-
mentary material.

4.4. Inference
For a denoising timestep sequence (T − 1, . . . , 0), the de-
noising objective at each timestep t is defined as

pθ(zt | zt+1, zLQ, ztext), (5)

indicating that restoration at each step is conditioned on the
previous noisy latent zt+1, the LQ latent zLQ, and the text
guidance latent ztext.

With the TSM integrated into the restoration module, the
OCR prediction at timestep t is given by

ctsm,t ∼ pψ(ctsm,t | ConvTSM(Zcat,t)), (6)

where ctsm,t is constructed from the text recognition out-
puts {r(i)t }Ki=1 produced by the recognition decoder T rec

dec of
the TSM.

In cases where the text extracted by the VLM contains
errors, we stimulate VLM self-correction by leveraging the
OCR predictions generated by the TSM. Specifically, at a
predefined correction timestep j, the VLM refines its initial
text prediction cvlm by leveraging the preceding TSM OCR
output ctsm,j+1, yielding updated textual guidance cvlm,j ,
defined as

cvlm,j ∼ pϕ(cvlm,j | xLQ, ctsm,j+1). (7)

This guidance is subsequently encoded into zvlm,j , which
serves as conditioning information for the restoration mod-
ule during the denoising step at timestep i ≤ j − 1 as:

pθ(zi | zi+1, zLQ, zvlm,j). (8)

By leveraging the TSM OCR prediction, the VLM refines
its initial prediction and provides more faithful textual guid-
ance, ultimately yielding higher-fidelity text restoration.

After completing the diffusion denoising process, the fi-
nal text-aware restored image is obtained as

xHQ = VAEDec(z0), (9)

where VAEDec denotes the VAE decoder [27]. The prede-
fined correction timesteps, text correction results, and corre-
sponding visualizations are provided in the supplementary
material.

5. Experiments

5.1. Experimental Setup
Training and evaluation dataset. For evaluation, we fol-
low the protocol of TeReDiff [43] and use the same training
and testing setup. The model is trained on SA-Text, which
contains 100K high-quality 512×512 images with synthetic
degradations generated by the Real-ESRGAN pipeline [65],
a standard degradation model in image restoration [33, 61,
68, 73, 74]. Testing is performed on SA-Text1K (Lv1-Lv3),
the SA-Text test set (SA-Texttest), and RealText. SA-Text1K
provides three levels of progressive degradation for robust-
ness evaluation, while RealText contains real-world HR-LR
pairs curated from RealSR [4] and DRealSR [67].
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Deg. Level Model
ABCNet v2 [37] TESTR [78]

Detection End-to-End Detection End-to-End

Precision(↑) Recall(↑) F1-Score(↑) None(↑) Full(↑) Precision(↑) Recall(↑) F1-Score(↑) None(↑) Full(↑)

- HQ (GT) 92.16 86.85 89.43 71.79 82.05 92.59 87.81 90.13 75.90 84.18

Level1

LQ (Lv1) 89.79 29.51 44.42 24.29 34.25 84.01 30.24 44.47 25.93 34.73

Real-ESRGAN [65] 83.79 43.34 57.13 21.45 30.12 85.19 41.98 56.24 22.90 31.52
SwinIR [32] 84.95 40.93 55.25 22.70 31.26 87.93 39.62 54.63 25.50 33.75
ResShift [74] 81.93 40.07 53.82 20.40 28.74 88.47 35.81 50.98 22.39 30.14
StableSR [61] 77.90 55.44 64.78 21.93 29.29 84.44 50.68 63.34 24.02 31.84
DiffBIR [33] 76.29 56.44 64.88 23.14 32.73 84.00 52.13 64.34 25.51 35.47
SeeSR [68] 70.00 61.88 65.69 20.16 28.63 78.85 55.76 65.32 23.31 32.82
SUPIR [73] 43.64 49.46 46.37 14.58 19.34 53.02 46.19 49.37 17.44 22.29
FaithDiff [9] 69.16 61.51 65.12 20.44 27.78 78.80 57.12 66.23 22.50 31.59
TeReDiff [43] 85.29 58.34 69.29 26.59 35.69 87.50 54.90 67.47 28.19 36.99
DiT4SR [16] 73.68 58.11 64.98 26.56 34.31 81.47 54.81 65.53 28.94 36.48

UniT (Ours) 85.89 55.49 67.42 30.96 39.93 87.47 51.59 64.90 31.99 41.52

Level2

LQ (Lv2) 87.67 22.89 36.30 20.49 27.82 78.45 23.93 36.68 20.49 27.37

Real-ESRGAN [65] 81.42 41.12 54.64 18.31 24.88 84.92 38.80 53.27 19.29 27.50
SwinIR [32] 80.14 37.31 50.91 17.82 24.93 85.43 34.81 49.47 19.07 26.99
ResShift [74] 81.11 35.22 49.12 17.89 25.54 85.18 32.05 46.57 17.26 26.09
StableSR [61] 75.49 51.95 61.55 19.55 26.69 79.03 48.87 60.39 20.06 27.68
DiffBIR [33] 72.96 53.94 62.03 19.60 27.52 79.69 50.50 61.82 21.64 30.36
SeeSR [68] 68.93 60.65 64.53 19.48 26.72 77.50 54.49 63.99 21.83 29.17
SUPIR [73] 42.01 45.65 43.75 13.21 17.42 53.54 43.25 47.84 15.50 19.96
FaithDiff [9] 66.62 59.34 62.77 18.94 25.99 76.16 54.17 63.31 20.98 28.56
TeReDiff [43] 83.02 56.30 67.10 24.42 33.23 86.95 52.86 65.75 26.39 35.13
DiT4SR [16] 69.22 54.03 60.69 23.27 29.99 76.56 51.09 61.28 25.39 32.63

UniT (Ours) 83.73 50.86 63.28 28.43 36.83 87.53 48.69 62.57 30.12 37.98

Level3

LQ (Lv3) 85.38 13.24 22.92 12.17 16.95 76.01 15.37 25.57 12.52 17.72

Real-ESRGAN [65] 72.48 28.65 41.07 11.89 16.37 76.51 27.02 39.93 12.13 18.22
SwinIR [32] 74.41 25.57 38.06 11.27 16.33 78.38 24.16 36.94 11.85 17.12
ResShift [74] 75.00 22.57 34.70 10.80 15.19 81.10 20.04 32.13 9.89 15.63
StableSR [61] 67.63 38.08 48.72 13.34 18.91 72.21 35.22 47.35 13.65 19.68
DiffBIR [33] 59.30 42.20 49.31 13.88 19.39 72.27 38.98 50.65 15.61 22.67
SeeSR [68] 55.06 46.83 50.61 13.38 18.47 64.95 43.93 52.41 14.93 20.88
SUPIR [73] 31.05 34.72 32.78 9.07 11.77 40.78 32.77 36.34 11.21 14.02
FaithDiff [9] 56.04 47.91 51.66 13.69 19.01 69.44 45.01 54.62 15.40 21.18
TeReDiff [43] 81.76 44.11 57.30 19.61 27.50 84.50 42.02 56.13 19.92 28.34
DiT4SR [16] 60.67 43.29 50.53 16.61 22.28 70.57 40.44 51.41 17.98 24.55

UniT (Ours) 83.14 38.21 52.36 21.12 28.63 86.43 36.94 51.76 22.86 29.53

Table 3. Text restoration quantitative results on three degradation levels of SA-Text [43]. Text restoration performance is evaluated
through text detection and recognition by two text spotting modules [37, 78]. Higher levels indicate stronger degradation settings. ‘None’
and ‘Full’ denote recognition without and with a full lexicon, respectively. Best and second-best results are shown in bold and underlined.

Evaluation metrics. Text restoration performance is
evaluated using pretrained text-spotting models [37, 78], re-
porting Precision, Recall, and F1-score for detection, and
F1-score for end-to-end recognition. Detection metrics as-
sess the accuracy of text detection, while end-to-end metrics
evaluate the correctness of recognized text against ground-
truth annotations. Together, these metrics measure func-
tional legibility, capturing both spatial and linguistic fidelity
of restored text. This evaluation protocol follows stan-
dard practice in text-spotting benchmarks. Image restora-
tion is assessed using reference metrics such as PSNR
and SSIM [66], LPIPS [77], DISTS [14], and FID [22],
as well as non-reference metrics including NIQE [76],
MANIQA [71], MUSIQ [26], and CLIPIQA [60].

Implementation details. We employ the DiT backbone
from DiT4SR [16] because its integration of the LQ con-
trol branch within the transformer blocks provides an effec-
tive mechanism for exchanging information between condi-
tional inputs and generative features. For text spotting, we
adopt the TESTR architecture [78], whose design avoids
ROI pooling and therefore preserves the fine-grained cues
needed to leverage diffusion features. Training is conducted
on 512 × 512 LQ-HQ image pairs using the AdamW opti-
mizer. Further implementation details are provided in the
supplementary material.

5.2. Comparison with State-of-the-Art
Quantitative comparison. The text restoration results on
SA-Text are shown in Tab. 3, comparing UNet based and
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Model
ABCNet v2 [37] TESTR [78]

Detection End-to-End Detection End-to-End

Precision(↑) Recall(↑) F1-Score(↑) None(↑) Full(↑) Precision(↑) Recall(↑) F1-Score(↑) None(↑) Full(↑)

HQ (GT) 90.03 85.52 87.72 72.06 79.48 90.29 85.77 87.97 74.50 81.72

LQ 89.10 44.97 59.77 42.64 50.21 85.33 51.61 64.32 47.08 55.11

Real-ESRGAN [65] 79.15 52.70 63.27 35.30 39.88 82.67 53.94 65.29 38.16 42.36
SwinIR [32] 80.29 47.45 59.64 38.39 42.63 82.92 47.89 60.72 39.97 44.56
ResShift [74] 81.17 33.76 47.69 30.95 34.87 82.23 39.91 53.74 35.31 39.99
StableSR [61] 79.79 59.89 68.42 41.23 47.64 82.19 60.39 69.62 42.53 49.39
DiffBIR [33] 66.04 59.69 62.71 33.75 40.05 76.33 61.87 68.35 39.27 46.11
SeeSR [68] 68.12 63.46 65.71 37.11 43.43 74.29 62.47 67.87 40.34 46.54
SUPIR [73] 44.00 40.56 42.21 22.29 25.03 53.08 44.47 48.39 27.25 30.59
FaithDiff [9] 71.21 64.50 67.69 38.81 44.28 76.90 65.20 70.57 41.64 47.97
TeReDiff [43] 83.95 67.58 74.88 48.39 55.01 84.30 67.37 74.89 49.39 56.45
DiT4SR [16] 74.94 68.77 71.72 46.17 51.67 79.53 69.25 74.04 48.93 54.58

UniT (Ours) 85.06 60.42 70.65 49.81 56.11 86.94 62.74 72.88 53.80 59.74

Table 4. Text restoration quantitative results on Real-Text [43]. Text restoration performance is evaluated through text detection and
recognition by two text spotting modules [37, 78]. ‘None’ and ‘Full’ denote recognition without and with a full lexicon, respectively. Best
and second-best results are shown in bold and underlined.

Model VLM TSM E2E(None) F1 (↑) E2E(Full) F1 (↑)

A LLaVA (13B) ✗ 48.14 56.24
B Qwen2.5-VL (7B) ✗ 51.21 58.94
C ✗ ✓ 48.13 55.54
D Qwen2.5-VL (7B) ✓ 53.80 59.74

Table 5. Ablation of VLM and TSM on Real-Text [43]. Exploit-
ing stronger VLMs [2, 35] consistently improves text restoration
performance. Moreover, jointly using the VLM with a text spot-
ting module (TSM) [78] to correct initial VLM text predictions
yields the best end-to-end (E2E) accuracy on Real-Text [43].

DiT based diffusion models. We use the E2E (full) de-
tection and recognition F1 score as the primary measure
of text restoration performance. Among UNet based mod-
els, TeReDiff [43] achieves the strongest results, improving
accuracy across all degradation levels relative to the origi-
nal LQ inputs and avoiding hallucinations observed in ear-
lier UNet based approaches. Although Dit4SR [16] is not
trained on additional text focused datasets, it still delivers
competitive performance, underscoring the value of a strong
diffusion backbone for textual reconstruction. Our UniT
model further surpasses all baselines by leveraging VLM
visual linguistic priors and TSM OCR predictions, achiev-
ing the highest restoration performance across all levels of
SA-Text. Results on the Real Text dataset in Tab. 4 show
similar trends, confirming the robustness of UniT in real
world scenarios.

Qualitative comparison. We present qualitative text
restoration results on the SA-Text and Real-Text bench-
marks [43] in Fig. 6. Despite severe degradations affecting
readability and style, UniT leverages a rich visual-linguistic
prior, guided by precise character-level OCR predictions,
to provide accurate textual guidance to the DiT restoration

module, effectively recovering the degraded text. In con-
trast, existing methods frequently fail and often produce
hallucinated text. Further qualitative evaluation results for
all degradation levels are provided in the supplementary
material.

5.3. Ablation Study
As illustrated in Fig. 3, the VLM and TSM exhibit comple-
mentary strengths. By jointly leveraging both models, the
restoration framework can receive robust and accurate tex-
tual guidance, ultimately producing faithful text restoration
results, as shown in Fig. 4. The impact of different VLMs,
both with and without the incorporation of the TSM, is pre-
sented in Tab. 5. Employing a more capable VLM that ef-
fectively extracts degraded textual content from LQ images
improves restoration accuracy, as observed from model A
to model B. Model C, which relies solely on the TSM, ex-
hibits a slight decrease in performance compared to models
A and B, which utilize VLMs. However, combining the
strongest VLM (model B) with the TSM allows the frame-
work to exploit the complementary characteristics of both
models, achieving the highest text restoration performance
on the real-world dataset Real-Text [43]. Refer to the sup-
plementary material for further ablation results.

6. Conclusion
We propose UniT, a framework for restoring text from
severely degraded images by integrating three components:
a vision-language model (VLM), a text spotting module
(TSM), and a DiT-based restoration backbone. The TSM
provides intermediate OCR predictions that enable VLM
self-correction, delivering accurate textual guidance to the
DiT and achieving state-of-the-art text restoration perfor-
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LQ Image DiffBIR SeeSR SUPIR FaithDiff

DiT4SR TeReDiff UniT (Ours) GT

LQ Image DiffBIR SeeSR SUPIR FaithDiff

DiT4SR TeReDiff UniT (Ours) GT

Figure 6. Qualitative results on SA-Text and Real-Text benchmarks [43]. Compared to the best performing UNet- and DiT-based
models [9, 16, 33, 43, 68, 73], UniT can restore degraded text in images more faithfully to the original. In some cases, UniT can make the
text more defined and clear than in the GT, as shown in the bottom figure. Refer to the supplementary material for more visualizations on
the three level degradations of SA-Text and on Real-Text benchmarks.

mance on the SA Text and Real Text benchmarks. How-
ever, variability across VLM architectures and prompts sug-
gests that further improvements are possible through adap-
tive VLM selection, prompt refinement, or tighter VLM-
TSM integration. UniT demonstrates the potential of com-
bining diffusion-based restoration with vision-language rea-
soning for reliable, text-aware image restoration.
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Appendix
This appendix presents analyses, implementation details,
and additional results for the UniT framework, organized
as follows:
• Sec. A presents the query instruction prompts for VLM-

based text extraction and outlines the evaluation protocol
using an LLM.

• Sec. B illustrates how intermediate OCR predictions from
the TSM facilitate VLM self-correction.

• Sec. C reports extended text restoration results using Null
and ground-truth (GT) textual guidance, highlighting the
importance of explicit textual cues.

• Sec. D describes the UniT architecture, including the
restoration and text spotting module (TSM), and details
the TSM training strategy.

• Sec. E provides additional implementation details regard-
ing the model, datasets, and evaluation metrics.

• Sec. F introduces the image quality assessment (IQA)
metrics and investigates their use in quantifying text
restoration performance.

• Sec. G presents extensive qualitative results on Real-Text
and SA-Text [43], demonstrating UniT’s high-fidelity,
text-aware restoration.

• Sec. H discusses the limitations and potential directions
for future work in UniT.

A. VLM LQ Text Extraction Details
We employ VLMs to extract textual information from
LQ images, providing explicit guidance for the restoration
model. This section presents LQ text extraction results for
different query instructions and the classification method-
ology for analyzing outputs. Evaluation is conducted on
SA-Text Lv3 [43], consisting of 1,000 severely degraded
samples (see Fig. 8. Our default query, which yielded the
best overall performance, is: “OCR this image and tran-
scribe only the English text.” We also tested three alterna-
tive prompts to assess their effectiveness in extracting de-
graded text:
1. “Read and transcribe all English text visible in this low-

resolution image.”
2. “Describe the contents of this blurry image, focusing

only on any visible English text or characters.”
3. “Extract all visible English words and letters from this

low-quality image, even if they appear unclear.”
The results of applying these query instructions to

Qwen2.5-VL (7B) [2], the best-performing model for LQ
text extraction in our study, are provided in Tab. 6.

After extracting textual content from LQ images us-
ing the VLM, we evaluate its correctness by comparing it
against the ground-truth transcript. Manual verification of

Question type Incorrect (%) Partial (%) Exact (%) Partial+Exact (%)

1 63.50 11.30 25.20 36.50
2 61.90 12.00 26.10 38.10
3 62.50 12.00 25.50 37.50

Default 60.80 12.40 26.80 39.20

Table 6. LQ text extraction under different query instructions.
We report the LQ text extraction performance of Qwen2.5-VL
(7B) [2] across varying OCR query instructions. The outputs are
categorized as Incorrect, Partially Correct, or Exactly Correct.

over 1,000 samples is both impractical and labor-intensive,
thus we employ a large language model (LLM) [70] to
perform this comparison. LLMs possess strong compara-
tive reasoning capabilities and can reliably assess textual
correspondence when provided with structured evaluation
instructions. Accordingly, we provide the LLM with the
VLM-extracted text, the ground-truth transcription, and a
prompt specifying the classification criteria as follows:

Ground truth text: "GT Text"
VLM OCR output: "VLM OCR Output"

Evaluation Steps:
1. Extract the text content from the VLM OCR

output.
2. Compare the extracted text with the ground

truth, considering:
• Word order does not matter.
• Compare based only on the set of unique words
in the ground truth.

• Ignore capitalization, punctuation, and
extra/missing spaces.

• Minor typos still count as matches.

Categories:
1. Correct: all unique ground truth words appear

in the OCR output (ignoring order, case,
spacing, typos).

2. Slightly Correct (Partially Correct): at least
one but not all unique words match.

3. Incorrect: no words match, or the output is
largely wrong, unrelated, or empty.

Answer with only the category number (1, 2, or 3).

This LLM-based evaluation offers a scalable approach
to assess text extracted by the VLM from low-quality im-
ages. By accounting for unique word matches and minor
typos while ignoring word order, capitalization, punctua-
tion, and spacing, the LLM classifies outputs as Correct,
Partially Correct, or Incorrect. Human validation on 100
samples confirmed the accuracy of this method, making it
an effective alternative when human evaluation is impracti-
cal.

B. VLM Self-Correction Analysis
VLMs leverage strong visual-linguistic priors to infer de-
graded textual content from LQ images. However, their per-
formance diminishes when the degraded text is semantically
inconsistent with the scene or when visual cues are insuffi-
cient to activate these priors. In such scenarios, intermediate
OCR predictions generated by the TSM can facilitate VLM
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Model VLM TSM E2E(None) F1 (↑) E2E(Full) F1 (↑)

Null Guidance ✗ ✗ 48.04 54.51

A LLaVA (13B) ✗ 48.14 56.24
B Qwen2.5-VL (7B) ✗ 51.21 58.94
C ✗ ✓ 48.13 55.54
D Qwen2.5-VL (7B) ✓ 53.80 59.74

GT Guidance ✗ ✗ 59.66 66.73

Table 7. Full ablation including Null and GT guidance. Ex-
tended text restoration performance from Tab. 5, incorporating
Null and GT guidance settings on Real-Text [43]. Providing guid-
ance to the restoration model improves text restoration perfor-
mance, while GT guidance yields a substantial additional gain.
However, GT guidance is not feasible in practice, as it represents
an idealized scenario.

self-correction. By jointly considering the TSM’s OCR pre-
dictions and the LQ image, the VLM can rectify initial er-
rors, thereby providing more reliable textual guidance for
the downstream restoration model. The raw OCR predic-
tions and corrected results of the TSM and VLM of Fig. 4
(c) is presented in Fig. 7. Moreover, under severe degra-
dation conditions such as the SA-Text Lv3 setting, using
either the VLM or the TSM in isolation produces incorrect
textual guidance and consequently erroneous restorations,
whereas the combined VLM+TSM approach yields accu-
rate text restoration, as shown in Fig. 8.

C. Extended Ablation Experiment
In addition to Tab. 5 and Fig. 4 in the main paper, Tab. 7,
Fig. 9, and Fig. 10 present the full performance results, in-
cluding evaluations with Null prompts, ground-truth textual
guidance, and attention-map analysis. These ablation stud-
ies allow us to assess the effect of providing explicit textual
cues to the restoration model. Incorporating such cues im-
proves text-restoration performance over the baseline, while
supplying ground-truth guidance yields an additional sub-
stantial gain, representing an idealized upper bound. Al-
though ground-truth guidance is not feasible in real-world
scenarios, these findings highlight the potential benefits of
leveraging accurate textual cues to enhance restoration qual-
ity.

D. UniT Framework Details
D.1. Architecture Details
The architectures of the DiT-based image restoration mod-
ule, vision-language model, and the text spotting mod-
ule are based on DiT4SR [16] Qwen2.5-VL [2] and
TESTR [78], respectively, each initialized with publicly
available checkpoints.

Given a LQ image xLQ ∈ RH×W×3, the objective
is to restore a HQ image xHQ ∈ RH×W×3. Follow-
ing DiT4SR [16], which builds on SD3 [18], an additional
LQ branch is incorporated into the MM-DiT block. Thus,

[VLM initial text prompt]: 104

iter: 00 TSM OCR text prompt: [200]
iter: 01 TSM OCR text prompt: [2.0]
iter: 02 TSM OCR text prompt: [210]
iter: 03 TSM OCR text prompt: [210]
iter: 04 TSM OCR text prompt: [210]
iter: 05 TSM OCR text prompt: [210]
iter: 06 TSM OCR text prompt: [219]
iter: 07 TSM OCR text prompt: [220]
iter: 08 TSM OCR text prompt: [210]
iter: 09 TSM OCR text prompt: [210]

iter: 10 APPLY VLM CORRECTION: [210]
iter: 11 vlm corrected prompt: [210]
iter: 12 vlm corrected prompt: [210]
iter: 13 vlm corrected prompt: [210]
iter: 14 vlm corrected prompt: [210]
iter: 15 vlm corrected prompt: [210]
iter: 16 vlm corrected prompt: [210]
iter: 17 vlm corrected prompt: [210]
iter: 18 vlm corrected prompt: [210]
iter: 19 vlm corrected prompt: [210]

iter: 20 APPLY VLM CORRECTION: [211]
iter: 21 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 22 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 23 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 24 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 25 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 26 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 27 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 28 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 29 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 30 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 31 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 32 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 33 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 34 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 35 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 36 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 37 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 38 vlm corrected prompt: [211]
iter: 39 vlm corrected prompt: [211]

Figure 7. Raw VLM self-correction results for Fig. 4 (c). VLM
self-correction is performed at denoising iteration steps 10 and
20. The initial VLM LQ text extraction result, ”104”, serves as
guidance for the restoration model until iteration 10. At iteration
10, the VLM leverages the TSM OCR prediction from iteration 9
(210) to correct its initial prediction to ”210”. At iteration 20, the
VLM further refines its prediction to ”211”, successfully correct-
ing its initial prediction. Rows corresponding to VLM corrections
are highlighted in yellow.

alongside the noisy latent zt and text latent ztext ∈ RM×D,
the block also receives the LQ latent zLQ. Specifically, for
denoising timestep t, xLQ is encoded with a VAE [27] to
produce a ×8 downsampled latent representation. This rep-
resentation is then patch-embedded (patch size 2) and aug-
mented with positional encoding [18], yielding both the LQ
latent zLQ ∈ RN×D and the noisy latent zt ∈ RN×D,
where H = 512, W = 512, N = 1024, M = 154
and D = 1536. For simplicity, we omit detailed draw-
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Figure 8. Text restoration results across three SA-Text degradation levels (Lv1-Lv3). The figure presents restoration outputs obtained
using the VLM alone, the TSM alone, and their combined use (VLM+TSM). While both VLM and TSM yield accurate reconstructions
under mild and moderate degradation (Lv1 and Lv2), the severe degradation in Lv3 leads to incorrect predictions from each individual
model. In contrast, the joint VLM+TSM configuration successfully restores the ground-truth text “PRATAS”.

ing of the timestep embedding and pooled text latent as it
follows prior works [16, 18]. The three input latents (zt,
zLQ, and ztext) are processed by N = 24 DiT blocks, each
consisting of two main operations: a full-attention layer
Attnn and a feedforward layer FFn. The features pro-
vided to the TSM are the stacked DiT features Zcat,t =
(z1cat,t, z2cat,t, . . . , zNcat,t), where each zicat,t ∈ R2L×D is
constructed by concatenating the feedforward outputs ziLQ
and zit, both in RL×D. Lastly, a convolution operation
ConvTSM(·) is applied to the stacked diffusion features
Zcat,t, and the resulting features are passed to the TSM,
composed of one encoder Tenc and two decoders T d

dec and
T k
dec. The TSM outputs text detection and recognition re-

sults {d(i)
t }Ki=1 and {r(i)t }Ki=1, respectively, where K de-

notes the number of detected text instances with confi-
dence scores above a threshold T = 0.5. Each detec-
tion d(i) = (d(i)

1 , . . . ,d(i)
U ) is represented as a polygon

with U = 16 control points, and each recognition result
r(i) = (r(i)1 , . . . , r(i)V ) contains V = 25 predicted charac-
ters.

D.2. Training Details
We follow the TSM training protocol described in TeReD-
iff [43], which employs a three-stage training strategy. In
the first stage, only the image restoration module is trained.
In the second stage, only the TSM is trained. In the third
stage, both modules are trained jointly using a combined
optimization objective. We observe that while joint training
benefits the TSM, it negatively affects the diffusion features
of the restoration module. Consequently, we adopt a two-
stage training strategy for training the TSM illustrated in
Fig. 5 (b).

Stage 1 training. In Stage 1, only the diffusion-based im-
age restoration module is trained. The module predicts a
noise residual ϵt = ϵ̂θ(zt, zLQ, ztext, t) given the noisy la-
tent zt, the LQ latent zLQ, the text guidance latent ztext,
and the denoising timestep t. Following the flow-matching
formulation in SD3 [18], the noisy latent is computed as

zt = (1− σt)z0 + σtϵ, ϵ ∼ N (0, I), (10)

where σt denotes the noise scale at timestep t, and t is
sampled from the noise scheduler t ∼ p(t), e.g., a logit-
normal distribution. The model is trained by minimizing the
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Figure 9. Full ablation including Null and GT guidance. Ex-
tended text restoration results from Fig. 4, incorporating Null and
ground-truth (GT) guidance settings on Real-Text [43].

weighted mean-squared error between the predicted noise
and the true noise:

Ldiff = Et,z0,ϵ

[
wt ∥ϵ− ϵ̂θ(zt, zLQ, ztext, t)∥22

]
, (11)

where wt is a timestep-dependent weighting factor deter-
mined by the SD3 noise schedule. This objective encour-
ages the image restoration module to accurately model the
denoising process while leveraging both LQ and textual
guidance.

Stage 2 training. In Stage2, only the TSM is trained,
while the image restoration module remains frozen to pro-
vide stable diffusion features. We employ the same loss
formulation as in transformer-based text-spotting meth-
ods [25, 48, 78], in which detection and recognition losses
are computed via bipartite matching [5] and solved using
the Hungarian algorithm [28]. Specifically, separate loss
functions are applied to the encoder and the dual decoder:

Lenc =
∑
m

(
λclsL(m)

cls + λboxL(m)
box + λgIoUL(m)

gIoU

)
,

(12)

Ldec =
∑
n

(
λclsL(n)

cls + λpolyL(n)
poly + λcharL(n)

char

)
, (13)

LQ VLM VLM+TSM

Figure 10. VLM [2] attention map visualization. The interme-
diate OCR predictions generated by TSM function as reliable tex-
tual grounding for correcting erroneous VLM [2] text predictions,
thereby enabling the VLM to refine its initial textual output and
achieve more accurate text restoration.

where m and n index the set of instances with confidence
scores exceeding a predefined threshold T = 0.5. Here,
Lcls, Lbox, LgIoU, Lpoly, and Lchar denote the text clas-
sification loss, bounding box regression loss, generalized
IoU loss [51], polygon regression loss (L1), and character
recognition loss (cross-entropy), respectively. Each term is
weighted by its corresponding factor: λcls = 2.0, λbox =
5.0, λgIoU = 2.0, λpoly = 5.0, and λchar = 4.0. The final
loss function used for the TSM is:

LTSM = Lenc + Ldec. (14)

D.3. Inference Details
VLM self-correction. During denoising, the TSM pro-
duces OCR predictions at each timestep. Selecting an ap-
propriate correction timestep for the VLM is critical, as it
determines when the VLM uses the TSM output to refine its
initial prediction. Early timesteps (e.g., 1-5) yield unstable
TSM outputs, which can degrade VLM performance. Op-
timal performance is observed at timesteps 10-20, allowing
the VLM to effectively leverage TSM predictions for self-
correction. Corrections applied near the end of denoising
(e.g., 30-40) have limited impact on the final restored text,
as the denoising process is nearly complete. In all experi-
ments, VLM correction is applied at timestep 10, or at both
timesteps 10 and 20.

E. Implementation Details
Model details. The UniT text restoration framework
comprises three components: a DiT-based restoration
model, a VLM, and a TSM. The DiT architecture follows
DiT4SR [16], the VLM is instantiated using Qwen2.5-VL
(7B) [2], and the TSM adopts the TESTR design [78]. All
modules are initialized with publicly released pretrained
weights. The DiT contains 2716.81M parameters, the TSM
contains 47.40M parameters, and Qwen2.5-VL contains 7B
parameters. During Stage 1, we train the DiT-based im-
age restoration model by unfreezing all parameters in the
LQ branch of the MM-DiT Control [16] and the attention
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Dataset Model PSNR(↑) SSIM(↑) LPIPS(↓) DISTS(↓) NIQE(↓) MANIQA(↑) MUSIQ(↑) CLIPIQA(↑)

SA-Texttest

TeReDiff [43] 19.71 0.5603 0.2828 0.1702 5.450 0.6036 72.06 0.7023
DreamClear [1] 19.09 0.4978 0.3562 0.2109 4.527 0.5545 65.69 0.6056
DiT4SR [16] 18.22 0.4900 0.3499 0.1994 5.148 0.5225 72.86 0.6726

UniT (Ours) 18.72 0.4762 0.3525 0.2070 6.328 0.5970 72.69 0.7239

Real-Text

TeReDiff [43] 23.00 0.7764 0.2848 0.2386 7.639 0.5019 62.02 0.6441
DreamClear [1] 24.34 0.7749 0.2936 0.2328 6.848 0.3929 49.09 0.5066
DiT4SR [16] 22.75 0.7352 0.3079 0.2342 7.752 0.4651 62.83 0.6370

UniT (Ours) 21.84 0.5648 0.4657 0.2841 8.463 0.5373 63.62 0.6976

Table 8. Image restoration quantitative results. Performance comparison on SA-Texttest and Real-Text benchmarks [43].
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Figure 11. Text restoration and cropped FR metric analysis.
Visualization of restored text regions with full-reference (FR) met-
ric scores computed on the cropped regions, illustrating the mis-
match between text perceptual quality and reference-based met-
rics. The best score is in bold and the second best score is
underlined.

layers (Q, K, V projections) in the text and noise branches.
Training is performed for five epochs with a learning rate
of 5 × 10−5 and an effective batch size of 64 obtained
through gradient accumulation. The total number of train-
able parameters in this stage is 1047.32M. In Stage 2, all
other modules are frozen, and only the TSM is fine-tuned.
Training is conducted for 10 epochs with a learning rate of
1×10−5 and an effective batch size of 64. The total number
of trainable parameters in this stage is 47.40M. All experi-
ments were conducted on NVIDIA RTX 5880 GPUs.

Dataset details. We use the SA-Text [43] training dataset,
which consists of 100K high-quality 512×512 images con-
taining text detection and text recognition annotations, cov-
ering diverse text fonts, sizes, orientations, and complex

visual content. For evaluation, we follow the protocol es-
tablished in TeReDiff [43], where a 1K testing subset of
SA-Text is curated and processed using the Real-ESRGAN
pipeline [65] to obtain SA-Texttest. However, since small
text regions are highly sensitive to degradation (i.e., even
slight degradation can render them unreadable), three levels
of degradation are applied by controlling the kernel strength
of the Real-ESRGAN pipeline, resulting in three additional
datasets corresponding to different degradation levels: SA-
Text (lv1, lv2, lv3). In addition to the synthetically degraded
images, we also evaluate on Real-Text [43], which consists
of real-world LQ-HQ pairs extracted from RealSR [4] and
DRealSR [67], allowing us to assess model performance in
practical real-world scenarios.

Metric details. We evaluate text restoration performance
following TeReDiff [43], which employs text-spotting mod-
ules [25, 36, 37, 78] for assessment, as accurate reconstruc-
tion of degraded textual content is effectively captured by
the dedicated text spotting module [37, 78]. In particular,
we report Precision, Recall, and F1-score and consider a
detection correct if its Intersection over Union (IoU) with
a ground-truth bounding box exceeds 0.5. For recognition,
we adopt two lexicon-based evaluation settings: None and
Full. The None setting evaluates recognition without any
lexicon, requiring exact matches to ground-truth transcrip-
tions and reflecting open-vocabulary performance. The Full
setting permits predictions to match the closest entry in a
ground-truth lexicon, simulating closed-vocabulary condi-
tions. This dual evaluation framework provides a compre-
hensive measure of recognition accuracy.

F. Image Quality Metric
We evaluate UniT on image quality assessment (IQA) met-
rics consisting of both FR and NR image quality metrics,
as reported in Tab. 8. FR metrics (PSNR, SSIM, LPIPS,
DISTS) [14, 66, 77] measure pixel- or feature-level simi-
larity to the GT, whereas NR metrics (NIQE, MANIQA,
MUSIQ, CLIPIQA) [26, 60, 71, 76] evaluate perceptual nat-
uralness and semantic quality without requiring GT refer-

14



ences.
We compare UniT to the leading text restoration UNet

model, TeReDiff [43], as well as to DiT-based restoration
models [1, 16]. UniT demonstrates strong performance on
NR metrics, indicating improved perceptual fidelity and se-
mantic consistency, but shows comparatively weaker per-
formance on FR metrics (Tab. 8). This discrepancy arises
for two reasons. First, FR metrics are sensitive to minor
pixel-level deviations; enhancements in character sharpness
and structural clarity introduce differences from the GT im-
age, which FR metrics penalize despite visible improve-
ments. Second, the GT text images themselves are not
sharply rendered, and restoring them to a clearer form in-
creases the discrepancy between the enhanced output and
the inherently soft GT, further lowering FR scores (see
Fig. 12-15).

To examine this effect, we visualize the restored results
and additionally compute FR metrics on cropped text re-
gions in Fig. 11. Even when the restored text is struc-
turally accurate, FR scores remain low, underscoring the
misalignment between FR metrics and perceptual quality in
text-focused restoration. Overall, these findings show that
while UniT may not maximize FR metrics, the qualitative
evidence and region-level analysis demonstrate its strong
restoration capability. For text-image restoration, percep-
tual and task-oriented metrics provide a more reliable as-
sessment than strict pixel-level comparisons, particularly
when GT images contain soft or low-quality text.

G. More Text Restoration Qualitative Results

Additional qualitative text restoration results for both the
Real-Text and SA-Text benchmarks [43] are presented in
Fig. 12, Fig. 13, Fig. 14, and Fig. 15.

H. Limitation and Future Work

Our UniT text restoration framework consists of three core
components: a VLM, a TSM, and a DiT backbone. Al-
though the TSM’s intermediate OCR predictions stimulate
VLM self-correction and improve text restoration perfor-
mance (Tab. 5), we find that training a more robust or ar-
chitecturally refined TSM could further strengthen VLM-
assisted correction. Also, while the VLM can extract mul-
tilingual degraded text, the TSM is trained only on English,
restricting self-correction to English predictions. Extend-
ing the TSM to multilingual OCR is a promising direction,
especially when reliance on large, computationally inten-
sive VLMs is undesirable. However, constructing a multi-
lingual TSM is challenging due to diverse glyph structures,
stroke patterns, and writing styles that vary significantly
across languages and degrade unpredictably. Addressing
these limitations either through the development of a mul-
tilingual TSM or through improved VLM mechanisms for

extracting degraded text directly from low-quality images,
offers a significant opportunity to enhance the robustness
and expand the applicability of UniT in multilingual text
restoration scenarios.
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Figure 12. Text restoration results on Real-Text [43].
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Figure 13. Text restoration results on SA-Text test set Level 1.
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Figure 14. Text restoration results on SA-Text test set Level 2.
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Figure 15. Text restoration results on SA-Text test set Level 3.
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