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Abstract

Designing visually diverse and high-quality designs remains a manual, time-
consuming process, limiting scalability and personalization in creative workflows.
We present a system for generating editable design variations using a decoder-
only language model — the Creative Pre-trained Transformer (CPT) — trained to
predict visual style attributes in design templates (Figure [I). At the core of our
approach is a new representation called Creative Markup Language (CML), a
compact, machine-learning—friendly format that captures canvas-level structure,
page layout, and element-level details (text, images, and vector graphics), including
both content and style. We fine-tune CPT on a large corpus of design templates
authored by professional designers, enabling it to learn meaningful, context-aware
predictions for attributes such as color schemes and font choices. The model pro-
duces semantically structured and stylistically coherent outputs, preserving internal
consistency across elements. Unlike generative image models, our system yields
fully editable design documents rather than pixel-only images, allowing users to
iterate, personalize within a design editor. In experiments, our approach generates
contextual color and font variations for existing templates and shows promise in
adjusting layouts, all while maintaining design principles.

1 Introduction

Creating visually appealing content that aligns with brand guidelines is essential for creators, mar-
keters, and businesses. However, producing content at scale remains manual and slow. Typically,
expert designers are required to create and adapt templates for different contexts or audiences. As
demand for high-quality personalized content grows across platforms, this manual workflow becomes
a bottleneck that limits both creativity and productivity. Recent advances in generative Al have
introduced powerful multimodal models [Achiam et al., 2023, |OpenAl} 2024, |Team et al.,|2023] and
tools capable of producing impressive visual artifacts [Lin et al., 2023} Gao et al.,[2023]], yet many of
these systems operate in unstructured domains (e.g., image generation) or require extensive prompt
engineering without offering editability or control over specific visual attributes. Other tools provide
semi-automated recommendations for fonts [Zhao et al.l 2018| Jiang et al., 2019] or context-aware
asset search [Kovacs et al., 2018]], but these require manual application and often lack contextual
awareness or stylistic coherence throughout designs.

In this work, we propose a new perspective on the design variation problem: treating it as a structured
sequence prediction task over a semantically rich representation of design documents. We introduce
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Figure 1: Our CPT model uses the context of the original template (far left) to generate font and color variations.

the Creative Pre-trained Transformer (CPT), a decoder-only language model fine-tuned to predict
masked style attributes within editable design templates. Central to this approach is the Creative
Markup Language (CML), a compact machine learning-friendly representation that encodes the
structure, layout, content and styling details at the canvas level for text, images, and vector graphics,
inspired by recent work on multimodal document understanding [Ye et al., 2023} [Kikuchi et all

2024].

By leveraging powerful large language models (LLMs) fine-tuned on designer-authored content, our
approach incorporates rich world knowledge about color, typography, and visual design, allowing
the generation of context-aware and stylistically sophisticated variations compared to traditional
recommendation-based methods. Unlike traditional generation methods that produce static images,
our system produces fully editable design documents that can be rendered, edited, and exported
within a commercial design editor.

Our contributions are as follows:

* We propose a controllable and editable design-variation framework (CPT+CML): users choose
which attributes to vary (color, font, layout), CPT predicts only those fields under optional brand
constraints, and the resulting documents remain fully editable—unlike traditional LLM/diffusion
systems that produce uncontrolled, non-editable outputs.

* We develop a complete engineering pipeline for converting raw production design documents to
and from CML, enabling seamless integration with production design tools and editable output.

* We design a heuristics-based evaluation pipeline complemented by a GPT-powered filter and design
scorer, which ensures generated variations meet aesthetic and usability standards.

* We demonstrate the effectiveness of our approach on generating stylistically coherent color and
font variations for templates from a commercial design editor, and show preliminary results for
layout variation on simple templates.

2 Background and Related Work

Early systems for automatic graphic design relied on hard—coded rules or template retrieval, limiting
flexibility and scale [O’Donovan et al, 2014, [Kovacs et all, 2018]]. Recent work treats layout
generation as a learning problem. GAN-based models such as LayoutGAN refine randomly initialised
element boxes using a wire-frame discriminator 2019]. Latent-variable approaches
(LayoutVAE) capture the distribution of scene layouts via a VAE, while autoregressive transformers
(LayoutTransformer, VTN) model element sequences directly. Diffusion variants (LayoutDM) further
boost diversity and realism through iterative refinement.

Most of these methods output abstract bounding boxes and raster previews, leaving detailed styling
(color, typography) and editability to the user. To address full-fidelity outputs, CreatiPoster generates
multi-layer posters by combining an LLM for structured JSON with a diffusion background model
Zhang et al} [2023]. Closer to our goal, Shimoda et al. propose a transformer that predicts coherent
font-and-color assignments for placeholder text, but it omits images and layout metadata [Shimoda
et al.l 2024]. Context-aware recommenders handle specific style subtasks—e.g. font pairing [Zhao
et al.,[2018} Jiang et al.| 2019] or harmonisation—but treat each element independently and do not
scale to full-template variation.
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Figure 2: High-Level Overview of the Design Variations Pipeline

Prior systems differ in output fidelity and editability. LayoutDM and related diffusion/transformer
models generate only abstract boxes or raster previews, offering limited control
2024]. AutoPoster produces content-aware posters but as static images without editability
et al.| |2023]]. CreatiPoster improves fidelity with layered JSON plus a diffusion background, yet
control remains partial (layers only) [Zhang et al}[2023]]. In contrast, CPT outputs fully structured,
editable CML documents with fine-grained control (color, font, layout, brand), unifying editability
and controllability in a single framework.

Our work unifies these threads: we cast template variation as a masked sequence prediction task over
a compact, editable markup (CML) and fine-tune a 7B decoder-only LLM (CPT) to jointly predict
color, font and layout attributes. Unlike prior image-centric generators, CPT outputs a fully structured
document that designers can open and tweak directly, bridging large-language-model reasoning with
professional creative tools.

3 Design

Our system consists of three main components: (1) a design representation (CML) that converts
graphical templates into a linear token sequence suitable for a language model, and (2) the Creative
Pre-trained Transformer (CPT) model, a decoder-only transformer that is fine-tuned on the CML
sequences to output design variations, and (3) a design scorer to filter designs that do not meet
aesthetic standards. We also outline our training procedure for CPT, which involves masking certain
attributes in the CML and letting the model predict them, and describe how we generate new variations
at inference time. An overview of the pipeline is illustrated in Figure[2}

3.1 Creative Markup Language (CML)

CML (Creative Markup Language) is a domain-specific, compact, and semantically rich representation
for editable design templates. It linearizes design documents into sequences of tokens while preserving
their hierarchical structure. A CML document begins with global definitions (e.g., canvas size,
background), followed by structured element blocks such as <text>, 
<image id="9" entityId="£f49e9351-17e2-4db3-8e43-6£888f50c856" sourceType="
designAsset" sourceId="546836347">
<bounds top="-1022" left="2735" width="2304" height="1665" rotation="90" z-
index="1" />
<content>
autumn leaves background vector | price 1 credit usd $1
</content>
<style blendMode="normal" hasAlpha="true" />
<colorGrid cl="#cad4634" c2="H#Effffff" c3="H#Efffff" c4="#fbd278" cE="#ffffff"
c6="#Efffff" cT7T="#c67029" c8="H#Lfffff" cO="#Efffff" />
<effect name="shape" type="Rectangle" shape="" />
</image>
<image id="10" entityId="b18d5b08-4c33-44fe-ba86-09e71c170686" sourceType="
designAsset" sourceld="546836347">
<bounds top="2473" left="2715" width="1397" height="3408" rotation="90" z-
index="12" />
<content>
autumn leaves background vector | price 1 credit usd $1
</content>
<style blendMode="normal" hasAlpha="true" />
<colorGrid cl1="#cad634" c2="#ffffff" c3="#Lffffff" c4="#fbd278" cHE="#ffffff"
c6="#Efffff" c7="#c67029" c8="#HLfffff" cO="#EfLffff" />
<effect name="shape" type="Rectangle" shape="" />
</image>
<shape id="11" type="composite" entityId="b1f0a839-6464-4ef4-8536-9e1£f8c677d74"
sourceType="Adobe Stock" sourceId="596680639">
<bounds top="261" left="345" width="53" height="106" rotation="53" z-index
=ngn />
<content>
a pill icon on a white background
</content>
<search>
pill icon
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</search>
<style opacity="1" color="#008045" strokeColor="#008045" strokePosition="
center" strokeWidth="1" strokeDashGeometryType="solid" />
</shape>
<shape id="12" type="Rectangle" entityId="2b32abcc-476d-4f1e-98c2-2b67080e6f7e">
<bounds top="94" left="-89" width="1162" height="594" rotation="0" z-index
="2" />
<style opacity="1" color="#fff6eb" strokeColor="#e0e0e0" strokePosition="
center" strokeWidth="0" strokeMiter="10" strokeDashGeometryType="solid"
/>
</shape>
<shape id="13" type="Ellipse" entityId="99c6361e-2f62-4b27-97db-5714d0276ce7">
<geometry rx="70" ry="70" />
<bounds top="240" left="245" width="149" height="149" rotation="0" z-index
=||8l| />
<style opacity="1" color="transparent" strokeColor="#008045" strokePosition="
center" strokeWidth="8.14" strokeMiter="10" strokeDashGeometryType="
solid" />
</shape>
<shape id="14" type="Line" entityId="£f6c37c37-c479-4311-a29a-f8b4705f2f6c">
<geometry startX="0" startY="0" endX="765" endY="0" />
<bounds top="2007" left="232" width="765" height="4" rotation="0" z-index
="14" />
<style opacity="1" color="transparent" strokeColor="#782010" strokePosition="
center" strokeWidth="4" strokeMiter="10" strokeDashGeometryType="solid"
/>
</shape>
</page>
</cml>
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