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Abstract—Despite their cultural and historical significance,
Black digital archives continue to be a structurally underrep-
resented area in AI research and infrastructure. This is espe-
cially evident in efforts to digitize historical Black newspapers,
where inconsistent typography, visual degradation, and limited
annotated layout data hinder accurate transcription, despite
the availability of various systems that claim to handle optical
character recognition (OCR) well. In this short paper, we present
a layout-aware OCR pipeline tailored for Black newspaper
archives and introduce an unsupervised evaluation framework
suited to low-resource archival contexts. Our approach integrates
synthetic layout generation, model pretraining on augmented
data, and a fusion of state-of-the-art You Only Look Once
(YOLO) detectors. We used three annotation-free evaluation
metrics, the Semantic Coherence Score (SCS), Region Entropy
(RE), and Textual Redundancy Score (TRS), which quantify
linguistic fluency, informational diversity, and redundancy across
OCR regions. Our evaluation on a 400-page dataset from ten
Black newspaper titles demonstrates that layout-aware OCR
improves structural diversity and reduces redundancy compared
to full-page baselines, with modest trade-offs in coherence. Our
results highlight the importance of respecting cultural layout logic
in AI-driven document understanding and lay the foundation
for future community-driven and ethically grounded archival AI
systems.

Index Terms—Black digital archives, document layout analysis,
optical character recognition, unsupervised evaluation, cultural
heritage, YOLO, ethical AI

I. INTRODUCTION

The digitization of historical newspapers has enabled the
preservation and access to culturally significant materials,
especially in history, journalism studies, and public memory
[1], [2]. However, many community-specific archives, such
as Black newspapers remain under-digitized, both in terms
of scanning coverage and downstream computational accessi-
bility [3], [4]. These publications document local civil rights
efforts, social commentary, and political advocacy, but were
historically printed under resource-constrained conditions and
with highly variable layouts. At times, these layouts also
constituted a design language, which functioned in concert
with the words written to portray (at times fugitive [31])
meaning. Consequently, their visual irregularity, typographic
inconsistency, and physical degradation challenge conventional

document analysis pipelines [5],[6],[7], even those meant to
process historical archives.

Optical character recognition (OCR) systems depend criti-
cally on accurate layout analysis to detect, group, and sequence
text regions on a page. Without it, the system may read text
out of order, duplicate it, or fragment it, particularly in low-
resource and multicolumn documents with overlapping typo-
graphic zones [8]. However, many OCR systems, including
open source engines such as Tesseract and EasyOCR, lack
optimization for historical materials and often fail when pro-
cessing atypical layout geometries or degraded scans [9]. The
problem is exacerbated in archives that lack layout annotations,
making it impossible to train or benchmark supervised layout
detection models [10].

Although deep learning-based object detectors, such as the
YOLO family of models, have achieved strong performance on
layout segmentation in modern documents [11], [12], they rely
on large, domain-specific datasets. Public benchmarks such as
PubLayNet [13], DocBank [10], and DocLayNet [14] consist
primarily of scientific PDFs and office documents. Models
trained on these datasets do not generalize well to materials
featuring irregular historical typography. Recent efforts to
adapt layout models to archival settings have shown some
promise [15], but most target European newspapers or assume
access to high-quality ground truth, which is rarely available
in Black digital archives [3], [4].

This work presents a layout-aware OCR pipeline developed
in response to the visual and structural challenges present in
historical Black newspaper archives published between 1827
and 1859. We curated a 400 page benchmark dataset derived
from 26 digitized multi-page newspapers, including titles
such as Freedom’s Journal, The Colored American, Mirror
of Liberty, The North Star, Frederick Douglass’ Paper, and
The Weekly Anglo-African. These materials display a wide
range of layout styles and degradation artifacts, providing a
representative testbed for evaluating document understanding
in data-scarce archival contexts.

A key limitation in working with these archives is the
absence of a gold-standard layout or OCR ground truth. To
address this, we used an unsupervised evaluation framework
composed of three metrics: the Semantic Coherence Score
(SCS), which measures the proportion of recognized dic-
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tionary words per region; the Region Entropy Divergence
(RED), which captures the diversity of n-gram patterns across
segments; and the Textual Redundancy Score (TRS), which
penalizes repeated transcriptions across overlapping boxes.
These metrics offer a scalable and annotation-free method to
compare layout hypotheses in OCR pipelines, particularly in
data-scarce archival domains [16], [17], [18], [19].

This study forms the basis for a forthcoming interdisci-
plinary workshop focused on ethical and liberatory AI devel-
opment for Black digital archives. The pipeline and evaluation
framework presented here are intended not only to support
technical advances but also to enable critical engagement
with archival AI systems by scholars in black studies, digital
humanities, and socio-technical research. By foregrounding
layout as both a computational and cultural concern, we aim
to create space for future co-designed systems that respect the
specific structural logic of media from historically marginal-
ized (especially Black) communities.

II. RELATED WORK

Researchers have increasingly used deep learning for docu-
ment layout analysis (DLA), especially with object detectors
like YOLOv8 and YOLOv10, achieving strong results on
modern, digitally-born documents [11], [20]. These models
are typically trained on large-scale public benchmarks like
PubLayNet, DocBank, and DocLayNet, which feature clean,
regular layouts [10], [13], [14]. However, these tools often
fail when applied to historical documents that include visual
degradation, non-standard layouts, and uncommon typogra-
phies. Zhao et al. [11] and Gao and Li [21] propose extensions
of YOLO specifically designed for layout analysis, but the
models are primarily validated on modern or synthetic layouts.

To address challenges in low-resource historical archives,
researchers have explored weak supervision and synthetic
augmentation. Saha et al. [22] use deep learning with transfer
learning and weak supervision for graphical object detection
in documents, while Shehzadi et al. [23] experiment with
hybrid CNNs and heuristics for regional zoning in European
newspaper archives. Araújo [24] applies layout analysis to
German-Brazilian materials with Gothic typography. How-
ever, relatively little prior work has modeled fine-grained
categories like articles, subheadings or advertisements, which
are common in newspapers but underrepresented in public
benchmarks.

Evaluating OCR systems without gold-standard transcrip-
tions remains a persistent challenge, particularly in under-
annotated archives [25]. Lexicon-based metrics, such as the
proportion of recognized words matching entries in a reference
dictionary, have been used as unsupervised indicators for
assessing recognition quality in handwritten text recognition
[26]. Additionally, entropy-based measures have been utilized
to evaluate the diversity and distributional characteristics of
model predictions in document analysis tasks [26][27].

Layout communicates cultural and rhetorical meaning, es-
pecially in publications from historically marginalized com-
munities [29]. Saha et al. [22] demonstrate that modern seg-

mentation models often fail on structurally complex historical
documents, necessitating the development of specialized ap-
proaches. For example, Black press editors used layout in The
North Star and The Weekly Anglo-African not just for organiz-
ing content, but to emphasize rhetoric, build social cohesion,
and assert political identity. Barlindhaug [28] emphasizes that
the form and materiality of historic documents should be
respected throughout digitization and computational analysis.
Participatory and justice-oriented approaches in archival AI
design, as advocated by Morrison [31], call for the direct
involvement of historians, curators, and affected communities
in both the interpretation and deployment of computational
models.

III. METHODOLOGY

The objective of our methodology is two fold: first, to
develop a layout-aware OCR pipeline specifically adapted to
Black historical newspaper archives; and second, to use an un-
supervised evaluation framework for layout quality assessment
in the absence of ground-truth transcriptions.

A. Manual Annotation and Class-Aware Augmentation

Our dataset consists of 400 high-resolution grayscale pages
from 26 digitized issues across ten major African American
newspapers published between 1827 and 1859 (see Table 1 for
details). Eighty-five pages were selected for manual annotation
using Label Studio, with regions labeled article, headline,
subheading, or advertisement.

TABLE I
BLACK HISTORICAL NEWSPAPERS DATASET

Newspaper Title First Page Year Pages Used
Freedom’s Journal 1827 208
Impartial Citizen Vol 1 1851 82
The Colored American 1837 31
Mirror of Liberty 1838 26
Rams Horn 1847 11
The North Star 1847–1848 16
Frederick Douglass’ Paper 1855–1859 16
The Self Elevator 1853 4
Weekly Anglo-African 1859 4
The Aliened American 1853 4
Total 1827-1859 400

To address class imbalance among region types, we applied
a class-aware augmentation using the Albumentations
library. For each underrepresented class, we generated aug-
mented variants of each element by applying: random bright-
ness/contrast adjustment (p = 0.5), small-angle rotation
(within ±2◦), elastic deformation (p = 0.3), and Gaussian
blur (p = 0.2)). This produced three augmented samples per
original element, expanding the diversity of rare classes for
downstream model training.

Using the annotated regions, we extracted bounding box
elements and modeled their geometric properties via Gaussian
kernel density estimation (KDE). This enabled the generation
and evaluation of 1,500 synthetic newspaper pages with re-
spective pseudo-annotation, each constructed with a centered



headline, 2–7 columns containing articles, optional subhead-
ings, and advertisements.

B. Model Training and Evaluation

1) Pretraining on Synthetic Data: We pre-trained a
YOLOv10m model on the synthetic dataset of 1,500 page
images described in Section III-A. Training was conducted us-
ing the Ultralytics implementation of YOLO on an NVIDIA®
GeForce RTX™ 4090. The model was trained for 150 epochs
using stochastic gradient descent with a cosine learning rate
schedule, an initial learning rate of 0.001, batch size of 8,
and input resolution of 1280×1280. This pre-trained model is
denoted YOLOv10-P.

2) Fine-Tuning with Real Data: The 85 newspapers with
manual annotations (see Section III-A) were randomly split
into 80% training (68 images) and 20% validation (17 images).
We fine-tuned three model variants using identical training
hyperparameters: YOLOv8m, YOLOv10m, and YOLOv10-P.

Each model was trained for 250 epochs with identical
optimizer and batch settings.

3) Model Fusion and OCR Integration: To integrate predic-
tions from multiple models (YOLOv8, YOLOv10, YOLOv10-
P), we implemented a fusion module that:

1) Groups boxes with Intersection-over-Union (IoU) ≥ 0.7
and identical class labels

2) Computes a confidence-weighted average of bounding
box coordinates

3) Suppresses near-duplicate boxes
This yielded a set of layout predictions per image that

benefits from consensus across model variants.
Each fused region was then processed using a custom OCR

pipeline based on Pytesseract. Regions were first prepro-
cessed with denoising, local contrast enhancement (CLAHE),
and adaptive thresholding to improve legibility in degraded
scans. For tall or noisy regions, we used a sliding-window
OCR strategy: each region was divided into overlapping
horizontal strips, text was then extracted from each window,
and redundant lines were filtered before concatenation. The
resulting transcriptions were stored in a modular format:

{
"bbox": [...],
"label": "article",
"ocr_text": "...",
"confidence": ...

}

C. Unsupervised Evaluation Metrics

To assess layout quality in the absence of ground-truth,
we used three unsupervised metrics: Semantic Coherence
Score (SCS), Region Entropy Divergence (RED), and Textual
Redundancy Score (TRS).

1) Semantic Coherence Score (SCS): SCS is the mean
fraction of valid dictionary words across OCR regions:

SCS(T ) =
1

n

n∑
i=1

|{w ∈ Ti | w ∈ V}|
|Ti|

(1)

Here, Ti is the text of region i, and V is a reference English
word list.

2) Region Entropy Divergence (RED): RED captures diver-
sity of n-gram patterns using Shannon entropy:

RED(T ) = −
∑
g∈G

P (g) log2 P (g) (2)

where P (g) is the probability of an n-gram g in the set of
observed n-grams G. Higher RED values indicate structurally
distinct segments.

3) Textual Redundancy Score (TRS): TRS penalizes re-
peated text content across overlapping regions:

TRS(T ) =
|{(i, j) | i ̸= j ∧ Ti = Tj}|

n(n− 1)
(3)

Lower TRS is better, indicating non-redundant region tran-
scriptions.

IV. RESULTS AND EVALUATION

This section presents an evaluation of our document layout
parsing and OCR pipeline. We observed detection performance
across three fine-tuned object detection models—YOLOv8-
m, YOLOv10-m, and YOLOv10-P —followed by downstream
OCR evaluation using unsupervised textual quality metrics.

A. Layout Detection Performance

We evaluated two state-of-the-art object detection
models—YOLOv8-m and YOLOv10-m—on a benchmark
of historical Black newspaper pages with annotated layout
regions.

YOLOv8-m (fine-tuned) achieved the highest overall layout
detection accuracy, with a mean Average Precision at IoU 0.5
(mAP@0.5) of 0.736 and mAP@0.5:0.95 of 0.462. Precision
and recall were robust for articles and headlines, with moderate
performance on subheadings and advertisements.

YOLOv10-m (fine-tuned) performed comparably, with
overall mAP@0.5 of 0.716 and mAP@0.5:0.95 of 0.438.
Article and headline detection were similar to YOLOv8-m, but
subheading and advertisement accuracy was slightly lower:

Fig. 1. Comparison of overall detection metrics (mAP@0.5, Precision, Recall)
for YOLOv8-m, YOLOv10-m, and YOLOv10-m pretrained on synthetic data.



B. Unsupervised OCR Evaluation

To quantify the downstream utility of layout parsing, we
performed OCR over detected regions and compared two
transcription pipelines:

• Layout-based OCR: Applied to each detected region.
• Whole-image OCR: Applied directly to the full page.

TABLE II
AVERAGE UNSUPERVISED OCR EVALUATION METRICS FOR EACH

PIPELINE

Model SCS ↑ RED ↑ TRS ↓

FullPage 0.555 11.146 0.000
Fusion 0.491 11.843 0.001
YOLOv10 0.496 11.532 0.006
YOLOv10p 0.505 11.559 0.005
YOLOv8 0.496 11.697 0.000

1) Semantic Coherence and Diversity: As shown in Ta-
ble II, the Full Page pipeline yields the highest SCS, with
a semantic coherence advantage of about 10% compared
to layout-based models. In contrast, all layout-based models
outperform Full Page in structural diversity, with the best-
performing model (Fusion) achieving a 6% higher RED and
the YOLO models showing 3–5% improvements.

2) Textual Redundancy: As shown in Table II, both the
Full Page and YOLOv8 pipelines achieve a score of 0.000,
indicating no redundancy in the OCR outputs. The Fusion and
YOLO-based layout models also maintain extremely low TRS
values, with Fusion scoring 0.001, YOLOv10p at 0.005, and
YOLOv10 at 0.006.

Fig. 2. Distribution of Semantic Co-
herence Score (SCS)

Fig. 3. Distribution of Region En-
tropy (RE)

V. DISCUSSION

This work aims to draw attention to the risk that, when
AI document layout systems are developed without regard
for cultural and historical context, the editorial logic and
community priorities embedded in historical materials may be
erased. Our early results show that using layout-aware OCR
pipelines with these materials not only improves technical
outcomes (reducing redundancy and increasing informational
diversity), but also better reflects the creative and commu-
nicative practices that define these sources. This approach is
consistent with responsible innovation in that it prioritizes
cultural integrity and public trust, while also making clear the
importance of participatory, justice-oriented AI development
for historically marginalized collections.

The central goal remains to recover, transcribe, and make
accessible the full breadth of Black press archives as accurately

as possible. While layout-aware pipelines are an important
step forward, highly irregular layouts and rare region types
continue to pose significant challenges, and automated met-
rics cannot fully substitute for editorial expertise. Moving
forward, achieving high-quality transcription will require close
collaboration with Black historians, archivists, and community
stakeholders to guide both evaluation and system development.
Our next steps are to expand these methods and improve
our tools with community feedback, and create AI systems
(retrieval, generative, and beyond) that faithfully preserve
the editorial logic and creative intent of Black newspapers.
Through comparison, we also hope to provide critical analysis
of existing systems and the ways they may fail to coherently
address the unique spatial and linguistic meaning provided in
historical Black press archives. Ultimately, our commitment
to progress in this area will help us build an AI as a tool for
honoring and preserving Black cultural memory.
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