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This work presents a novel progressive image vectorization technique aimed
at generating layered vectors that represent the original image from coarse
to fine detail levels. Our approach introduces semantic simplification, which
combines Score Distillation Sampling and semantic segmentation to iter-
atively simplify the input image. Subsequently, our method optimizes the
vector layers for each of the progressively simplified images. Ourmethod pro-
vides robust optimization, which avoids local minima and enables adjustable
detail levels in the final output. The layered, compact vector representation
enhances usability for further editing and modification. Comparative analy-
sis with conventional vectorization methods demonstrates our technique’s
superiority in producing vectors with high visual fidelity, and more im-
portantly, maintaining vector compactness and manageability. The project
homepage is https://szuviz.github.io/layered_vectorization/.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Vector graphics represent images at the object level rather than
the pixel level, resulting in simplified, textureless representations
that are more symbolic than realistic [Ferraiolo et al. 2000]. Such
vectorized representations use simple geometric primitives like lines,
curves, and shapes, enabling vectors to scale and resize without
quality loss. The efficiency of vectors in storing and transmitting
complex visual content with minimal data makes it popular for
easy editing and seamless integration of various elements. These
vectorized representations are commonly encoded in Scalable Vector
Graphics (SVG) format. Creating effective SVG representations often
demands considerable artistic effort. State-of-the-art vectorization
methods produce complex outputs that compromise usability and
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Fig. 1. Layered vectorization: by generating a sequence of semantically
simplified images (top row), our technique constructs vectors with progres-
sively finer levels of detail (second row from the top). This process generates
visual primitives layer by layer (third row), keeping the primitives compactly
within the boundaries of semantic groups (bottom row).

compactness [Jain et al. 2023; Ma et al. 2022]. The challenge of image
vectorization into manageable representations remains significant.

In this paper, we present a novel approach to image vectoriza-
tion, introducing a progressive technique that generates compact
layered SVG representations. Our method constructs these layers
to encapsulate coarse-to-fine details, offering a comprehensive ab-
straction of the original image. Key to our technique is the process
of semantic simplification, which generates a series of progressively
simplified versions of the input image (see the top row in Figure 1).
Our image simplification technique is based on the score distillation
sampling (SDS) [Poole et al. 2022] combined with a semantic seg-
mentation (SAM) [Kirillov et al. 2023]. Corresponding SVG layers
are generated, mirroring the progressive abstraction process of the
image (Figure 1). By harnessing a popular differential rasterizer [Li
et al. 2020], our method optimizes each SVG layer representation by
back-propagating a loss function computed on the generated raster
image.
Our progressive vectorization approach provides a series of lay-

ers, which, by construction, are organized in a back-to-front and
coarse-to-fine manner, where the vector primitives tend to be se-
mantically grouped. Moreover, our layered vectorization breaks a
complex problem into manageable pieces and hence provides robust
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Fig. 2. Five levels of detail generated with our layered image vectorization.
Note that the front layers add details on top of the back layers.

optimization, effectively avoiding the pitfalls of local minima. Conse-
quently, it tends to yield a compact representation and offers control
over the degree of detail in the final vectorized image (see Figure 2).
All together, these qualities result in a convenient, easy-to-handle,
and user-friendly vectorized representation.

In our experiments, we compare our progressive vectorization ap-
proach with state-of-the-art methods and demonstrate its powerful
abstraction capabilities. Through extensive evaluations, we high-
light the effectiveness and efficiency of our method in generating
compact and manageable SVG representations. Furthermore, the
back-to-front layered organization is particularly user-friendly for
interactive editing. Our method not only improves the vectorization
process but also produces intuitive and easy-to-manipulate vectors.

2 RELATED WORK

2.1 Image Vectorization
Image vectorization transforms rasters to vector representations
using geometric primitives, enabling resolution independence and
editability crucial for applications like digital art and design. Exist-
ing methods for image vectorization fall into two categories, i.e.,
algorithm-driven and machine learning-based approaches, which
have undergone recent reviews [Dziuba et al. 2023; Tian and Gün-
ther 2024].
Early work in this field focused on developing algorithms for

tracing and approximating image contours using various geomet-
ric primitives, such as line segments, curves, and splines [Lecot
and Levy 2006]. Classical methods for image vectorization aimed
for compact vector representations matching human perception
through piecewise curve fitting guided by perceptual cues [Do-
minici et al. 2020; Hoshyari et al. 2018], or layered color gradient
region decompositions balancing reconstruction and simplicity [Du
et al. 2023; Favreau et al. 2017]. Other classical vectorization meth-
ods for none object-based vector representation, such as mesh-based
representations [Liao et al. 2012; Sun et al. 2007; Xia et al. 2009],
curve-based representations [Xie et al. 2014], superpixel cluster-
ing [Achanta and Susstrunk 2017], are beyond this work’s scope. In
this work, the focus is on the object-level vectorization approach.

In recent years, we have witnessed growing interest in learning-
based approaches for image vectorization. A key enabler is the de-
velopment of differentiable rasterizers (e.g., DiffVG [Li et al. 2020],
Differentiable Compositor [Reddy et al. 2020]) that bridge the vector
and raster domains, allowing neural networks to be trained to gener-
ate vector outputs by optimizing raster losses and constraints. Some
methods focus on reconstructing general vector graphics like SVGs
from raster inputs [Hirschorn et al. 2024; Ma et al. 2022], aiming for
domain-agnostic compact representations through techniques like
iterative Bézier path generation/optimization and shape reduction.
Others target specific domains like clipart [Shen and Chen 2022]
or technical drawings [Egiazarian et al. 2020], exploiting inductive
biases about the input distribution. Common strategies include iter-
ative layer/primitive synthesis, rasterizing vector outputs for loss
computation, and optimizing vector parameters using metrics like
shape similarity and perceptual losses.
These data-driven vectorization approaches enable flexible edit-

ing and synthesis capabilities that are challenging for traditional
methods while producing representations suitable for downstream
applications. Similar to LIVE [Ma et al. 2022], our method iteratively
refines vector representations by adding and optimizing closed paths.
However, our approach progressively simplifies the target image,
effectively capturing its underlying layered structure with basic
primitives (see Figure 1).

2.2 Vector Generation
The pace of advancement in content generation areas, particularly
vector graphics generation, has accelerated in recent years with
the advent of AI-driven approaches. Existing works present a di-
verse range of techniques, highlighting the growing interest and
importance of this research domain. Some approaches focus on
generative models that capture the statistical dependencies and
richness of vector graphics datasets. For instance, SVG-VAE [Lopes
et al. 2019] applies sequential generative models based on a font
dataset, while DeepSVG [Carlier et al. 2020] tackles complex SVG
icon generation and interpolation with a hierarchical generative
network. Other methods leverage pre-trained models to generate
vector graphics without requiring additional training on vector data.
CLIPDraw [Frans et al. 2022] utilizes a pre-trained language-image
model to generate vector drawings from natural language input,
aligning with VectorFusion [Jain et al. 2023], which explores us-
ing text-conditioned diffusion models trained on raster images to
generate SVG-exportable vector graphics.

Addressing the limited availability of high-quality vector graph-
ics datasets, Im2Vec [Reddy et al. 2021] proposes a neural network
that generates complex vector graphics from readily available raster
training images using a differentiable rasterization pipeline. More
recently, multimodal integration of language and vision models has
also been explored. StarVector [Rodriguez et al. 2023] introduces a
model that effectively combines Code Generation Large Language
Models (CodeLLMs) and vision models, emphasizing the disentan-
glement of representations. We take inspiration from these works
and also leverage a text-to-image diffusion model to enhance the
process of progressive image simplification.
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Fig. 3. Layered vectorization: to optimize the current level, primitives are initialized at regions where semantic and visual differences are most pronounced.
The vector primitives are rendered and optimized by backpropagating a joint loss function, enhancing both structural representation and visual appearance.

2.3 Image Abstraction and Simplification
Image abstraction is a transformative process that simplifies images
while preserving their essential visual characteristics. There are
two main types of work in this area, i.e., sketch abstraction and
geometric abstraction. In sketch abstraction, recent works tackle
line drawing simplicity through techniques like Koley et al. [2024]’s
abstraction-aware framework and approaches like CLIPDraw [Frans
et al. 2022], CLIPasso [Vinker et al. 2022] and CLIPascene [Vinker
et al. 2023] that synthesize abstract sketches using language models,
emphasizing semantic understanding, prior knowledge, and geo-
metric simplifications for effective yet recognizable abstraction at
varied levels.

In geometric abstraction, recent research explores diverse tech-
niques for capturing essential geometric elements and structures,
including vector image representation [Hirschorn et al. 2024], salient
region detection [Cheng et al. 2013], procedural drawing generation
using evolutionary algorithms [Tian and Ha 2022], and assembling
images from simple parametric primitives [Chen et al. 2023]. While
image abstraction typically involves transforming the image into
a more abstract or stylized representation, image simplification is
typically an essential step in the abstraction process, where un-
necessary details are removed to simplify the image before further
abstraction techniques are applied. Our work presents a progressive
semantic-aware simplification that guides a layered vectorization
process, thereby advancing the state-of-the-art (see Figure 11).

3 OVERVIEW
Our framework consists of two modules that work sequentially
to achieve layered vectorization. One module is Progressive Image
Simplification that employs Score Distillation Sampling [Poole et al.
2022] combined with semantic segmentation to generate a sequence
of images with varying levels of semantic simplicity (see the first
row in Figure 1). The other module Layered Vectorization uses that
series of simplified images as guidance and generates vectors layer
by layer, from coarse to fine level of detail (see the second to fourth
rows in Figure 1).

Figure 3 illustrates the vector optimization per simplified level.
Taking the simplified image at the current level as input, we com-
pute its differences from images from the previous levels to estimate
where additional primitives should be best added. This process
involves examining differences at two levels: the semantic segmen-
tation level and the pixel level. At the semantic segmentation level,
vector primitives are initialized where the segmentation differences
are detected, referred to as structure-wise vector primitives. At the
pixel level, primitives can be optionally initialized (noted as pixel-
wise primitives). This primitive initialization encourages the vector
representation to effectively capture both semantic and pictorial
information (Section 5.1).
The newly added primitives, together with the primitives from

all previous levels, undergo a joint optimization towards two main
losses. One is the Visual Loss, which considers the visual fitness of
the target image at the current level. The other is the Structural Loss,
which weighs the impact of shape alignment between structure-
wise primitives and their corresponding semantic segmentation to
ensure that the vector representation accurately maintains the es-
sential structural semantics. As shown on the right part of Figure 3,
both losses are designed as image-space losses by leveraging the
capabilities of differential rendering [Li et al. 2020]. Specifically,
for structural loss, we first organize structure-wise primitives into
distinct layers. Then, for each layer, an MSE-based loss is computed
between the rendered image of structure-wise primitives and their
corresponding segmentation image. The optimization of the vec-
tor primitives is achieved by combining the structural loss from
all layers together with the visual loss. Further details regarding
the loss shall be provided in Section 5.2. Following this process,
we progressively add vector primitives from one simplified level
to the next. Once all levels are computed, we organize them into
groups with containing and contained relationships to facilitate
easier manipulation and editing.
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4 SEMANTIC SIMPLIFICATION
Our layered vectorization technique is progressively directed by a
sequence of images semantically simplified from the original image.
Current vectorization techniques primarily perform pixel-level anal-
ysis of the input image to decide where to add and optimize paths,
such as large connected areas identified by color quantification in
LIVE [Ma et al. 2022] or clusters via DBSCAN in Optimize & Reduce
(O&R) method [Hirschorn et al. 2024]. Rather than solely analyzing
the original image, our approach involves generating a series of
simplified images and their semantic segmented masks derived from
the original. Figure 4 shows an example of the simplified image se-
quence generated using our SDS-based method (Section 4.2). As can
be seen, the image sequence exhibits varying levels of simplicity,
from the original one with many intricate details and textures to a
simplified and overall outline on the right.
The intuition behind using simplified images to guide layered

vectorization is to prioritize the capture of the overall structure
before addressing subtle changes. This approach offers two notable
benefits. Firstly, by decomposing the vectorization process into man-
ageable levels, it becomes more tangible and achievable compared
to optimizing it as a whole. The incremental improvement from one
abstract level to the next is relatively small, allowing for effective
optimization at each step. Secondly, the progressive abstraction es-
tablishes a coarse-to-fine hierarchy, enabling holistic optimization
of delicate paths within the image. This approach becomes partic-
ularly advantageous when dealing with shapes that exhibit pixel
variations due to occlusion, shadows, or textures yet remain integral
components of a larger entity. For example, in the right of Figure 4,
the ‘cat’ is abstracted as a shape unit at the most simplified level,
while pixel-based methods such as LIVE or O&R would represent
the cat with fragmented shapes and fail to capture the entire cat
shape due to the occlusion of the ‘stripped sweater’. Our method
favors that these paths are retrieved as complete entities, enhancing
the overall editability and preserving the intended structure of the
figure.

Fig. 4. Layered simplified images: (left) a sequence of simplified images
generated with our SDS method, with the original image on the leftmost as
input. (right) instead of being represented by individual parts (highlighted
in green), cat shape can be captured by a single continuous path with our
semantic simplification, on the right.

4.1 Pixel-based Simplification
Pixel-based simplification techniques, such as Superpixel [Achanta
et al. 2012] andGaussian low-pass filter, can serve as baseline choices
for this purpose. By varying Gaussian kernels with radius from small
to large, a sequence of images can be generated by reducing image
noise and detail. By changing the number of superpixels, images

can be simplified by various numbers of pixel groups that share
common characteristics. Pixel-level simplification methods operate
by manipulating the intensity values of individual pixels and their
surrounding pixels. While these techniques can effectively reduce
the complexity of an image, they do not consider the semantics of
the objects present in the image. Consequently, as exemplified in
Figure 5, when these methods are applied to high-level abstract, they
may inadvertently blur or blend adjacent objects, which introduces
significant problems in the contour of semantic segmentation, such
as the leakage and inaccurate boundaries of the ‘head of the bird’.

Fig. 5. Compared to pixel-based simplification techniques, e.g., Gaussian
blur and SuperPixels, our SDS simplification can maintain the semantics
of objects well. With SDS, the boundaries of semantic segmentation are
effectively smoothed while still retaining important geometric features, such
as the distinct shape of the ‘bird’s mouth’. Note that the top row displays
simplified images, while the bottom row shows the corresponding semantic
segmentation.

4.2 Simplification with SDS
In our work, we introduce a novel semantic simplification technique
that makes use of the Feature-averaged Effect in Score Distillation
Sampling (SDS) [Poole et al. 2022]. As shown in the right column of
Figure 5, our SDS-based simplification approach effectively reduces
intricate details, such as the feather texture of the bird and the
background, while preserving fundamental features, such as a rough
silhouette depiction of the bird.
As investigated by Liang et al. [2023], the feature-average effect

of SDS can be explained by rewriting the gradient of SDS loss as:

∇𝜃LSDS (𝜃 ) = E𝑡,𝝐
[
𝜔 (𝑡)
𝛾 (𝑡)

(
𝒙0 − �̂�𝑡0

) 𝜕𝒈(𝜃 )
𝜕𝜃

]
, (1)

where 𝑔 is the differentiable generator that transforms parameters
𝜃 to create an image 𝑥 = 𝑔(𝜃 ), e.g., 𝑔 is a NeRF volume renderer
in the original SDS work [Poole et al. 2022]. In our work, we take
𝑔 as a generator that renders a single image [Hertz et al. 2023].
Therefore, 𝜃 are the image pixels. SDS drives the input image 𝒙0
towards the �̂�𝑡0, which is averaged from the images with inconsistent
features predicted by the diffusionmodel DDPM [Ho et al. 2020]. The
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diffusion model first perturbs 𝒙0 to 𝒙𝑡 with random noises. However,
DDPM is overly sensitive to its input, where minor fluctuations in
𝒙𝑡 would change the details of the predicted images. A smoothed
image without individual details is achieved by averaging images
with local feature-inconsistent.

We have adjusted the Guidance Scale parameter in Classifier-
free Guidance (CFG) [Ho and Salimans 2022] to introduce greater
variation in the generated images. Specifically, we have reduced the
value of the Guidance Scale from its usual value of 7.5 to 1.0. This
modification enables the diffusion model to exhibit more creativity
and deviate less strictly from the given text prompt.

By different numbers of SDS iterations, a sequence of 𝑁 images at
different simplified levels can be generated. In our work, 𝑁 is set to
five, i.e., the origin image and four simplified images sampled every
20 steps throughout 80 SDS iterations. As shown in Figure 5, the
SDS method simplifies the image at a very abstract level while effec-
tively maintaining the overall shape of the ‘bird’ and ‘flowers’. It is
important to note that although the resulting images appear blurred,
they still allow for effective semantic segmentation. Moreover, the
boundaries of detected objects are smoothed and compatible with
vector-based graphics.

5 LAYERED VECTORIZATION
With the sequence of simplified images, layers of vectors are progres-
sively added and optimized from the simplest to the most detailed.
Below, we introduce the key components of this part.

5.1 Primitive Initialization
During the optimization process of the 𝑁 𝑡ℎ level (𝑁 valued from
small to large, corresponding to the simple to the detailed), vector
primitives are strategically initialized at locations where prominent
differences are detected from the current image to the previous ones.
We primarily consider the differences in semantics, i.e., based on
the segmentation difference, and take the pixel-level difference as
an additional complementary to the detailed visual effects.
To add structure-wise primitives, semantic segmentation is first

applied in the 𝑁 𝑡ℎ simplified image to categorize pixels into mean-
ing regions, which we refer to as masks. Subsequently, the masks
from the 𝑁 𝑡ℎ are compared to the existing masks of the 𝑁 − 1 levels
(as shown in the left of Figure 6 (a)). Only the new masks that were
not present in the preceding 𝑁 − 1 levels are added. If a mask from
the current level exhibits a high degree of overlap with existing
masks, determined using the Jaccard similarity coefficient [Jaccard
1901], we refrain from adding it, as it likely represents the same
semantic object. Once the masks are identified and added, we ini-
tialize vector primitives for each one. We use the Douglas-Peucker
simplified representation of the masks as the initial shape [Douglas
and Peucker 1973]. To delicately capture the complex shapes at this
stage, a closed shape composed of eight cubic Bézier curves is used
as the basic vector primitive.
To add pixel-wise primitives, we compute the pixel-level dif-

ference between the 𝑁 𝑡ℎ simplicity level and the previous level
(𝑁 − 1)𝑡ℎ . A connected component labeling algorithm is applied
over pixels in the 𝑁 𝑡ℎ simplified image to connect pixels into re-
gions with a maximum difference threshold 𝐶𝑑𝑖 𝑓 𝑓 . As shown in

Fig. 6. Path initialization: (a) structure-wise primitives are initialized where
differences are identified between semantic segmentation of the current
image and previous ones, (b) pixel-wise primitives are initialized around
significant pixel-level differences between the current image to its previous
one.

Figure 6(b), the pixel-level difference is quite intricate, exhibiting
unpredictable or irregular patterns. This suggests that it is challeng-
ing to construct a compact vector structure using purely pixel-level
analysis, such as the method used in LIVE [Ma et al. 2022]. In our
work, we control the complexity of vector representation by a pa-
rameter 𝑃𝑛𝑢𝑚 , the number of pixel-level primitives to be added per
level. Also, to restrain the complexity, we employ a closed shape of
four cubic Bézier curves as the fundamental pixel-wise primitive,
which is more straightforward than the structure-wise primitive.

5.2 Loss Function
The loss function comprises two main components: the structural
loss, which measures the alignment of structure-wise primitives to
the segmentation across layers, and the visual loss, which assesses
the visual fitness of all primitives to the simplified image at the
current level.

Structural Loss. The structural loss L𝑠𝑡𝑟𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑒 is computed as
the sum ofMSE loss over the layers𝑀 . For each layer 𝑗 , the structural
loss is calculated as the MSE between the rendering of structure-
wise primitives at that layer 𝐼𝑙𝑎𝑦𝑒𝑟 𝑗 and their corresponding segmen-
tation image 𝐼𝑠𝑒𝑔𝑚𝑒𝑛𝑡 𝑗 . This function concentrates on optimizing
shape rather than colors or any other non-spatial visual appear-
ance. Therefore, we assign the same random color to each pair of
structure-wise primitives and their corresponding segmentations.
With the𝑀𝑆𝐸 𝑗 per layer, the structural loss is defined as:

L𝑠𝑡𝑟𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑒 =

𝑀∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑀𝑆𝐸 (𝐼𝑙𝑎𝑦𝑒𝑟 𝑗 , 𝐼𝑠𝑒𝑔𝑚𝑒𝑛𝑡 𝑗 ) . (2)
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Visual Loss. The visual loss L𝑣𝑖𝑠𝑢𝑎𝑙 is used to measure the dis-
crepancy between the image rendered from all primitives, denoted
as 𝐼𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑒𝑟 , and the target image at the current simplicity level, de-
noted as 𝐼𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 . The visual loss is calculated using the simple MSE
method. Mathematically, this can be expressed as:

L𝑣𝑖𝑠𝑢𝑎𝑙 = 𝑀𝑆𝐸 (𝐼𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑒𝑟 , 𝐼𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 ). (3)

Primitive Length Loss. We introduce a simple loss function
Llength based on the length of the path to ensure the primitive
quality. Mathematically, this can be expressed as:

Llength = 𝑅𝑒𝐿𝑈 (𝐿 − 𝐿min), (4)
where 𝐿 is the length of cubic Bézier curves, and 𝐿min is set to the
minimum length (5 units in our work). By incorporating this loss
term into optimization, this approach helps optimize overall path
quality by discouraging unnecessarily long paths and promoting
the use of more direct and economical routes.
With the above, the loss function is a joint one, as follows:

Ltotal = Lvisual + 𝛽Lstructure + 𝛿Llength, (5)
where the parameters 𝛽 and 𝛿 are used to balance the contribution
of each loss component to the total loss. This joint loss function
allows the model to optimize for visual accuracy, structural integrity,
and curve length simultaneously.

6 IMPLEMENTATION DETAILS
We implemented this method using PyTorch with the Adam opti-
mizer. By default, a sequence of five simplified images (including the
original input image) is generated at intervals of 20 SDS iterations.
The learning rates for optimizing primitive points and their colors
are set to 1.0 and 0.01, respectively. In Equation 5 of the joint loss
function, the 𝛽 is set to 1, and 𝛿 is set to 0.1. During the optimization
(Figure 3), we performed the optimization through 100 iterations
at each level of simplicity except the last level. For the last level of
simplicity, we conducted 500 iterations to achieve optimal results.
At the end of each iteration, primitives shorter than 25 units are
removed. Pixel-wise primitives are initialized as circular shapes with
a radius of 5 units, following the approach used in LIVE [Ma et al.
2022]. All examples and experiments in this paper were conducted
on a system running Ubuntu 20.04.6 LTS, equipped with an Intel
Xeon Gold 5320 CPU operating at 2.20 GHz and four NVIDIA A40
GPUs. Each GPU features 48 GB of GDDR6 memory with ECC.

7 RESULTS
In this section, we present the results of our method and some
applications in vector editing and design.

Layered Representation. In Figure 7, we show the vectorization
and its layered structure generated from the image shown on the
left top. As can be seen, semantic objects can be distinctly repre-
sented using a set of vector primitives from back to front (see on the
left). For example, for the ‘pink truck’, our method creates a vector
primitive to represent the entire truck, over which primitives with
secondary semantics, such as the ’cab’ and ’cargo area’, are layered
separately.

Fig. 7. An example of layered representation: vectorized from the input
image ‘transportation’ on the left-top, our method can generate distinct
vectors by semantics.

Figure 8 presents the layer structure of four more examples. For
each example, the first four columns display the structure-wise prim-
itives across four layers. The rightmost column presents the final
vectorization result, including the pixel-wise primitives. As illus-
trated, structure-wise primitives are progressively generated from
back to front and from large to small detailed shapes. With structure-
wise primitives serving as the backbone, pixel-wise primitives are
well contained within them. Figure 10 provides more examples of
the layering.

Fig. 8. Sequences of five vectorized layers: each row displays the back-to-
front layers consisting of structure-wise primitives. The rightmost column
presents the final result, incorporating the addition of pixel-wise primitives.

Vector Editing. Figure 9 shows an example of applying our method
together with the state-of-the-art methods, i.e., O&R [Hirschorn
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et al. 2024] and LIVE [Ma et al. 2022] to an image of ‘ice cream’. As
demonstrated, the visual appeal of vectors generated by our method
is noticeably superior to that produced by O&R and is comparable
to, if not better than, that by LIVE. From the perspective of structure,
our method generates much more manageable and compact vectors,
such as the ‘ice cream ball’ and ‘bowl’ organized in a grouping struc-
ture. The layering and grouping structure that we constructed in
our vectorization process significantly enhances the ease of vector
editing. For instance, the task of recoloring semantic parts within
the vector can be accomplished with just a few operation steps. Fig-
ure 9(d) provides a practical demonstration of this utility. A semantic
group of visual primitives can be easily selected by taking the group
segmentation at a certain layer as the selector. For example, we can
select all vector primitives related to the ‘pink ice cream ball’ with a
single click on the corresponding structure-wise primitive. With the
selected groups, subsequently, we can effectively change the color
of the semantic objects by adjusting the hues of all selected paths
by a specific offset while maintaining the saturation and bright-
ness constant. This process results in an organically transposed
style, yielding an ice cream ball with a fresh color yet preserving its
original texture and lighting.

Fig. 9. Vectorization and recoloring of an ‘ice cream’ image: compared to
vectors generated by (a) O&R [Hirschorn et al. 2024] and (b) LIVE [Ma et al.
2022], (c) our method generates a more structured vector representation.
Note the hierarchies of ‘ball’ and ’bowl’. (d) With our layered vector repre-
sentation, the vectors facilitate altering colors in a few steps: from left to
right, the original image, selected groups of primitives by clicking the back
primitive container, and change the color style by shifting the hue channel
of a fixed offset.

8 EXPERIMENTS
In this section, we present a quantitative analysis conducted among
LIVE, O&R, and our technique from the perspective of visual quality,
time consumption, and representation compactness.
In Figure 11, we show examples of the three vectorization tech-

niques. To make the comparison fair, we use 256 visual primitives for
all three methods. For O&R [Hirschorn et al. 2024], we used an opti-
mize and reduce process of 1024, 768, 512, 384, and 256 primitives.

For our method, we employed a simple strategy to precisely limit
the number of visual primitives to 256. Specifically, we optimized
the structure-wise primitives for N levels of simplicity first, after
which we added and optimized pixel-wise primitives to ensure the
total primitive count reached 256. Overall, our method demonstrates
the improvements over existing methods.

Visual Fidelity. In this section, we examined the visual rendering
fidelity of the generated vectors, specifically how closely they re-
semble the original input image. To quantify this, we calculated the
mean squared error (MSE) between the rendering image of vectors
and the original image. Table 2 shows the result for the ten examples
in Figure 11. Except for the ‘animals’, our method generates vectors
with higher visual quality than the other two baseline methods
in other examples. For instance, in the ’hamburger’ example, our
method accurately renders the ’sesame on the bread’, whereas the
other two methods fail to do so. Similarly, in the ’boat’ example, our
method recovers the ’reflection on water with letters’, which the
other methods do not capture effectively.

Time Consumption. We measured the time required by the three
techniques to generate the ten examples in Figure 11. LIVE exhib-
ited the highest execution time, averaging 37 minutes per image.
Conversely, O&R demonstrated the lowest time consumption, re-
quiring approximately 14 minutes to generate image vectors. Our
proposed method achieved a balance between the two, with an av-
erage processing time of 16 minutes per image. Details regarding
the execution time for each technique are provided in Table 1.

LIVE O&R Ours
hamburger 2111 805 888
fish 2229 886 1046
peak 2456 918 1071
animals 2199 958 1011
wolf 2385 835 1025
butterfly 2447 908 1044
fisherman 2142 883 967
boat 2390 907 919
bike 2289 869 1042
landscape 2125 831 1064
Average (s) 2277.3 880.0 1007.7
Std. 134.5 46.3 62.6

Table 1. Time cost of ten examples (s) in Figure 11.

Vector Representation. We introduce the metric Vector Compact-
ness (VeC) to assess how well the primitives are grouped and con-
tained. Given a semantic mask (e.g., the area of pixels segmented
as ‘butterfly’), VeC is defined as the ratio between the number of
primitives with high containment within the mask (i.e., exceeding
90% area overlap) and the total number of primitives interacting
with the mask. We evaluated this metric by sampling four semantic
masks from each image example in Figure 11 and computing the av-
erage VeC per image. As presented in Table 2, our proposed method
maintains significantly higher compactness of primitives compared

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: June 2024.
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Table 2. MSE and vector compactness of ten examples in Figure 11: our
method outperforms LIVE and O&R in terms of both visual and structural
reconstruction quality.

MSE Vector Compact (%)
LIVE O&R Ours LIVE O&R Ours

hamburger 0.0047 0.0082 0.0011 18.0 11.4 56.7
fish 0.0104 0.0124 0.0094 24.1 18.2 48.5
peak 0.0045 0.0033 0.0018 11.7 9.9 35.2

animals 0.0038 0.0055 0.0040 8.3 9.4 43.8
wolf 0.0017 0.0025 0.0015 22.7 12.1 36.2

butterfly 0.0031 0.0045 0.0025 15.9 19.0 44.5
boat 0.0050 0.0065 0.0036 24.7 19.4 47.7

fisherman 0.0044 0.0047 0.0033 15.2 16.9 42.0
bike 0.0057 0.0078 0.0045 30.4 17.4 49.6

landscape 0.0055 0.0071 0.0050 27.8 12.8 34.5
Average 0.0049 0.0063 0.0037 19.9 14.7 43.9
Std. 0.0023 0.0029 0.0024 7.17 3.89 7.14

to the other two methods, with approximately 43.9%, while only
19.9% and 14.7% for LIVE and O&R, respectively. Furthermore, as
visually evident in Figure 11, primitives in LIVE or O&R tend to
exhibit scattering and inter-region intersections. In contrast, our
method demonstrates superior performance by effectively retaining
nearly half of the visual primitives within their designated semantic
structures.

9 CONCLUSIONS
We have introduced a progressive image vectorization technique
that provides a compact representation of geometric primitives
through layered vectorization. Our method prioritizes capturing the
overall structure before adding layers with finer details by utilizing
a series of simplified images to guide this process. This approach
offers two main advantages. First, it decomposes the vectorization
process intomanageable portions, enhancing optimization efficiency
at each step and enabling comprehensive refinement of complex
paths. Second, it establishes a coarse-to-fine hierarchy, where coarse
levels capture larger structural elements and fine levels address
smaller, detailed components. Overall, as demonstrated, our method
produces a vectorized representation that is significantly more user-
friendly and effective than those produced by current state-of-the-
art techniques, greatly enhancing usability for further editing and
modification.
In this paper, we refer to and claim that our method is an image

simplification technique rather than an image abstraction. While
the two concepts share similarities, they diverge in their primary
objectives. Image abstraction aims to represent images in a stylized
manner while retaining essential characteristics, whereas image
simplification prioritizes reducing complexity in a hierarchical man-
ner. Our approach for abstraction is applying a semantic-aware
simplification, but it does not include stylization aspects. Our pri-
mary goal was to generate compact and manageable vectorized
representations. Future endeavors will explore the integration of
stylization aspects into our framework.
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Fig. 10. Gallery of examples generated by our layered vectorization technique: given the input image on the right-most, our method progressively generates
layers of vectors, transitioning from coarse to finely detailed representations.
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Fig. 11. Gallery of examples generated by three image vectorization techniques, i.e., LIVE [Ma et al. 2022], O&R [Hirschorn et al. 2024] and ours.
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