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Abstract

Chart parsing poses a significant challenge due to the
diversity of styles, values, texts, and so forth. Even ad-
vanced large vision-language models (LVLMs) with billions
of parameters struggle to handle such tasks satisfactorily.
To address this, we propose OneChart: a reliable agent
specifically devised for the structural extraction of chart in-
formation. Similar to popular LVLMs, OneChart incorpo-
rates an autoregressive main body. Uniquely, to enhance
the reliability of the numerical parts of the output, we in-
troduce an auxiliary token placed at the beginning of the
total tokens along with an additional decoder. The numer-
ically optimized (auxiliary) token allows subsequent tokens
for chart parsing to capture enhanced numerical features
through causal attention. Furthermore, with the aid of the
auxiliary token, we have devised a self-evaluation mech-
anism that enables the model to gauge the reliability of
its chart parsing results by providing confidence scores for
the generated content. Compared to current state-of-the-
art (SOTA) chart parsing models, e.g., DePlot, ChartVLM,
ChartAst, OneChart significantly outperforms in Average
Precision (AP) for chart structural extraction across multi-
ple public benchmarks, despite enjoying only 0.2 billion pa-
rameters. Moreover, as a chart parsing agent, it also brings
10%+ accuracy gains for the popular LVLM (LLaVA-1.6)
in the downstream ChartQA benchmark.

1. Introduction

Charts and plots, as key visual language, permeate every
aspect of education and work. They help people easily and
accurately understand, compare, and analyze data. Beyond
just titles, axes, and legends, charts are made up of points,
lines, angles, colors, and shapes. These detailed visual
elements greatly increase the complexity of automatically
parsing charts, making it a challenging yet essential area of
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram comparing our method with
other methods. is the auxiliary special token. The
numbers highlighted in red and green represent incorrect and cor-
rect predictions, respectively.

research in computer vision [1, 2].

Previous methods [3-6] rely on traditional techniques
like detection [7] and Optical Character Recognition (OCR)
to transform images into tables, then fine-tuned special-
ized TableQA models [8, 9] for inference. It is reason-
able that comprehensive and accurate perception can effec-
tively assist in information extraction and downstream rea-
soning tasks. In recent years, with the evolution of vision-
language models (VLMs) [10-18], end-to-end chart under-
standing models such as MatChart [19], ChartAst [20], and
ChartVLM [21] started to surface. These models meld vi-
sion encoders and autoregressive decoders, aiming for pre-
training on image-to-table tasks and fine-tuning for Ques-
tion and Answer (QA) applications. Despite their advances,
accoring to our experiments in Section 4.3, these mod-
els with billions of parameters still face limitations in ex-
tracting structured information and processing various chart
styles, especially in the scenario of parsing charts lacking
numerical annotations.

We think the performance issue seen in the above VLMs
is primarily due to two factors. Firstly, the vision encoder
may exhibit the issue of “CLIP bias”. Most of the mod-
els mentioned employ a CLIP-based [22] ViT as the vision
encoder. However, since CLIP-ViT is primarily trained on
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short, global descriptions of natural image-caption pairs, us-
ing it as a vision encoder may lead to the omission of cru-
cial local details necessary for chart parsing. This discrep-
ancy could result in a gap between CLIP-ViT’s functional-
ity and tasks that require dense perception (such as chart
parsing). Additionally, the training mainly conducted with
English captions also affects the effectiveness of the CLIP-
ViT in encoding charts embedded in other languages. Sec-
ondly, the use of cross-entropy loss in autoregressive de-
coders presents limitations in accurately capturing or pre-
dicting numerical values. For instance, the cross-entropy
losses for the numbers 77008” and ”70.8” shown in Fig-
ure 1 can be deceptively similar. This proximity in loss
values complicates the model’s convergence process and re-
duces its accuracy in capturing numerical values in charts.
Moreover, there are limited diversified public benchmarks
in chart parsing filed. ChartQA [3] and PlotQA [4] primar-
ily consist of bar and line charts from online platforms, with
very few pie charts included. Similarly, datasets like Sim-
Chart9K [23] and ChartX [21], created using Matplotlib,
show limited stylistic variety. The lack of diverse bench-
marks for chart analysis hinders the development of related
research areas.

To tackle these challenges, we introduce a chart con-
verter named OneChart in this work. It captures essential
components like chart titles, sources, and aligned numeri-
cal data and maps them to a Python-dict format, which can
effectively facilitate downstream chart reasoning tasks. To
overcome the “CLIP bias” mentioned above and enhance
the model’s ability to compress chart information, we train a
specialized chart encoder from scratch using a large amount
of synthetic chart data in both English and Chinese. In par-
allel, to elevate the model’s capability to interpret numerical
values in charts and increase the reliability of its numeri-
cal output, an additional auxiliary token is introduced. We
also develop a decoder specifically for this token and opti-
mize it using a customized L1 loss. Moreover, we present
a large-scale chart-to-dict benchmark named ChartY, which
comprises approximately 6K charts. These charts span a
broad spectrum of topics and types and include content in
both English and Chinese languages. In sum, our primary
contributions are as follows:

e Introduction of OneChart: We propose OneChart, a
state-of-the-art chart-to-dict model that uses an auxiliary
token to guide the model towards more accurate numer-
ical value parsing. This model serves as a foundational
framework for other researchers to further develop and
enhance.

¢ Creation of the ChartY benchmark: We standardize
tasks involved in chart-to-dict and introduce a new, com-
prehensive benchmark ChartY. This benchmark spans a
wide array of topics, chart types, and languages, offering
a robust platform for future research and evaluation.

* Numerous experiments and analyses: Experiments re-
veal that OneChart achieves SOTA performance in struc-
tural extraction. It shows a 19.1% to 29.4% improvement
compared to suboptimal methods particularly in charts
lacking numerical annotations. Additionally, the inte-
gration with popular VLMs enhances accuracy by 32.6%
with LLaVA1.5 [11] and 11.2% with LLaVA1.6 [24] on
the ChartQA benchmark.

2. Related Work
2.1. Chart Structural Extraction

Chart structural extraction aims to extract the main tex-
tual and visual elements (such as title, axis names, leg-
ends, values, etc.) from chart images through certain
methods or models, and organize them in an appropri-
ate way. In the early stage, some non-end-to-end meth-
ods used keypoint/region detection or segmentation meth-
ods, combined with OCR and other methods for informa-
tion extraction [3, 4, 6, 25-27]. While these methods have
advanced the extraction and analysis of chart structures,
their implementation is complex and heavily reliant on the
generalization capabilities of traditional techniques. These
methods are commonly used for specific types of tables
and have lower generalization performance for real-world
charts. Currently, several studies [19, 20, 23, 28-30] tend
to use the vision-language models (VLMs) to extract the in-
formation contained in visual charts end-to-end and store it
in a table format. This approach effectively translates visual
data into linguistic formats. Beyond just transforming chart
data into tables, ChartVLM [21] also decouples the task of
parsing chart titles.

2.2. Chart Reasoning

Chart reasoning aims to provide relevant descriptions, sum-
maries, QA, or comparative analysis of visual charts. At
present, researches are mainly divided into two-stage and
end-to-end methods, which treat chart reasoning as a down-
stream task after extracting key information from charts.
PlotQA [4] and ChartQA [3] extract the key information
and send it to TableQA models [8, 9, 31] for reasoning and
answering. StructChart [23] and DePlot [28] utilize the in-
ference ability of pre-trained large language model [32, 33]
with a small number of shots, and use the output as the
prompt for reasoning. End-to-end approaches like ChartAs-
sistant [20], ChartLlama [30], and ChartVLM [21] start by
aligning visual charts with their textual information through
pre-training from charts to tables. They then fine-tune
various tasks including information extraction, open ques-
tion answering, and summarization, enabling simultaneous
implementation of information extraction and downstream
tasks. Clearly, whether using end-to-end or two-stage meth-
ods, the structural extraction of information from charts re-
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Figure 2. Process of our data generation. We randomly generate multi-topic source data in both Chinese and English using GPT-3.5 or
random corpora. Subsequently, we employ two rendering tools, Matplotlib and Pyecharts, to produce chart of various styles and types.

mains fundamental.

2.3. Multimodal Chart Benchmarks

At present, there is not a lot of open source benchmark-
ing work. ChartQA [3] and PlotQA [4] are mainly suitable
for tasks such as chart-to-table and QA summary. Chart-to-
Text [34] is mainly suitable for chart-to-table and summary
tasks, but the truth quality of the table is poor. The current
benchmark works such as StructChart [23], MMC [35], and
ChartVLM [21] cover more tasks, such as code redrawing,
analysis, and type judgment. These works have to some ex-
tent promoted the development of chart parsing work. How-
ever, the data used to evaluate multimodal large-scale mod-
els for charts is still relatively limited in terms of style, type,
and language diversity.

3. Method

In this section, we outline the methodology behind
OneChart, structured into five key areas: Data Engine, Ar-
chitecture, The Auxiliary Token, Training Process, and In-
ference. Each part plays a critical role, from providing train-
ing data and defining structural design to detailing our ap-
proach, optimization strategies, and inference results.

3.1. Data Engine

Chart data generation. Except for chart data from on-
line platforms, such as ChartQA, most chart data is gen-
erated using tools such as Matplotlib and Pyecharts. Conse-
quently, we utilize both tools to generate chart images. The
charts generated by Matplotlib all contain four fields: “ti-
tle”, “x_axis”, “y_axis” and “chart body”. Due to the limited
functionality of Matplotlib and Pyecharts, we specifically
introduce the “chart source” to better fit the real-world chart
data style. In addition to taking general rendering methods,
we add an additional two-stage rendering method, which
first creates the main part except for the title and source,
and then adds the title and source to the chart stochastically
through graphic stitching. To enhance the visual diversity of

charts, we employ randomly generated 16-bit color codes
to alter the colors of both text and graphics, beyond the
commonly used color schemes. We also offer hundreds of
distinct text fonts. Additionally, we introduce considerable
variability in the size, direction, and quantity of visual ele-
ments. For the generation of pre-training data, the content
of the charts is produced randomly. Specifically, for textual
information such as title and source, we utilize the Natural
Language Processing (NLP) corpus [36], extracting entries
randomly by setting predetermined lengths. The numerical
content is generated under controlled distribution to ensure
variability. In total, the process yields about 10M chart im-
ages alongside their corresponding truth labels. Figure 2
shows the process of our data generation.

Data details. The data we generate predominantly fall
into two principal categories: barline and pie charts. (1)
Barline Charts: These are categorized into five distinct
types: Single Column Chart, Multi Column Chart, Single
Line Chart, Multi Line Chart, and Combo Chart (Mixed
Chart). Each type is evenly split between visualizations
that feature numerical labels and those that do not. Cur-
rently, our Barline charts can accommodate up to three leg-
ends. (2) Pie Charts: In this category, Labeled Pie Charts
and Pie Charts with Legends are distributed in equal pro-
portions. Furthermore, in the process of generating content
with logical and practical significance using GPT-3.5, we
employ varied prompts to facilitate the creation of themat-
ically diverse data across several domains, such as finance,
education, technology, among others.

3.2. Architecture

OneChart is an end-to-end chart information extraction tool
based popular VLM architecture, as shown in Figure 3. Re-
garding the selection of VLMs, we choose for the recently
released Vary-tiny model [15], which consists of a vision
encoder from SAM-base and a tiny auto-regressive OPT-
125M [37] decoder, linked by a linear layer to synchronize
their channel dimensions.

For the chart image input, we simply resize the image to
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Figure 3. Overall pipeline of OneChart model. Compared with popular VLMs, we introduce an additional auxiliary token <Chart> at
the start of the token sequence, alongside an extra decoder, to enhance the reliability of the numerical outputs.

a fixed resolution 1024 x 1024 without any extra data aug-
mentation. The model learn to extract Python-dict informa-
tion with respect to the input image using causal masked
language modeling, which can be written as:

»Cte:vt(ea w) = _E(w,v)ND IOg P0 (wm | W<m, 'U) (1)

where w denotes the target text sequence, v denotes the
vision features from the vision backbone, m denotes the
current index of the output target token and D denotes the
dataset.

3.3. The Auxiliary Token

To enhance the reliability of number values in outputs and
mitigate the risk of significant errors, we introduce a spe-
cial token denoted as "<Chart>" by prefixing its output.
This special token will trigger an extra chart’s numerical
values prediction. As shown in Figure 3, the correspond-
ing hidden state embedding t € R"%® of auxiliary token
"<Chart>" is fed into a auxiliary decoder F comprised
of 3 layer MLPs and 2 ReLU activation function. The auxil-
iary output denoted as F(t), where F(t) € R?% represents
the normalized numerical values prediction within a chart.
To supervise the numerical output, we incorporate the L1
loss for the number loss L4, during training:

‘Cnum(au U) = E(u,t)~D|]:(t) - u|mask:ed7 (2)

where u represents the min-max normalized ground truth
values within a chart image. Each vector of ground truth
values is extended to a fixed length of 256 elements through
padding with “nan” values to facilitate parallelized training
across batches. In the loss function L£,,,,., masked is the
non-padded (non-nan) elements, ensuring that the padding
does not influence the loss computation.

Since OPT-125M in OneChart is a transformer-based
model incorporating causal attention, it can attend to the
hidden state of the first <Chart> entries when processing
the text output in the form of a python-dict. The auxiliary
decoder is an optional component rather than a primary tool
during inference. This design maintains the model’s versa-
tility and ease of use, akin to the traditional Vision Lan-
guage Model (VLM). Additionally, the auxiliary number
decoder can participate in the computation of confidence
scores to help filter its predictions, thereby enhancing the
output’s reliability. A detailed exploration of this process is
presented in Section 3.5.

3.4. Training Process

Along all the training stage, we use the template of Vicuna
v1 [38] to construct ground truth in a conversation format
as "USER: <img> [image] </img> Covert
the key information of the chart to a
python dict. ASSITANT: <Chart> [texts
output] </s>". We add the "<img>", "<Chart>"



Table 1. Overview of fine-tuning data sources and samples in
English (En.) and Chinese (n.) Some charts come from real-
world online platforms (Real.) and others are rendered by Python.
ChartQA: images from the ChartQA training set, PlotQA: images
from the PlotQA training set.

Lang. | Data Source Render | Samples
ChartQA. Real. - 17.8 K

PlotQA. Real. matplotlib 157K

E pye-barline. GPT3.5 pyecharts 640 K
1. pye-pie GPT3.5 pyecharts 184 K
reversal. GPT3.5 pyecharts 50K
mat-barline. GPT3.5 matplotlib 640 K

mat-pie GPT3.5 matplotlib 184 K

7h pye-barline. GPT3.5 pyecharts 640 K
' pye-pie GPT3.5 pyecharts 184 K
Total | 27M

and "</img>" as special tokens of the text tokenizer of
OPT-125M and we find that it can adapt very well to the
Vicuna template. [image] represents the vision feature
that occupies 256 tokens and [texts output] is the
python-dict format text of the chart.

Stagel: Pretraining. During this stage, we perform
pre-training using 10 million synthetic chart data, includ-
ing Chinese and English languages. The chart of 5 million
is generated by matplotlib, and the other 5 million is gen-
erated by pyecharts. The data source of chart is randomly
generated in this stage. The model is trained with a batch
size of 16 and a learning rate of le-4 for 3 epochs. During
this stage, the entire vision encoder with language model
are trained. The training loss is formulated as:

Estagel = Etazt (3)

where L;¢.; is cross entropy loss. The Stagel training uses
32 A100 (80G) GPUs for around 12 hours.

Stage2: Warmup auxiliary number decoder. In the
second stage, we use about 2.7 millions SFT data as shown
in Table 1 to warmup auxiliary number decoder. In this
stage, we frozen the vision encoder and only train language
model and auxiliary decoder. The training loss is defined
as:

£sta962 = ‘ctea:t + Enum (4)

In Stage2, we use batch size of 16 and a learning rate of Se-
5 for 1 epoch, this training uses 16 A100(80G) GPUs for
around 3 hours.

Stage3: Supervised Fine-tuning (SFT) In this stage,
we fine-tuning total model parameters utilizing above SFT
data. The training loss Lgsqge3 is same as Lgiage2. We use
batch size of 16 and a learning rate of 5e-5 for 1 epoch, this
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Figure 4. Inference pipeline. OneChart directly outputs raw re-
sults in text and has an optional self-consistency distance to deter-
mine the reliability of the raw predicts.

training uses 24 A100(80G) GPUs for around 4 hours. Sub-
sequently, we employed this fine-tuned model to evaluate its
performance across all benchmarks in Section 4, recording
the scores achieved.

3.5. Inference

During inference, the provided chart image is first resized
to 1024 x 1024 pixels, with the pixel values scaled to the
range of O to 1. Subsequently, through a vision encoder,
a vision embedding v € R?56%768 5 integrated into the
text embedding of the Vicuna v1 conversation template, as
described in Section 3.4. The text in python-dict format is
then serialized for output. The appearance of the "</s>"
special token signifies the end of the output, which we refer



to as the raw output. The performance of this raw output is
presented in the SE benchmark in Table 2.

Moreover, and critically, we introduce an option to in-
corporate the output from the auxiliary number decoder to
achieve a reliability check of the original output. As illus-
trated in Figure 4, the raw predict can be easily parsed into
a dictionary in python by json.loads () function. Fol-
lowing this, the numbers are extracted from the dictionary in
sequence and subjected to min-max normalization, denoted
as u,. Simultaneously, the auxiliary decoder generates a
numerical prediction, u.. The self-consistency distance S
between these two types of predictions is calculated as fol-
lows:

1 N
S=+ le — il 5)

where N represents the number of numeric values con-
tained within the “value” field of the raw output. The range
of S is between [0, 1]. The smaller the value, the closer
the self-consistency distance, which can also be explained
as the model being more confident in its own output accu-
racy. Additionally, by setting a threshold, we can quantify
the “quality” of the output results, guiding users to selec-
tively trust the outputs.

4. Experiments
4.1. Evaluation Metrics

Model should extract the key elements of chart in the de-
fined python-dict structure. Predicted dictionary should at
least include these elements: “title”, “source”, “x_axis”,
“y_axis”, and “value”. We comprehensively evaluate the
model’s output from two aspects: textual OCR accuracy and
structural extraction precision. We also report the accuracy
in the popular QA benchmark.

Textual OCR. For the chart’s textual elements such as
“title”, “source”, “x_axis”, “y_axis” in dictionary, we em-
ploy an accuracy evaluation based on normalized edit dis-
tance [39, 40], which allows us to measure the closeness
of the model-generated text to the ground truth with preci-
sion. In order to unify the evaluation indicators as larger is
better, we report the value of 1 minus the normalized edit-
ing distance as the OCR accuracy, denoted as Reverse Edit
distance (RE).

Structural Extraction. For the “values” field, which
is itself also a python-dict, represents the entity name and
numerical data presented in the chart. To evaluate the ac-
curacy of this crucial component, we concatenate the key
and item pairs into tuples and assess them using the mean
Average Precision (AP) from the SCRM (Structuring Chart-
oriented Representation Metric) [23]. According to the def-
inition of SCRM, three different levels of tolerance (tol :=

{strict, slight, high}) are set for fine-grained evaluation of
SE task:

strict := { Jinrlyoy = O A €tnrlyo = 0},
slight :== { Jihr|; = 2 A €thrly,, = 0.05}, 6)
thh = {Jthrltol =5A ethr|t0l = 01},

where Jyp,,- |t ., indicates the edit distance threshold between
prediction and GT string, e, |,,, refers to the relative error
threshold between prediction numeric value and GT value.

QA. With OneChart’s support, we evaluate some LLM
and VLMs on chart-related QA tasks like ChartQA[3]. In
this downstream task, we use their vanilla metrics for a fair
comparison with other methods.

4.2. Benchmark for Structural Extraction

Traditional QA benchmarks, such as ChartQA and PlotQA,
often limit their scope to querying small, isolated segments
of information from charts, such as individual values, which
may not effectively gauge a model’s ability to extract and
understand the full spectrum of data presented in a chart. In
contrast, we aim to establish a benchmark centered around
the Structural Extraction (SE) task, which directly assesses
the model’s accuracy in converting chart images into struc-
tured Python-dict representations.

Our benchmark including several parts, which are metic-
ulously composed of images from the following sources,
each contributing uniquely to the breadth of the dataset:

* ChartQA-SE and PlotQA-SE: The images for these com-
ponents are derived from the test sets of ChartQA and
PlotQA, respectively. Both datasets originate from real-
world online platforms, encompassing a wide range of
topics such as economy, finance, society, politics, and in-
dustry. Most images in ChartQA have specific numeri-
cal annotations on them. PlotQA features charts rendered
by software based on real-world data, including horizon-
tal bar plots, vertical bar plots, line plots, and scatter
plots. There are no specific numerical annotations on the
images. This part of the benchmark aims to assess the
model’s effectiveness in recognizing and extracting infor-
mation from charts that mirror real-life complexities.

* ChartX-SE: This benchmark is derived from the ChartX
test set and includes bar, line, and pie charts rendered us-
ing Matplotlib. Some charts contain numerical annota-
tions (“barnum”, “linenum” and “pie”’), while others do
not (“bar” and “line”). The selection of ChartX-SE is in-
strumental in evaluating the model’s ability to process and
understand conventional chart formats that are prevalent
in academic settings.

* ChartY-en and ChartY-zh: Recognizing the diversity lim-
itation in existing datasets, we have augmented bench-
mark with additional pyecharts rendered images, includ-
ing both English and Chinese languages. Only some



Table 2. Average precision (AP) is evaluated using SCRM for the Structural Extraction (SE) task, and Title, Source, Y_axis OCR are

evaluated using Reverse Edit distance (RE). ChartVLM refers to ChartVLM-Base-7.3B. AP m represents AP@strict, AP
represents AP@high. The best result is shown in Bold, and the second-best result is underlined. The results of

AP@slight, and AP
OneChart are highlighted in light blue .

represents

Method Size Metric ChartQA  PlotQA ChartX-SE ChartY-en ChartY-zh
-SE -SE bar barnum line linenum pie barline pie barline pie
Numerical Values Marked Partial No No Yes No Yes Yes Partial ~ Partial  Partial  Partial
Structural Extraction
DePlot APm 61.41 3.11 2.20 33.70 16.00 22.30 0.00 13.16 0.05 3.33 0.00
8] 1.3B AP 70.89 16.49 21.70 41.30 51.20 52.90 0.00 23.78 0.88 6.28 0.00
- AP 72.88 26.50 42.10 48.70 60.10 61.20 0.00 32.88 2.29 16.14 0.02
ChartVLM APm 71.84 3.81 10.60 20.40 26.30 29.10 40.70  15.71 6.88 3.80 0.00
1] 7.3B AP 81.35 46.83 17.70 27.50 42.90 45.00 41.50 29.49 791 5.75 0.34
- AP 84.20 54.00 21.20 33.00 51.90 54.80 43.20 38.48 11.04 15.88 7.74
ChartAst APm 39.67 5.18 7.80 22.10 8.20 11.50 44.30 5.27 8.98 0.07 0.00
[”0]‘ 13B AP 67.91 48.67 21.70 33.80 40.10 35.20 53.00 13.84 11.28 0.27 0.08
- AP 73.27 56.08 38.40 44.60 48.00 41.70 63.70 16.23 15.00 0.41 2.28
APm 72.02 34.56 29.70 37.22 49.30 43.18 63.33 68.43 74.95 83.19 63.80
Ours 0.2B AP 82.91 84.18 39.45 42.50 59.79 56.55 67.33 83.13 79.07 92.49 74.96
AP 85.94 86.10 47.92 48.14 65.25 61.19 76.10 86.76 84.32 94.65 83.82
Title OCR
ChartVLM  7.3B Title-RE 79.26 99.49 97.70 97.82 96.94 97.03 95.62 97.87 99.07 14.44 24.07
Ours 0.2B Title-RE 97.80 99.94 96.68 96.74 96.54 95.70 93.24 99.45 98.66 98.97 99.96
Other Textual OCR
Ours 0.2B Source-RE - - - - - - - 72.50 72.88 99.21 99.91
) ’ Y _axis-RE - - - - - - - 90.31 - 98.31 -

images contain numerical annotations. ChartY-en and
ChartY-zh are crucial for evaluating the model’s adapt-
ability and robustness across different languages, render-
ing technologies and aesthetics.

By redefining the ground truth formats in Python-dict
and incorporating a wider variety of chart images, our
benchmark aims to provide a more comprehensive and rig-
orous evaluation of models’ capabilities in extracting struc-
tured information.

4.3. Comparison with State-of-the-Arts

As indicated in Table 2, our model, OneChart, consistently
achieve excellent AP for SE tasks across multiple chart
sources and types, while having the smallest size (0.2B).
Specifically, for datasets like ChartQA-SE and the “bar-
num”, “linenum” and “pie” in ChartX-SE, which have nu-
merical values directly marked on chart images, with the
data-driven enhancement for chart vision, OneChart show-
cases pleasing performance. When it comes to parsing chart
images without clear numerical markers, where the model
needs to derive values by aligning with the coordinate axes
(as primarily seen in PlotQA-SE and the “bar” and “line” in
ChartX-SE), OneChart performs AP@strict above the sub-
optimal methods by 19.1% to 29.38%. It is worth noting
that this improvement significantly surpasses the model’s

performance in tasks involving charts without numerical
markers. This showcases OneChart’s excellent perceptual
alignment ability and the precise ability to derive numbers,
bolstered by the use of an auxiliary token. Moreover, in both
ChartY-en and ChartY-zh, OneChart’s performance far ex-
ceeds other models, indicating robustness across different
styles and languages.

In the textual OCR task, OneChart achieves an average
OCR score exceeding 90 across all datasets, indicating its
capability to deliver clear chart meanings, which provides a
solid foundation for downstream QA tasks.

4.4. Ablation Studies

We initially conduct two ablation studies on the proposed
auxiliary token. The specific experimental results are shown
in Table 3 and Table 4.

The presence or absence of the auxiliary token and the
impact of its placement on model performance are recorded
in Table 4. It can be seen from it that the placement at
the beginning of the sequence is beneficial, yielding higher
AP scores across all evaluation tolerances. This can be
attributed to the model’s ability to leverage causal atten-
tion mechanisms to immediately attend to the initial embed-
dings, directly influencing the text output which dictates the
prediction results. Conversely, when the token is placed at



Table 3. Comparison of raw and purified prediction AP scores across datasets for Structural Extraction (SE) task. Utilizing a
distance-based threshold of 0.1.

ChartQA-SE PlotQA-SE ChartX-SE ChartY-en ChartY-zh
Raw Purified Raw Purified Raw Purified Raw Purified Raw Purified
Image Samples 1509 1174 33657 23723 2360 1429 4000 3026 1991 1662
AP@strictm 72.02  81.97 (+9.95) 34.56 36.58 (+2.02)  44.55 5332 (+8.77) 70.06  78.51 (+8.45) 76.14  83.56 (+7.42)
AP@slight 82.91 92.46 (+9.55) 84.18 88.81 (+4.63)  53.12  61.94 (+8.82)  82.12  89.00 (+6.88)  85.64  91.79 (+6.15)
AP@high 85.94  94.86 (+8.92) 86.10 90.72 (+4.62)  59.72  68.64 (+8.92)  86.15  92.19 (+6.04)  89.37  94.73 (+5.36)

Table 4. Ablation of auxiliary token’s position. ChartQA-SE

and PlotQA-SE scores are reported. AP m, AP = and AP m repre-
sent AP@strict, AP@slight, and AP@high, respectively.
| Front Behind | APm AP AP
- - 7095 8225 85.06
ChartQA-SE v 72.02 8291 85.94
v 68.63 80.11 83.60
- - 30.50  79.65 81.78
PlotQA-SE v 3456 84.18 86.10
v 26.59 75.12  77.68

the end, the text output cannot effectively utilize these em-
beddings due to the causal attention’s unidirectional nature.
Moreover, the presence of a number loss at the end might in-
troduce noise, further impeding the textual learning process.
Therefore, we believe that the introduction of the auxiliary
token effectively improves the performance of the model,
provided that it is placed in a reasonable position.

In addition to enhancing the model’s parsing ability for
chart images, as discussed in Section 3.5, the introduction of
the auxiliary token and the design of the corresponding de-
coder also enable the model to perform the reliability check
on its own output. To demonstrate the effectiveness of our
designed reliability check method during the inference pro-
cess, we filter model’s original outputs by setting a self-
consistency distance threshold of § = 0.1 (as detailed in
Section 3.5) to obtain purified outputs, and calculate their
AP scores alongside original outputs. The results are dis-
played in Table 3.

The “Raw” and “Purified” categories represent the origi-
nal and filtered outputs, respectively. Notably, after remov-
ing “unreliable” results identified through reliability checks,
the purified outputs in the ChartQA-SE benchmark show an
impressive 9.95% increase in AP@strict compared to the
original results. In the other four benchmarks, the purified
results show an increase in AP@strict ranging from 2.02%
to 8.77%.  This highlights that the introduced auxiliary
token endows our model with the inherent ability to effec-
tively evaluate its output accuracy, which is quite remark-
able.

Our model undergoes a three-stage training process. In
Stage2, training is confined to the language model and the

Table 5. Ablation of training strategies. ChartQA-SE scores are
reported.

Stage2  Stage3 ‘ AP@strict  AP@slight AP@high
v 68.93 79.64 82.66
v 68.42 80.21 83.52
v v 72.02 82.91 85.94

auxiliary decoder, while in Stage3, the entire model under-
goes training. We conduct a thorough analysis of various
training methodologies, with the outcomes detailed in Ta-
ble 5. For fair comparison, when the model is only trained
on Stage2 or Stage3, the model is trained on 2 epochs.
When the model is trained on Stage2 and Stage3, train one
epoch on each stage. We observe that training auxiliary de-
coder solely on the Stage2 or Stage3 is inadequate. Optimal
results are achieved by initially warming up the auxiliary
decoder, followed by a fine-tuning of the entire model for 1
epoch.

4.5. QA Performance
Table 6. Fully-supervised and Zero/One-shot results on

ChartQA benchmark. Fig. represents with or without chart fig-
ure input. mPLUG. represents mPLUG-DocOwl model.

Method Fig. ChartQA
aug. human avg.
< LLaVAL5[11] v 13.4 21.6 17.5
2  LLaVAl.6[24] v 66.1 46.0 56.0
£ Pix2Struct [41] v 81.6 30.5 56.0
5 mPLUG. [42] v - - 57.4
2 Vary-toy [15] v 84.8 334 59.1
7 QwenVL [43] v 83.6 41.6 62.6
Matcha [19] v 90.2 38.2 64.2
DePlot+GPT3.5 [28] X 37.3 36.5 36.9
5 Ours+GPT35 X 73.0 42.0 57.5
% Ours+LLaVALS5 X 63.4 24.4 43.9
g (+50)  (+2.8) (+26.4)
% Ours+LLaVA1.5 v 69.4 30.9 50.1
5 (+56)  (+9.3)  (+32.6)
N Qurs+LLaVAL6 v 85.3 49.1 67.2
(+19.2)  (#3.1) (+11.2)

In order to further analyze and demonstrate the effec-



tiveness of the proposed OneChart, it is combined with
large language models (LLMs) and vision-language mod-
els (VLMs), and compared with existing methods on down-
stream tasks.

Table 6 provides an overview of the comparative analysis
of QA task accuracy on the ChartQA dataset. A prominent
aspect of our approach is the use of one shot methods to
enable GPT-3.5, which lacks visual functionality, to answer
chart related questions. Compared with the results obtained
from CSV generated using GPT-3.5 and DePlot, our model
exhibits significantly better performance (36.9%—57.5%).

In addition, the QA capability of VLMs with inherent vi-
sual understanding, such as LLaVA [11], has been enhanced
solely through zero shot using the dictionary we have an-
alyzed. When these VLMs are equipped with both Chart
images and our structured parsing dict, their overall QA has
improved (17.5%—50.1% for LLaVA1.5, 56.0%—67.2%
for LLaVAL1.6). Figure 9 in the appendix shows some exam-
ples that demonstrate the benefits of combining VLM with
our model. The results highlight the versatility and effec-
tiveness of our method in promoting more accurate chart
understanding and information retrieval between different
artificial intelligence systems.

5. Conclusion

In this study, we introduce OneChart, an innovative frame-
work designed to revolutionize the process of interpreting
and extracting information from charts and plots. By lever-
aging an end-to-end autoregressive method, this approach
transforms chart images into Python-dict formatted text, en-
hancing both efficiency and accuracy. OneChart is rein-
forced by the introduction of a auxiliary special token and
the integration of a custom L1 loss alongside the language
cross-entropy loss. This methodology not only minimizes
ambiguity in language supervision and improves the accu-
racy of structural extraction, but also introduces a reliable
scoring system to purify the output during inference.

Additionally, by establishing the ChartY benchmark, we
provide a comprehensive evaluation tool for chart compre-
hension, addressing the inadequacies of existing QA-type
benchmarks. Overall, OneChart represents a substantial ad-
vancement in the field, demonstrating an average 20% im-
provement in information extraction from a variety of chart
types, while maintaining minimal model size. Additionally,
the positive outcomes of this study highlight the importance
of specialized loss functions in model training for specific
tasks. In the future, we will focus on expanding OneChart’s
capabilities to include more diverse and complex chart types
and exploring its application in real-world scenarios.
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A. Visualization OneChart Prediction

Convert the key information of the chart to a python dict:

B 22: 2022E $ K FE T o m o & LHA
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8.4%

BERBOLTEIL

B LAk BOE T i

BEAB
24.4% BN
60.5%

30M%

R : Velodyne 73/t W] #, %15 iEFETE T

"title": "E22:2022ERNTIATIHAD SLEFEA",
"source": "BHIRIR:Velodge, BARIBAB, RISESFMRHPL",
"x_title": "None",
"y_title": "None",
"values": {
"EHMAEX": "60.5%",
CTASEAER": "24.4%",
"TAM: 18.4%",
"HEEAN: "4.2%",
"3DILR" s 12.5%"

<Chart>: [1.0078e+00,
3.2227e-02,
Reliable Distence:

3.7305e-01,
3.9673e-04, ...]
S = 0.0037 < 0.1

9.9121e-02,

After OneChart checking, this prediction is reliable.

Figure 5. Chinese pie chart. OneChart prediction visualization for
structural extraction task.

We present various visualization cases of OneChart rea-
soning for different chart styles. Figure 5 and Figure 6 are
from real-world scenarios, whereas Figure 7 and Figure 8
are images within the ChartY-en benchmark. The inference
results encompass not just the Python dict but also the out-
put credibility, derived from the auxiliary token we intro-
duced. These examples effectively demonstrate OneChart’s
capabilities in structured parsing and self-evaluation.

B. Details in Downstream QA

For experiments in section 4.5, for fully supervised methods
which have figure input, as shown in Figure 9, our prompt
combines " [Question]" with [system prompt]:
“Please answer directly with a word, phrase, or number.”.
For GPT-3.5, we employ a one-shot approach, using the sys-
tem prompt: “Here is a python-dict and a related question
for you. Please answer directly with a word, phrase, or
number. [Example]”. In other cases (Ours+LLaVALl.5 and
Ours+LLaVA1.6), we utilize a zero-shot approach. When
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Convert the key information of the chart to a python dict:

Bk: FEZRAKEF &b b Rof R

——% P bk AN B GT# 1)
100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
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201940 20194 /& 202044 20209 & 2021940 20219k

HHARE: wind, FIFLL TN, BHEFFLA

"title": "ER: RFELRAREF GLEFMBN SEETRERA",
"source": "BERBEIR:wind, RIFWAF) A, EBIESFHRAA",

"x_title": "None",
"y_title": "None",
"values": {

"EPALE: {
"2019FH": "10%",
"2019%F K" : "43%",
"2020%F4)": "49%",
"2020%FK": "74%",
"2021FH": "79%",
"20215FK": "90%"

+H

"BANGEE (TEAEE) M {
"2019%F4)": "9%",
"2019F K" : "26%",
"2020FH": "34%",
"2020F K" : "62%",
"2021%F4)": "76%",
"2021F " "90%"

}

}
}

‘I-D <Chart>: [8.3008e-02, 4.4531e-01, 4.8633e-01,
7.9688e-01, 8.7891e-01, 1.0078e+00,
2.5482e-03, 2.0996e-01, 3.3594e-01,
6.9531e-01, 8.3594e-01, 9.8828e-01, ...l
Reliable Distence: S = 0.0186 < 0.1

After OneChart checking, this prediction is reliable.

Figure 6. Chinese line chart. OneChart prediction visualization
for structural extraction task.

no figure input is provided (only chart’s structural infor-
mation dictionary input), the system prompt is: “Here is
a python-dict and a related question for you. Please an-
swer directly with a word, phrase, or number.”. For sce-
narios that include image input (both image and dict in-
puts), as shown in Figure 9, we use [system prompt
w/ dict] : “Here is a chart image, a related python-dict
and question for you. Please answer directly with a number,
word, or phrase based on the picture. The python-dict is for
reference only.”.



Convert the key information of the chart to a python dict:
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Convert the key information of the chart to a python dict:
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Y
3

Average Annual Expenditure on Education in Differen
t Countries

2
8

Production (in million metric tons)
8 g

S

Aluminum Steel Copper Zinc Nickel Lead
Income

: A
N
Data Source: World Bank "title": "Global Metal Production by Type (2010-2020)",

| I"> { "x_title":
“title": "Average Annual Expenditure on Education in "y_title": "Production (in million metric tons)",

Different Countries", "values'j: { .
“source": "Data Source: World Bank", Primary Ercductlon : {
"x_title": "None", "Aluminum": "60",
"y_title": "None", "Steel": "75",
"values": { "Copper": "45",

“Zinc": "35",

“Nickel": "25",

“Lead": "15" },
"Secondary Production": {

"China": "4567.0",
"'Germany": "6521.0",
"United States": "12602.0",

"Japan": "10250.0",
"Brazil": "3285.0", "Aluminum“: “40",
"India": "1832.0" "Steel": "25",
} "Copper": "55",
} "Zinc": "65",
“Nickel": "75",
“Lead": "85" }
\lﬁ <Chart>: [0.2754, 0.4492, 1.0078, 0.7891, }
0.1729, -0.0067, ...l }

Reliable Distence: S = 0.0159 < 0.1

‘LD <Chart>: [6.5234e-01, 8.5156e-01, 4.2188e-01,

After OneChart checking, this prediction is reliable. 2.7930e-01, 1.4355e-01, -4.1016e-02,
3.2227e-01, 1.4062e-01, 5.8203e-01,

7.2656e-01, 8.5547e-01, 9.9609e-01, ...l
Reliable Distence: S = 0.0113 < 0.1
Figure 7. English bar chart. OneChart prediction visualization for

structural extraction task. After OneChart checking, this prediction is reliable.

Figure 8. English line chart. OneChart prediction visualization for
structural extraction task.
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® Apparel @ Socks © Arms/legs sleeves

Question: How many compression sock sales were there in the United
States in 2010?

Label: 1.2

Q: [system prompt] [Question]

LLaVA 1.6: 4.8

sax 8%

2015 206 207 2018 2019

©® Worker's health @ Productivity and performance & Healthcare costs

Question: When did the blue bar reach the peak?
Label: 2019

Q: [system prompt] [Question]

LLaVA 1.6: 2015

Q: [system prompt w/dict] [Question]

Dict: {"title":"None","source":"None","x_title":
"None","y_title":"Sales in million U.S.dollars",
"values": {

"Apparel":

{"2008":"2.7","2009":"3.7","2010": "4.8"},
"Socks":

{"2008": "0.17","2009":"0.51","2010": "1.2"},
"Arms/legs sleeves":

{"2008": "0.27","2009": "1.2","2010": "2.3"}}}

LLaVA 1.6 + Ours: 1.2

Q: [system prompt w/dict] [Question]

Dict: {"title": "None","source": "None","x_title": "None",
"Percentage of employers",
"Worker's health": {

1825, 2016 "82%",

"2017": "78%","2018": "79%","2019": "83%"},
"Productivity and performance": {

"2015": "80%","2016": "80%",

"2017": "75%","2018": "77%","2019": "84%"},
"Healthcare costs": {

"2015": "71%","2016": "72%",

"2017": "69%","2018": "71%","2019": "72%"}}}

LLaVA 1.6 + Ours: 2019

Long-term price index in food commodities, 1850-2015, World, 1934
Commodty price index in food items dating 1850-2015, measured relative to real prices in 1900 (L. 1900 = 100)

1037

E
3

10313

.

Rye

H

Peanuts

Paim oil

cocos | < >
0 20 40 60 80 100

Question: How many food item is shown in the bar graph?

Label: 14

Q: [system prompt] [Question]

LLaVA 1.6: 12

Strong Support for
Army to Fight Drug
Traffickers

Support

PEW RESEARCH CENTER Q137

Question: What's the difference in value of biggest and smallest
segment?

Label: 77

Q: [system prompt] [Question]

LLaVA 1.6: 0.02

Q: [system prompt w/dict] [Question]

Dict: {"title": "Long-term price index in food
commodities, 1850-2015, World, 1934",

"source": "None","x_title": "None","y_title": "None",
"values": {
"Lamb": "103.7","Corn": "103.13","Barley": "102.46",

"Rye": "87.37","Beef": "85.27","Wheat": "83.73",
"Coffee": "82.2","Tea": "68.48","Peanuts": "64.71",
"Palm oil": "57.6","Pork":"55.36","Rice":"42.48",
"Sugar": "25.56","Cocoa": "18.81"}}

LLaVA 1.6 + Ours: 14

Figure 9. LLaVA 1.6 + OneChart shows much stronger alignment and numerical reasoning skills than LLaVA 1.6.
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Q: [system prompt w/dict] [Question]

Dict: {"title": "Strong Support for Army to Fight Drug
Traffickers","source": "None","x_title": "None",
"y_title": "None","values": {

"Support": "80%","Oppose": "17%","DK": "3%"}}

LLaVA 1.6 + Ours: 77%
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