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ABSTRACT

While Large Language Models (LLMs) have demon-
strated impressive reasoning and planning abilities in textual
domains and can effectively follow instructions for complex
tasks, their capacity for spatial understanding and reason-
ing remains limited. Such capabilities, however, are critical
for applications like content-aware graphic layout design,
which demands precise placement, alignment, and structural
organization of multiple elements within constrained visual
spaces. To address this gap, we propose LaySPA, a reinforce-
ment learning—based framework that augments LLM agents
with explicit spatial reasoning capabilities. LaySPA leverages
hybrid reward signals that capture geometric validity, struc-
tural fidelity, and visual quality, enabling agents to model
inter-element relationships, navigate the canvas, and opti-
mize spatial arrangements. Through iterative self-exploration
and adaptive policy optimization, LaySPA produces both
interpretable reasoning traces and structured layouts. Experi-
mental results demonstrate that LaySPA generates structurally
sound and visually appealing layouts, outperforming larger
general-purpose LLMs and achieving results on par with
state-of-the-art specialized layout models.

Index Terms— Content-aware Layout generation, LLM
agent, Spatial Reasoning, Reinforcement Learning

1. INTRODUCTION

Content-aware graphic layout generation is a fundamental
task in creative computation. It aims to automatically ar-
range visual elements on a given canvas such that the layout
is structurally coherent and visually appealing. High-quality
layouts are critical in a wide range of applications such as
advertisement and web UI, where they directly impact infor-
mation clarity, aesthetic perception, and user engagement.
Prior research has sought to generate controllable lay-
outs balancing aesthetics and functionality. Traditional ap-
proaches primarily formulate layout generation as a numer-
ical optimization problem [1]. Generative models, includ-
ing GANs [2| 3], VAEs [4, 5], autoregressive models [6],
and diffusion-based models [7, 18, 9, [10], have been widely
adopted. These methods predict the positions and sizes of el-
ements to produce visually balanced layouts. While effective
in constrained settings, they suffer from several limitations.
First, they rely heavily on large-scale annotated datasets,

which are costly and labor-intensive to curate. Second, they
struggle to capture semantic and spatial relationships among
elements, resulting in misalignment, detrimental overlaps,
or inconsistent hierarchies. Moreover, their outputs are con-
strained by the distribution of training data, limiting adapt-
ability to diverse or novel design contexts. Retrieval-based
enhancements [[L1} 6} [12} [13] partially mitigate data scarcity
by grounding generation on exemplars from external lay-
out databases, yet they remain largely image-centric, prone
to local optima, and offer limited interpretability of design
decisions.

The emergence of Large Language Models (LLMs) intro-
duces new opportunities for layout generation by leveraging
their implicit design knowledge and reasoning capabilities
[[14] 12]. Recent studies have explored translating layouts
into text-based representations [14} [15} [16] to exploit LLMs’
flexibility in sequence modeling. However, these approaches
primarily depend on emergent capabilities such as in-context
learning (ICL) [11], chain-of-thought (CoT) reasoning [17],
and prompt engineering. They do not explicitly account for
spatial relationships and structure constraints either intra-
layer (elements and elements) or inter-layer (elements and
canvas). Consequently, even state-of-the-art LLMs often
struggle to produce layouts that preserve structural consis-
tency, geometric plausibility, and visual coherence. We iden-
tify two central challenges in LLM-based layout design: (CI)
Spatial cognition deficiency. Layout design requires nuanced
spatial reasoning to align elements, maintain global struc-
tural coherence, and respect geometric constraints. LLMs
lack intrinsic spatial understanding, making it difficult for
them to capture multi-object alignment and hierarchical re-
lationships, which are critical for high-quality layouts. (C2)
Open-ended design space with limited supervision. Layouts
are inherently diverse, allowing multiple valid and visually
appealing configurations for the same set of elements. At
the same time, paired canvas-to-layout examples are scarce,
limiting the possibilities for explicit mapping-based training
and complicating evaluation, as no single “gold standard”
exists.

To address these challenges, we reframe content-aware
layout generation as a policy learning problem, where an
LLM-based agent learns design policies to make design
decisions under spatial and structural constraints. We in-
troduce LaySPA, a reinforcement learning (RL) framework
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that equips LLM agents with explicit spatial reasoning and
adaptive decision-making capabilities to handle diverse de-
sign contexts. Our approach integrates two key components
that targeted at the challenges outlined above: (K1) Hybrid
reward design (addresses C1). We define reward functions
that jointly optimize structural feasibility and visual quality,
encouraging the agent to capture geometric relationships,
align elements, and maintain global layout coherence. (K2)
Self-exploration and dynamic decision-making (addresses
C2). Layout generation is reformulated as an iterative pro-
cess, where the agent self-explores and interacts with a spa-
tial evaluation environment, receives stepwise feedback, and
incrementally adjusts design policies beyond static memo-
rization or heuristic-based retrieval.

The main contributions of this work are as follows:

* We propose a reinforcement learning framework that
empowers LLMs with explicit spatial reasoning for
content-aware layout generation.

* We design dual-layer reward functions integrating ge-
ometric and aesthetic principles, guiding the agent to
produce layouts that are both structurally valid and vi-
sually harmonious.

» Experimental results demonstrate that LaySPA en-
hances LLMs with explicit spatial reasoning, enabling
the generation of layouts that are both structurally co-
herent and visually appealing, achieving performance
comparable to SOTA specialized generative models
and outperforming larger-scale LLMs.

2. METHOD

2.1. Problem Formulation

The core problem we address is content-aware layout gen-
eration: given a background canvas and a set of elements,
how can an LLM-based agent learn to model spatial con-
straints, multi-object relationships and overall layout struc-
ture, thereby generating designs that are both structurally fea-
sible and aesthetically coherent.

Formally, a layout £ consists of N elements El]i 1> Where
each element e; = (z;, y;, w;, by, ¢;) is defined by its top-left
coordinates (x;,y;), width and height (w;, h;) and category
c;. The canvas may also include a set of saliency regions
S}‘il, with each s; = (z;,y;,w;, h;,c;) denoting visually
important areas derived from saliency detection. The task
is to infer appropriate positions and sizes (z;, y;, w;, h;) for
each element given its category c; and the canvas’s saliency
context S.

A fundamental challenge in layout generation is the in-
herent multiplicity of valid configurations: for a given set of
elements, there exist numerous structurally plausible and aes-
thetically appealing layouts. This diversity makes traditional
supervised fine-tuning (SFT) inadequate, as learning from a
single ground-truth layout cannot capture the open-ended de-

sign space. To address this, we formulate layout generation
as a policy learning problem. An LLM agent learns a design
policy mp that iteratively decides element placements under
structural and spatial constraints, receiving evaluative signals
from a feedback environment rather than relying solely on ex-
plicit canvas-layout mappings.

2.2. Framework Overview

LaySPA adopts a reinforcement learning paradigm in which
an LLM-based agent learns layout policies through trial-
and-error interactions with a spatial evaluation environment.
Figure [I] provides an overview of the proposed framework.
Starting from a canvas that includes a background image
and a set of elements with predefined types, LaySPA first
identifies salient regions and encodes both the canvas and
its elements into a compact JSON-based representation. The
agent then performs multiple rollouts, where each rollout
corresponds to a candidate layout. Each candidate consists of
an interpretable reasoning trace alongside a structured JSSON
specification that defines the predicted coordinates, width,
and height of all elements in the layout. These candidates
are assessed by a hybrid reward model across three comple-
mentary dimensions: (1) Format correctness, verifying if that
generated outputs conform to the required reasoning—layout
schema; (2) Structural constraints, evaluating geometric va-
lidity such as boundary adherence, non-overlap, and size
consistency; and (3) Visual quality, measuring alignment,
spacing, hierarchy, and overall element distribution. The
feedback is used to optimize the agent’s policies via Group
Relative Policy Optimization (GRPO) [18]], which facilitates
adaptive and generalizable spatial reasoning without relying
on rigid supervision. Ultimately, LaySPA produces two com-
plementary outputs: (i) an interpretable reasoning trace that
exposes the agent’s spatial reasoning and decision-making
process, and (ii) a structured layout representation consisting
of bounding boxes with associated element categories.

2.3. Hybrid Reward Design

To steer the agent toward generating structurally valid and vi-
sually appealing layouts, we design a hybrid reward scheme
that integrates three complementary objectives: output valid-
ity, structural plausibility, and visual quality. All reward com-
ponents are in the range of [0, 1], where higher values indicate
better performance.

Format Reward (12/,mqt) This component evaluates
whether the model’s output follows the expected reasoning-
layout structure. Each response must include a < think >
block for the agent’s reasoning steps and an < answer >
block containing a JSON-formatted layout. Rewards are as-
signed hierarchically: 0.1 if either block is missing, 0.2 if
the JSON is unparsable, 0.5 if the JSON is valid but element
types or counts mismatch the input, and 1.0 if both blocks are
present, the JSON is valid, and all element types and counts
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Fig. 1: Framework of LaySPA. The agent iteratively generates candidate layouts, receives hybrid rewards, and refines its policy

via GRPO. — represents fine-tuning while — denotes inference.

match the specification. This graded scheme prevents the
model from hallucinating or omitting elements while ensur-
ing that the output can be reliably assessed by downstream
reward components.

Layout Quality Reward (1gyq5ty) This component
evaluates layouts based on geometric constraints and visual
design principles, combining five sub-metrics normalized to
[0,1], where higher scores indicate better performance.

Inverse Collision Rate (R;.,) penalizes detrimental over-
laps between non-compatible elements (eg., text, logos,
embellishments and salient regions), while encouraging
overlaps between underlays and text (as underlays are in-
tended to decorate text). The collision score is computed
by measuring the ratio of the overlapped area to the total
area of the involved bounding boxes. The reward is de-

fined as one minus the normalized overlap ratio:R;.. =
1 Area(b;Nbj;)

© Area(b;)+Area(b;)—Area(b;Nb;)°’
bounding box and Area(.) denotes the area of a region.
R;., encourages conflict-free placements.

where b represents a

Alignment Score (R,;) measures visual alignment relative
to the canvas center and among elements. Element-to-canvas
alignment is computed via the distance between the mean el-
ement center and the canvas center, while element-to-element
alignment uses the variance of element centers. Lower vari-
ance yields higher scores.

Distribution Score (R4;s) evaluates how evenly elements
are arranged on the canvas based on two measures. The first is
a spread variance, computed as the average squared distance
of element coordinates from their mean position, higher vari-
ance indicates broader dispersion across the canvas. The sec-
ond is a grid coverage score, obtained by dividing the canvas
into a 3* 3 grid and calculating the fraction of cells containing
at least one element. The final score is the average of these

two measures, balancing spatial spread and grid utilization
to encourage efficient coverage while discouraging element
clustering.

Spacing Consistency Score (R,,) quantifies vertical
rhythm by computing the normalized variance of distances
between adjacent element centers. Elements are first sorted
by vertical positions, then the distances between adjacent
centers are computed. The variance of these spacings is
normalized by the mean spacing and canvas height. Higher
scores correspond to more even spacing.

Underlay-Text Constraint Reward (R,;) enforces seman-
tic consistency by aligning each underlay with exactly one
corresponding text element. Layouts are penalized if multi-
ple text elements overlap a single underlay or if the under-
lay’s position and size deviate from its associated text. Per-
fect alignment receives a score of 1, partial matches are as-
signed intermediate scores, and incorrect pairings are scored
0. This mechanism encourages the agent to respect functional
relationships between elements, ensuring both readability and
coherent design.

Finally, these sub-rewards are aggregated into a weighted
overall layout quality score.

IoU Matching Score (R;,y) To encourage human-
like placement patterns, we incorporate an Intersection-over-
Union (IoU) reward that measures the geometric accuracy of
generated layouts relative to human-designed ground truth.
For each element, IoU is computed as the ratio of the in-
tersection area to the union area between the predicted and
reference bounding boxes. Unlike collision or alignment re-
wards which assess internal structural quality, IoU provides
external guidance by aligning model outputs with human
design references.

Final Hybrid Score The final hybrid reward for each



generated layout is a weighted combination of the three com-
ponents:

R(LL) = )\fRformat + Aqunal'ity + )\URIOU (1)
We assign weights Ay = 0.1, \; = 0.8, and A\,, = 0.1 giving
priority to layout quality since it spans multiple dimensions,
while down-weighting R,y to promote diversity.

2.4. Learning Process

To optimize the design policy under hybrid rewards, we em-
ploy GRPO [18]], which uses group-level comparisons to es-
tablish relative baselines, making it more efficient and better
suited for exploratory layout generation.

At each training step, given a background canvas and a set
of input elements, the policy model samples a group of can-
didate layouts L1, Lo, ..., Lg from the old policy 7y_,,. Each
layout is evaluated by the hybrid reward function described
in §2.3] resulting in a set of reward values 71,79, ..., 7. The
relative quality of each layout within the group is then com-
puted by subtracting the group mean reward, yielding group-
based advantages Aj, As,..., Ag. These advantages reflect
whether a layout is better or worse than its peer candidates,
ensuring stable gradient signals without requiring an explicit
critic. The policy model 7y is then updated by maximizing
the GRPO objective:
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where ¢ and 3 are hyper-parameters, and A\Z—’t denotes the ad-
vantage, computed from the relative rewards of outputs within
each group.

3. EXPERIMENTS

Datasets We evaluate LaySPA on two benchmarks for
content-aware layout generation: CGL [3] and PKU[L]. The
PKU dataset consists of text, logo, and underlay elements,
while CGL includes an additional embellishment category.
For training and evaluation, we randomly sample 3k instances
from the 48.4k annotated training examples in CGL and 3k
instances from the 7.97k examples in PKU. Testing is con-
ducted on 6.06k samples from CGL and 997 samples from
PKU. Saliency maps are detected using off-the-shelf methods
[19,120] and subsequently converted into bounding boxes.

Layout Representation Layouts are represented in
JSON format. To enable prediction, element coordinates and
sizes are masked with the special token [MASK], prompting
the LLM to replace them with the corresponding predicted
positions and dimensions..

Experimental Setup We adopt Qwen-2.5-3B-Instruct
[21] and Qwen-2.5-7B-Instruct [21] as backbone models for
our framework. Both models are fine-tuned with LoRA [22]].

Baselines and Settings We compare LaySPA against rep-
resentative generative and LLM-based approaches:

* DS-GAN [1]: a non-autoregressive generative model

with CNN-LSTM to model layout distributions.

e PosterLlama [15]: an LLM-based method that for-
mulates layout generation as HTML code generation,
leveraging structured reasoning over design elements.

* Qwen-2.5-3B-Instruct and 7B (without LaySPA):
backbone LLMs evaluated in a zero-shot setting to
isolate the effect of LaySPA from the model’s inherent
capacity.

* GPT-40 [23]: a large closed-source LLM evaluated
zero-shot without task-specific fine-tuning.

Evaluation Metrics We assess LaySPA from two di-
mensions: (1) improvement over the base LLM without fine-
tuning, to quantify the effectiveness of hybrid reward-guided
policy learning, and (2) performance relative to state-of-the-
art generative and LLM-based layout methods. For internal
learning evaluation, we report layout-specific measures re-
flecting structural quality: collision rate, alignment score,
spacing consistency, and element distribution. These met-
rics assess how effectively LaySPA learns spatial reasoning
via the proposed hybrid reward scheme. For comparison
with SOTA methods, we follow prior works [1, |6], using
the following graphic- and content-focused metrics: Overlay
(Ove ) measures the average geometric overlap between all
pairs of elements excluding underlays; Underlay Effective-
ness (Und 1) evaluates how well underlay elements support
non-underlay content, and Occlusion (Occ |) measures the
extent to which layout elements overlap salient regions of the
canvas.

4. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

4.1. Quantitative Results

Learning Effectiveness Table [T] presents the structural and
aesthetic evaluation scores for the CGL and PKU datasets,
comparing the base Qwen models with their fine-tuned coun-
terparts using LaySPA. Across both datasets, fine-tuning
with LaySPA yields consistent and substantial improvements
across all metrics. Notably, the larger Qwen-7B model
demonstrates more pronounced gains, with format correct-
ness increasing by 14%, alignment improving by 63%, spac-
ing consistency rising by 73%, distribution enhanced by 26%,
and collision rate reduced by 36%. These results indicate that



LaySPA effectively guides the LLM agent to internalize spa-
tial reasoning principles over the canvas, producing structured
outputs that respect both geometric constraints and visual de-
sign principles.

Compared with SOTA Table [2] reports results of differ-
ent approaches on the CGL and PKU datasets. Real Data cor-
responds to the annotated samples from the original datasets.
Among all compared methods, PosterLlama [15] achieves the
strongest overall performance, with an average of 0.0028 on
overlap, 0.9958 on underlay effectiveness and 0.1782 on oc-
clusion. This superior performance can be attributed to its
integration of visual encoders, its architecture explicitly opti-
mized for layout generation, and the incorporation of strong
task-specific priors. Qwen-7B fine-tuned with LaySPA ranks
second, showing substantial gains over its base model (45.7%
reduction in overlap, 24.7% gain in underlay effectiveness
and 18% reduction in occlusion) and outperforming Qwen-3B
with LaySPA (with 30.3% overlap reduction, 18.3% under-
lay effectiveness increase and 4.5% on occlusion reduction).
GPT-40, despite its larger scale, delivers moderate results,
highlighting its limited ability to capture fine-grained spatial
relations. These results demonstrate that while LaySPA en-
ables LLMs to acquire effective spatial reasoning capabilities
and close the gap with specialized generative models, dedi-
cated architectures like PosterLLaMA remain advantageous
for achieving the highest performance in layout generation..

4.2. Qualitative Results

We present qualitative comparisons on the CGL and PKU
datasets across different layout generation methods in Fig-
ure @I DS-GAN demonstrates effective canvas utilization
and produces elements with relatively consistent sizes; how-
ever, its layouts often suffer from geometric flaws such as
misalignment and collisions, together with occasional under-
lay or text placements that interfere with salient background
regions. PosterLlama achieves the most visually balanced
results overall, delivering layouts that better preserve struc-
tural coherence and maintain harmony across element cat-
egories. Despite the large sizes of parameters, GPT-40 per-
forms poorly, particularly on the CGL dataset, where frequent
misalignment and weak spatial organization undermine lay-
out quality. Qwen-instruct models show clear improvements
with scaling: Qwen-3B (with LaySPA) is occasionally prone
to element crowding, while Qwen-7B (with LaySPA) yields
more stable and balanced arrangements, reflecting stronger
spatial reasoning capabilities for layout design.

5. RELATED WORK

5.1. Content-aware Layout Generation

Deep generative models have long dominated content-aware
layout generation, with most approaches falling into three
categories: GAN-based, autoregressive, and diffusion-based

methods [24] [7]. For example, CGL-GAN [3] employs a
Transformer-based encoder—decoder to generate layouts from
constraints, while DS-GAN [[1]] combines CNNs and LSTMs
to condition on background images and learn distributions of
design sequences for poster layouts. Diffusion-based meth-
ods, such as LayoutDM [7], leverage a discrete diffusion pro-
cess with Transformer-based denoising to capture complex
spatial dependencies among elements, yielding more diverse
and coherent outputs than GAN-based models. To allevi-
ate the challenge of limited training data, retrieval-augmented
methods like RALF [6] enrich layout generation by fetch-
ing similar examples from external databases, though they
inevitably inherit the biases and limitations of the retrieved
layouts. Beyond direct generation, optimization-based refin-
ers such as LayoutRectifier [25] focus on post-processing,
introducing grid alignment strategies and differentiable con-
tainment functions to mitigate misalignment, overlap, and oc-
clusion. Despite advances, these approaches formulate lay-
out generation as a numerical optimization problem, which
rely heavily on large-scale annotated data, risk losing seman-
tic relationships among elements, and struggle to generalize
beyond training distributions. Differing from these methods,
our work frames layout design as a reinforcement learning
problem, enabling exploration of diverse design possibilities
while maintaining structural feasibility.

5.2. LLM-based Layout Generation

Recent advances in LLMs have prompted efforts to leverage
their implicit design priors and the representational flexibil-
ity of language for layout generation. A common strategy
is to serialize layouts into text-based formats such as HTML
[14 [15], CSS [12], or SVG [16], thereby enabling LLMs to
reason over structured specifications. For example, PosterL-
lama [15] formulates poster design as an HTML generation
task, translating design intents into structured layouts. Pos-
terO [16] extends this paradigm by introducing hierarchical
SVG-like trees, which support more diverse design intents
and accommodate non-rectangular elements. Beyond serial-
ization, relation-aware approaches such as ReLayout [17] en-
rich layouts with explicit annotations (e.g., regions, saliency,
margins) and apply recursive decomposition with Relation-
CoT reasoning to better capture spatial dependencies and in-
teractions. Retrieval-based methods further enhance perfor-
mance by grounding generation in exemplar designs: Layout-
Prompter [11] selects prompt examples with constraints re-
sembling test cases, while CAL-RAG [13] employs an agentic
framework that retrieves exemplars, proposes candidate lay-
outs with an LLM, and iteratively refines them using feedback
from a vision-language grader. However, existing LLM-based
methods either rely heavily on retrieval or implicit priors, or
depend on emergent capabilities such as in-context learning
[12]] and chain-of-thought reasoning. In contrast, our work
explicitly activates and enhances LLMs’ limited spatial rea-



Table 1: Learning effectiveness evaluation on (a) CGL and (b) PKU datasets. Metrics include format correctness (Formatt),
collision rate (Coll|), alignment (Align?), spacing consistency (Spacing?), and distribution (Distrf). LaySPA demonstrates
substantial improvements in structural validity and visual layout quality.

(a) CGL Dataset (b) PKU Dataset
Model Format? Coll| Align?T Spacing? Distrf Model Format? Coll| Align?T Spacing{ Distr{
Qwen-3B 0.418 0.727 0.209 0.192 0.180 Qwen-3B 0.403 0.727 0.210 0.195 0.187
Qwen-3B+LaySPA 0.468 0.671 0.342 0.320 0.216 Qwen-3B+LaySPA 0.469 0.633 0.445 0.325 0.217
Qwen-7B 0.873 0.692 0.319 0.326 0.253 Qwen-7B 0.873 0.689 0.479 0.353 0.261
Qwen-7B+LaySPA 0.998 0.431 0.597 0.569 0.317 Qwen-7B+LaySPA 0.999 0.442 0.659 0.607 0.332

Table 2: Comparison of overlap (Ovel), underlay effectiveness (Und?), and occlusion (Occl) metrics on the CGL and PKU
datasets, with best results highlighted in bold and second-best results underlined. + denotes base model with LaySPA.

(a) CGL Dataset (b) PKU Dataset
Model Ovel UndtT Occl] Ovel]l UndT Occl
Real Data 0.0003 0.9926 0.1379 0.0013 0.9974 0.1828
DS-GAN 0.0361 0.6309 0.1521 0.0336 0.7613 0.2574
PosterLLama 0.0024 0.9918 0.1476 0.0032 0.9998 0.2087
GPT-40 0.0365 0.5873 0.1591 0.0371 0.6384 0.2743
Qwen-3 0.0618 0.4993 0.2105 0.0624 0.492 0.2601
Qwen-3B+ 0.0481 0.5753 0.1899 0.0385 0.5901 0.2398
Qwen-7 0.0474 0.5729 0.1615 0.0479 0.6059 0.2384
Qwen-7B+  0.0257 0.6989 0.1487 0.0260 0.7688 0.2072

soning capabilities, guiding models to learn structural rela-
tions and multi-object spatial dependencies with hybrid geo-
metric and aesthetic rewards. This approach enables the gen-
eration of layouts that are both structurally valid and visually
harmonious, with interpretable reasoning trajectories, moving
beyond reliance on priors or retrieval heuristics.

6. CONCLUSION

We presented LaySPA, a GRPO-based framework that equips
LLM agents with explicit spatial reasoning capabilities for
content-aware graphic layout generation. Within this frame-
work, the LLM agent self-explores element placement under
structural and spatial constraints, guided by a hybrid reward
schema that jointly evaluates output validity, structural plau-
sibility, and visual quality. Experimental results demonstrate
that LaySPA effectively learns spatial reasoning, substantially
improving layout quality, outperforming larger advanced
LLMs, and achieving performance comparable to specialized
state-of-the-art models. To the best of our knowledge, this is
the first work to investigate repurposing LLMs as autonomous
layout designers from a spatial reasoning perspective. Several
promising directions remain for future work. First, LaySPA
currently relies on pre-detected saliency maps, which over-
look the rich visual characteristics of the canvas; incorporat-

ing visual semantics may yield stronger alignment between
design intent and layout structure. Second, extending LaySPA
with multi-turn reinforcement learning refinements could
better simulate iterative human design behaviors. Finally,
scaling LaySPA to broader applications such as user inter-
faces, magazines, and other structured visual media would
further demonstrate its generality and practical impact.
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Fig. 2: Visualization of generated layouts using different methods on (a) CGL and (b) PKU datasets. Qwen-3B and Qwen-7B

results are generated with LaySPA fine-tuning.
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