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Abstract

Automatic furniture layout is long desired for convenient in-
terior design. Leveraging the remarkable visual reasoning ca-
pabilities of multimodal large language models (MLLMs), re-
cent methods address layout generation in a static manner,
lacking the feedback-driven refinement essential for interac-
tive user engagement. We introduce Chat2Layout, a novel in-
teractive furniture layout generation system that extends the
functionality of MLLMs into the realm of interactive layout
design. To achieve this, we establish a unified vision-question
paradigm for in-context learning, enabling seamless commu-
nication with MLLMs to steer their behavior without altering
model weights. Within this framework, we present a novel
training-free visual prompting mechanism. This involves a
visual-text prompting technique that assist MLLMs in rea-
soning about plausible layout plans, followed by an Offline-
to-Online search (O20-Search) method, which automatically
identifies the minimal set of informative references to pro-
vide exemplars for visual-text prompting. By employing an
agent system with MLLMs as the core controller, we enable
bidirectional interaction. The agent not only comprehends
the 3D environment and user requirements through linguistic
and visual perception but also plans tasks and reasons about
actions to generate and arrange furniture within the virtual
space. Furthermore, the agent iteratively updates based on
visual feedback from execution results. Experimental results
demonstrate that our approach facilitates language-interactive
generation and arrangement for diverse and complex 3D fur-
niture.

Introduction

3D furniture layout generation plays a crucial role in various
applications such as interior design, game development, and
virtual reality. Traditional methods for furniture layout plan-
ning often formulate the task as a constrained optimization
problem (Qi et al. 2018; Ma et al. 2016; Chang et al. 2015;
Chang, Savva, and Manning 2014; Yeh et al. 2012; Fisher
etal. 2012; Luo et al. 2020; Wang et al. 2019; Ma et al. 2018;
Fu et al. 2017). However, these approaches typically require
rules for scene formation and graph annotations, necessitat-
ing the expertise of professional artists. This makes these
methods less accessible to non-professionals and inflexible
to dynamic environments where user preferences and spatial
constraints may vary.
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Recent learning-based approaches address these limita-
tions by employing neural networks (Zhang et al. 2020;
Wang et al. 2018; Ritchie, Wang, and Lin 2019; Zhou,
While, and Kalogerakis 2019; Li et al. 2019; Dhamo et al.
2021; Paschalidou et al. 2021; Wang, Yeshwanth, and
NieBner 2021; Zhai et al. 2024; Tang et al. 2023a; Lin and
Yadong 2023), to automate the object selection and place-
ment. Learning from large datasets, these generative meth-
ods can produce diverse plausible layouts (Deitke et al.
2023; Fu et al. 2021b,a). However, despite the promise, they
face difficulties in accommodating to objects that are not
presented in the training set, limiting their adaptability and
versatility.

The rapid advancement of large language models (LLMs)
has opened up new possibilities for enhancing user inter-
actions in furniture layout generation. Researchers leverage
LLMs to reason about layout plans based on text descrip-
tions of furniture items, including their positions and dimen-
sions (Wen et al. 2023; Feng et al. 2024). These approaches
enable users to express their desired living spaces in nat-
ural language, eliminating the need for extensive training
on large datasets. However, these methods suffer from no-
table limitations. While some of these methods (Wen et al.
2023) utilize visual information to refine placement, they
still primarily rely on textual input without fully incorporat-
ing visual perception. As a result, they often produce plau-
sible yet impractical layouts that fail to align with user ex-
pectations or spatial constraints. Furthermore, the absence
of agent memory and feedback mechanisms prevents multi-
turn conversations, hindering users’ ability to interact with
the process to iteratively refine the generated layout plan.

Recent developments have highlighted two significant
trends in the field: First, Multimodal LLMs (MLLMs) (Ope-
nAl 2023; Zhu et al. 2023; Li et al. 2024a; Chu et al. 2024,
Zhan et al. 2024; Li et al. 2024b; Dong et al. 2024; Chen
et al. 2024) have attracted huge attention for their impres-
sive capabilities in various vision-language tasks by intro-
ducing visual perceptions into LLMs. Second, LLM agents
(Belzner, Gabor, and Wirsing 2023; Zhao et al. 2024; Wu
et al. 2023; Chan et al. 2023; Deng et al. 2024) emerge
as powerful problem-solvers for handling complex tasks
through feedback mechanisms and iterative refinement. In-
spired by these advancements, we aim to develop a MLLM
agent specifically designed for generating furniture layouts.



‘I want a luxury bedroom.”

Add a pot of flowers and a carpet. Hang two

Vincent Van Gogh and one by Raphael.

Replace the L-shaped sofa with a different

one. The lighting is too dim.”

1 like a bookshelf with planters. Position
an armchair under the desk and a sofa chair.

landscape paintings. Include a self-portrait by

‘1 want a clear view of the portrait
paintings while seated on the sofa.
Position the sofa chair to face the
bed. The bookshelf appears too
small.”

‘Move one floor lamp closer to the
sofa chair. Place the potted flower
near a corner. The Raphael self-

portrait is too far to the bookshelf.”

Figure 1: Chat2Layout features a multimodal LLM agent designed to facilitate natural language interaction between users
and 3D indoor environments. Users can provide a wide range of instructions, from abstract requests (texts in red) to specific
commands (texts in blue), whether in isolation (the first chat) or as part of a continuous dialogue (subsequent interactions).
The agent interprets these instructions to autonomously executes corresponding operations within the 3D environment. This
enables a multi-turn conversation process, empowering users to provide feedback and engage dynamically with the environment.
Chat2Layout supports a variety of applications, including object removal or addition (texts in bold), rotation (texts in green),

scaling (texts in
(texts in purple).

In this paper, we introduce Chat2Layout, a language-
interactive method for generating furniture layouts that em-
ploys a MLLM as its agent. To begin, we establish a uni-
fied vision-question paradigm for in-context learning, which
standardizes communication with the MLLM to guide its
reasoning utilizing both textual and visual information with-
out the need to update model weights. Within this frame-
work, we present a novel training-free visual prompting
mechanism composed of two key components: 1) We de-
velop a visual-text prompting technique that assists the
MLLM in tackling specific layout tasks; 2) We propose
an Offline-to-Online search (O20-Search) method to auto-
matically identify the minimal support set from an exam-
ple database, facilitating efficient in-context learning from a
limited number of references.

Building upon these techniques, we develop a MLLM
agent system that automatically perceives 3D indoor en-
vironments through both linguistic and visual modalities.
The agent is capable of understanding user requirements,
planning tasks, reasoning about the necessary actions to
generate and arrange furniture within a virtual environ-
ment, and learning from the visual feedback of its exe-
cuted results. By leveraging our sophisticated unified vision-
question paradigm, which incorporates both a visual-text
prompting technique and an O20-Search method, in con-
junction with the MLLM agent system, our Chat2Layout
enables the execution of diverse, complex, and language-
interactive 3D furniture generation and placement. This en-
ables new user experiences that are previously unsupported,
setting a new milestone in the field of furniture layout gen-
eration.

Our main contributions can be summarized as follows:

* A MLLM agent system that enables language-interactive
3D furniture generation and layout. This system supports

), and re-arrangement (texts in yellow). Additionally, it enables 3D layout generation that involves walls

a multi-turn conversations, allowing users to interact dy-
namically with the 3D environment and iteratively refine
the layouts.

* A unified vision-question paradigm for MLLM to effec-
tively respond to a wide range of tasks. This paradigm
incorporates a visual-text prompting technique that facil-
itates grid-based placement for layout generation, and a
020-Search method that significantly boosts MLLM’s
reasoning capabilities in generating furniture plans.

» Comprehensive support for various furniture layout ap-
plications, including layout completion, rearrangement,
open-set placement, and multi-conventional interaction,
as shown in Figure 1.

Related Work

Furniture Layout Generation. Traditional optimization-
based layout generation (Qi et al. 2018; Ma et al. 2016;
Chang et al. 2015; Chang, Savva, and Manning 2014; Yeh
et al. 2012; Fisher et al. 2012; Luo et al. 2020; Wang et al.
2019; Ma et al. 2018; Fu et al. 2017) relies on prior knowl-
edge of reasonable configurations, such as procedural mod-
eling or pre-defined scene graphs. Such priors require pro-
fessional expertise, and are less flexible in dynamic environ-
ments.

Generative methods address these challenges with CNN
(Zhang et al. 2020; Wang et al. 2018; Ritchie, Wang, and Lin
2019; Zhou, While, and Kalogerakis 2019), VAE (Li et al.
2019), GCN (Dhamo et al. 2021), transformer (Paschali-
dou et al. 2021; Wang, Yeshwanth, and Nieiner 2021), or
diffusion (Zhai et al. 2024; Tang et al. 2023a; Lin and
Yadong 2023) architectures trained on large-scale datasets
(Deitke et al. 2023; Fu et al. 2021b,a). InstructScene (Lin
and Yadong 2023) handles concrete layout instructions by
training a generative model on a scene-instruction dataset,



incorporating a semantic graph prior and a diffusion de-
coder. However, these methods struggle with placing objects
not included in the training data. In contrast, Chat2Layout
supports open-set furniture placement with required furni-
ture pieces automatically generated.

LLMs offer a new sight of text-based layout reasoning,
bypassing the dataset limitations. LayoutGPT (Feng et al.
2024) enables LLMs to deliberate over layout plans with
bounding boxes and orientation of furniture items. AnyHome
(Wen et al. 2023) enhances LayoutGPT with manually de-
fined placement rules via text instructions. While AnyHome
utilizes visual information, it primarily relies on textual in-
put for placement and only uses visual cues for minor ad-
justments. Without proper visual understanding, these meth-
ods can produce plausible but impractical results. Addition-
ally, the absence of agent memory and feedback mechanisms
prevents multi-turn conversations, hindering users from in-
teracting with the process to iteratively refine the generated
layout plan.

LLMs as Agents. With their potential to be powerful gen-
eral problem solvers, LLMs have been used as the core
controller for agents (Belzner, Gabor, and Wirsing 2023;
Zhao et al. 2024; Wu et al. 2023; Chan et al. 2023; Deng
et al. 2024; Gravitas 2023; Osika 2024; Nakajima 2024).
Recently, MLLMs (OpenAlI 2023; Zhu et al. 2023; Li et al.
2024a; Chu et al. 2024; Zhan et al. 2024; Li et al. 2024b;
Dong et al. 2024; Chen et al. 2024) demonstrate even more
impressive performance by incorporating visual perception.
Yet, MLLMs as agents has not been fully explored. We are
the first to design such an agent system for furniture layout
generation, facilitating continuous layout arrangements.
In-context Learning. ICL integrates task demonstrations
into prompts to enhance the reasoning ability of LLMs, such
as Chain-of-Thought (CoT) (Wang et al. 2022b) and auto-
matic prompt design (Zhang et al. 2022; Shin et al. 2020;
Zhou et al. 2022; Lester, Al-Rfou, and Constant 2021).
Recently, visual prompting has been used in vision tasks,
such as overlaying masks with a red circle (Shtedritski,
Rupprecht, and Vedaldi 2023), highlighting regions (Yang
et al. 2024), using multiple circles with arrows (Yang et al.
2023b), and labeling objects with alphabet numbers (Yang
et al. 2023a). Other techniques select representative exem-
plars from a candidate set for prompting. These reference
exemplars are defined as support set. Offline methods cal-
culate pairwise similarities among the dataset for selecting
the top-k exemplars (Su et al. 2022), while online methods
calculate the similarity between the test prompt and candi-
dates to select exemplars (Alayrac et al. 2022; Yang et al.
2022; Feng et al. 2024). These methods have not been fully
explored for visual tasks with MLLMs like ours.
Text-to-3D Generation. For layout visualization, current
methods often pre-select or retrieve furniture objects from
a 3D dataset, limiting the ability to meet diverse user ex-
pectations. Instead, our method uses text-to-3D generation
to create furniture items. Text-to-3D generations (MeshyAl
2023; LumaAlI 2023; SudoAl 2023) create 3D content like
mesh (Ma et al. 2023; Mohammad Khalid et al. 2022), neu-
ral radiance field (Wang et al. 2023; Lin et al. 2023; Raj
et al. 2023; Wang et al. 2024; Hong et al. 2024), or gaus-

sian splatting (Tang et al. 2024; Yi et al. 2023; Tang et al.
2023b) from text prompts in an optimization (Poole et al.
2022; Haque et al. 2023) or generative manner (Wang et al.
2022a; Metzer et al. 2023). Compared to generative meth-
ods, recent optimization-based approaches offer broader di-
versity with fast-optimization processes (Tang et al. 2024;
Li et al. 2023). In this work, we adopt Tripo3D (TripoAl
2024), which is capable of producing high-quality 3D furni-
ture swiftly.

Overview of Our Agent
Classical Agent System

An agent system typically comprises four main components
(Xi et al. 2023): Environment: The context within which
the agent operates, such as web engines or mobile apps,
defining the state space of the agent. The agent’s actions
can modify the environment, thereby influencing its own
decision-making processes. Perception: The agent’s sen-
sory component, collecting information from the environ-
ment through various modalities like vision and audio. The
perceived input is transformed into neural signals and trans-
mitted to the brain for further processing. Brain: The central
processing unit of the agent, responsible for storing knowl-
edge and memories, as well as performing essential func-
tions such as information processing and decision-making.
It enables the agent to reason and plan, handle unforeseen
tasks, and exhibit intelligent behaviors. Action: The com-
ponent that receives and executes action sequences from the
brain, once the decisions are made, allowing the agent to in-
teract with the environment.

MLLM-Based Layout Agent

Chat2Layout draws inspiration from existing research on
LLMs as agents, but it distinguishes itself by uniquely in-
tegrating an additional visual modality. To create such an
agent system specialized for interactive layout generation,
we implement specific modifications to the agent frame-
work (Figure 2): Environment: Our environment includes a
user and an observer. The user provides text-based require-
ments, while the observer monitors the 3D user interface to
summarize visual elements and furniture attributes like po-
sitions and dimensions. The observer also engages in self-
reflection, prompting the agent to review initial layouts and
request corrections. Perception: The agent perceives both
textual and visual information from the environment, en-
compassing user requirements, furniture attributes, and vi-
sual room scenes. Brain: Based on the perceived informa-
tion, the agent reasons about the necessary 3D actions for
layout plan generation. Action: Once the 3D action list is
determined, these actions are executed within the 3D visual-
ization engine, bringing the layout plan to life.

Brain

Our core techniques are centered around the Brain module,
the central decision-making component of our agent. Its in-
put includes a specific user task and scene information per-
ceived by the Perception module, while its output is a se-
quence of 3D actions that can be executed by the Action



“This is an ancient
Chinese-style bedroom for
a young lady.”

Initial Scene
@ ‘Floor: Pos(x,y,z), Bbox(w,h,l)”

Updated Scene

Perception
User Requirement: “An ancient
- Chinese-style bedroom for a young lady.”
184l Indoor Scene Description:

“This room has: A floor: Pos(x,y,z), Bbox(w,h,l)”

User
G M =

Multimodal
LLM Agent

Observer
#L B b

:

Atomic Task Definition
Add, Remove, Placement (translate, scale, rotate)

Task Planning
Task: “An ancient Chinese-style bedroom for a young lady.”

Atomic Task Sequence: Add<‘ancient Chinese

wooden chair’>, Add<‘ancient Chinese bed’> ...

Placement<‘ancient Chinese wooden chair’, ‘ancient
Chinese bed’>,

Action Prediction for Each Atomic Task

#

Chain of Thought

3D Action Sequence:

Text-2-3D<‘ancient Chinese bed’>, ...,
Text-2-3D<'ancient Chinese wooden chair’>

Scale<‘ancient Chinese wooden bed’, (x,y,z)>, ...
Scale<‘ancient Chinese chair’, (x,y,z)>

Translate<‘ancient Chinese wooden bed’, (x,y,2)>, ...,
Translate<‘ancient Chinese chair’, (x,y,z)>

Rotate<‘ancient Chinese wooden bed’, angle>, ...,

‘Floor: Pos(x,y,z), Bbox(w,h,l);
ancient_Chinese_bed: Pos(x,y,z),
Bbox(w,h,l); ...... ”

J

Text-2-3D<'ancient Chinese wooden chair>

“ancient Chinese -
wooden chair”

Scale<‘ancient Chinese wooden table’, (x,y,z)>

-

Rotate<‘ancient Chinese chair’, angle>

Vision-Question Paradigm
1. Role: “You are <role_descrip>"
2. Env: “<scene_descrip>” & <env_imgs>
3. Visual-Text Prompting (Sec. 4)

Rotate<‘ancient Chinese chair’, angle>

~

Result

Question: “<ques_descrip>" & <ques_imgs>

- Result format: “Provide the result in a JSON structure.”

H . Translate<‘ancient Chinese chair’, (x,y,z)>
: H = b - b
.‘

4. Offline-to-Online Search (Sec. 5)
Include the support set in JSON structure.
5. Task: “The user requirement is ‘<user_request>’,
what is the result? ”

Figure 2: The framework of Chat2Layout. Our agent begins by perceiving the user’s requirements, along with the indoor
scene descriptions and visual captures provided by the observer from the environment. Within the brain module, the agent
translating requirements into a task and decomposing it into a sequence of atomic tasks. It then reasons about the necessary 3D
actions for each atomic task, generating a sequence of 3D actions that are subsequently executed in the action module, resulting
in modifications to the environment. Users can then observe the updated 3D indoor scene and provide new requirements.
Throughout this process, all interactions with the MLLM adhere to the vision-question paradigm for in-context learning, which
adopts visual-text prompting to assist the agent in reasoning and decision-making and Offline-to-Online Search to provide the

support set as references for prompting.

module. Every interaction with the MLLM adheres to our
vision-question paradigm. The Brain first decomposes each
task into a series of atomic tasks. Then, for each atomic task,
it performs visual-text prompting to formulate prompts in-
corporating references generated by 020 Search for engag-
ing with the MLLM. Subsequently, it receives 3D actions,
which are then passed on to the Action module for execu-
tion.

We give definitions of the most important terms of Brain
below, and will describe its key technical components in fol-
lowing sections.

Task. A task is defined by user requirements described
in text. Chat2Layout supports open-vocabulary and unre-
stricted user descriptions, whether abstract or concrete, com-
plex or simple, mixed or focused. This flexibility leverages
the commonsense knowledge inherent in LLMs to guide and
control the design generation process.

Atomic Task. An atomic task is the most basic unit of a
task that cannot be further decomposed. We identify three
specific types of atomic tasks: Add<text>, Remove<text>,
and Placement(translate, scale, rotate)<text>.

3D Action. We define five fundamental actions within the
3D engine to manipulate objects:

* ‘Add<objkey, text>’: Invokes the text-to-3D API ‘Text-
2-3D<text>’ to generate a textured mesh from a text

description, then assigns an object key ‘objkey’ to this
mesh.

* Remove<objkey>: Removes the object identified by ‘ob-
Jjkey’ from the scene.

* Translate<objkey, (x,y,z)>: Moves an object to a new po-
sition specified by the coordinates (x, y, z).

* Scale<objkey, (x,y,z)> - Adjusts the size of an object ac-
cording to the scale factors.

* Rotate<objkey, angle> - Rotates an object around its
center by a specified angle.

Vision-Question Paradigm

We observe a similar prompt pattern in each interaction with
the MLLM. Therefore, we adopt a unified vision-question
paradigm as the template for every interaction, as depicted
in Figure 2.

In this paradigm, we first assign the MLLM a Role such as
“You are an expert in 3D interior design”, which has proven
crucial in enhancing the LL.Ms’s performance. For specific
tasks involving mathematical reasoning, such as object scale
prediction and 3D placement, we add addition constraints as
“You are an expert in 3D interior design with a strong math
background”.



Role: You are an expert in task planning.

You are trying to split a complex task into a sequence of atomic tasks
in 3D interior design. We have three atomic tasks: 1) Add: Insert or
generate a new object 2) Remove: eliminate or delete an object 3)
Placement (including scale, translation, and rotation): Placement is a
broad category that encompasses several actions: Scale: Adjusting
the size of an object. Translation: Moving an object from one location
to another within the 3D space. Rotation: Rotating an object around a

specific axis to change its orientation.
Question: Now, given a task description, you should assist in
decomposing the task into a sequence of atomic tasks. Provide the
result in a JSON structure.
Reference: Here are some cases for your reference:
Exemplar 1: Exemplar 2:
“"task": "add a red wooden chair on the floor", "task": "Hang a portrait of the Mona Lisa on the left wall",
"atomic tasks": [ "atomic tasks”: [
{ {
"atomic task": "Add",
"target": "a red wooden chair"
) )
{ {
"atomic task": "Placement"”,
“target": "on the floor"
) )

1 1
} }

Task: The task description is: <task_description>. What is the result?

"atomic task": "Add",
"target": "A portrait of the Mona Lisa" ~ esesses

"atomic task": "Placement”,
"target": "on the left wall"

Figure 3: Vision-question paradigm for task decomposi-
tion. We decompose a task into a sequence of atomic tasks
using vision-question paradigm.

We incorporate Environment information, includes tex-
tual descriptions like object names (represented by ‘objkey’),
positions, and dimensions of visualized objects, along with
multi-view visual captures of the user interface.

We introduce a visual-text prompting method that formu-
lating each specific Question with visual and textual infor-
mation to aid the MLLM in reasoning about plausible layout
plans.

Additionally, to improve MLLM’s accuracy through in-
context learning (ICL) from a few contextual examples, we
propose an O20-Search method for selecting the support
set as Reference. This approach automatically identifies the
minimal informative support set required for effective in-
context learning.

By combining visual and textual information, our unified
vision-question paradigm enables more accurate interpreta-
tions and responses for each Task, as visual cues help disam-
biguate textual input, leading to improved decision-making.

Exemplar prompts following our vision-question
paradigm can be found in our supplementary material.

Task Decomposition Given a user task, before applying
visual-text prompting, we need to first decompose it into
a sequence of atomic tasks. Figure 3 illustrates the vision-
question paradigm for task decomposition, including the as-
signed role and the support set provided by O20-Search.
The support set is presented in JSON format, suitable for
representing structured data. Note that, as a special case
of vision-question paradigm, environment and visual-text
prompting are not included in task decomposition as it is
a text-only problem. For other interactions discussed in Sec-
tion , we adhere to the complete vision-question paradigm.

A wooden bed iy
wardrobe

A wooden bed i)
wardrobe

A leather A leather
sofa sofa

(a) Local by local placement

A kindergarten
A kindergarten plastic mat

plastic mat

A children wood
toddler bed

wardrobe

(b) Scale-adaptive grid placement

Figure 4: Grid coverage algorithm for floor placement.
We conduct a local by local placement for a large set of fur-
niture, and we propose a scale-adaptive grid placement for
large-size furniture items.

Visual-Text Prompting
Object Initialization

We generate furniture items using ‘Text-2-3D<text>’,
which come with arbitrary poses and sizes, which are not
ideal for placement. Therefore, before incorporating them
into a layout, we initialize them with properly aligned poses
and scales using visual-text prompting. In these paradigms,
we provide environment information, including visual cap-
tures of the scene and object bounding boxes, along with
references from our O20-Search.

Pose Alignment. First, we calculate the Axis-Aligned
Bounding Box (AABB) and the Optimal/Oriented Bound-
ing Box (OBB) (Fabri and Pion 2009). Then, we align each
object’s pose by rotating it from its OBB to match its AABB.
Scale Prediction. We formulate a prompt to predict the ap-
propriate scaling factor for each object. After adjusting the
furniture items to their correct sizes, we compile the set of
furniture items as F' = {f1, ..., fn}.

Object Placement

The generation of a layout can be defined as follows: given a
set of furniture items F' = { f1,..., f,}, where each item f;
is characterized by its identifier Objkey(f;) and bounding
box Rect(f;), the goal is to determine a placement P =
{(z1,y1,21,01)s -, (T, Yn, 2n, 0n)} for all items. Here,
(24, vi,2;) and 6; denote the position and orientation of the
item f;, respectively. Unlike previous works that primarily
focus on placing objects on the floor, our approach allows for



A B C D
Figure 5: A visual content for initial orientation predic-

tion. The agent will select the initial orientation of the chair
from four views.

arbitrary placement on or under other objects, or on the wall.
We categorize F into three placement types, F'tio0r, Fuwall,
and F¢per, through interaction with the MLLM agent, fol-
lowing the vision-question paradigm. Instead of directly pre-
dicting the layout plan in a single interaction like Layout-
GPT (Feng et al. 2024) and AnyHome (Wen et al. 2023),
we employ Chain-of-Thought (CoT) prompting to system-
atically reasons through the plan step by step, which leads
to a more precise process.

Floor Placement. We first arrange items in F'f;,,, using the
Grid Coverage Algorithm in Figure 4. We overlay a grid on
the floor, where each cell is identified by a unique alphanu-
meric ID. Assuming that walls are along the top and left
edges of the floor, we label wall-adjacent cells as ‘wall’. We
then ask the agent to specify the grid cells that each furni-
ture item in Ff;,,, should cover. Since directly assigning
cells for a large set of items can be challenging, we pro-
pose a local by local placement method (Figure 4-(a)), which
stages the larger items before smaller ones, leading to sim-
plified tasks and improved performance. For very large ob-
jects that can cause inaccurate coverage predictions, we pro-
pose a scale-adaptive grid placement method, which initially
place them on a sparse grid to minimize the number of cov-
ered cells (Figure 4-(b)-left) and then project them onto a
denser grid for further placement of additional items (Figure
4-(b)-right).

3D Placement. After placing F'f;,0r, We apply the same grid
coverage strategy to F,4;; by similarly overlaying a grid on
the wall. In addition, for all items in Fy;,,, that are adjacent
to the wall, we project them to the wall grid before placing
Fau to avoid collision between these two types of items.
We then apply the same strategy to place Fiiper, such as
putting a laptop on top of a table. In this way, our layout
generation method is highly versatile and adaptable to irreg-
ular floor plans, with or without walls.

Orientation Prediction. After placing all furniture items,
we further correct their orientations. The aforementioned
pose alignment technique ensures that the frontal face of
each item aligns with one of four views: left, right, front, or
back. The agent only needs to identify the frontal face from
the four candidate views (Figure 5). After that, we mark the
orientation of the frontal face on the grid with a red arrow
(Figure 4). Finally, another chat session is then used to de-
termine the rotation angle for the final face orientation.

Self-Reflection

Self-reflection empowers agents to iteratively improve by re-
fining decisions and correcting past errors (Yao et al. 2023;
Shinn et al. 2024). To this end, we incorporate a visual self-
reflection mechanism into our agent system. After all furni-
ture items are placed, we start a continuous chat by asking
whether the result meets user requirements, and is reason-
able and realistic, allowing the agent to visually inspect the
arrangement within the 3D interface. If the placement does
not satisfy user requirements or violates realistic and ratio-
nal constraints, the agent is prompted to adjust the layout ac-
cordingly. Furthermore, we integrate surface collision detec-
tion during object placement. This is particularly important
for irregularly shaped objects, as it helps prevent collisions
or floating objects.

Offline-to-Online Reference Search

To provide references for the visual-question paradigm, we
propose an Offline-to-Online Search method (O20-Search)
to identify the minimal informative support set.

Given a database containing N examples D =

{(X;,Y;)} |, where each input set X; = (u;,t;,v;) con-
sists of a user text prompt u;, an indoor scene text descrip-
tion t;, and visual captures of the scene v;, and Y; repre-
sents the corresponding output result, all in JSON format.
Our 0O20-Search method aims to automatically identify the
minimal informative support set within this dataset.
Offline Grouping. We observe that each example D; =
(X;,Y;) can be categorized based on its characteristics. To
achieve this, we assign a category identifier to each example
in D, effectively dividing it into distinct groups. Within each
group, we measure the similarity between any two examples
(D;, D;) using the following criteria:

f(Di, Dj) = Devip(ui, uj)+aDerp(ts, tj)+6Dpmo (vi, v5),

(D
where Dcpp is the CLIP cosine similarity (Radford et al.
2021) and Dpno is the DINOv2 cosine similarity (Oquab
et al. 2023). The information entropy of an example D; is
defined as:

E(D;) =YLy i f(Di, D;). )

We calculate the information entropy for each group and se-
lect the top-K demonstrations with the highest information
entropy values within each group.

Online Retrieval. Given a test input X; during user inter-
action, we ask the agent to assign a category identifier. We
then select the group corresponding to this identifier as the
final supporting set, providing the most relevant reference
examples for the current task.

Experiments

In this section, we detail the evaluation setup, present ab-
lation studies and comparisons to baselines, and showcase
diverse results generated by out method. For further imple-
mentation details and additional evaluations, please refer to
our supplementary materials.



OOB| ORIT CLIP-Sim T
InstructScene 38.8 73.3 13.1
LayoutGPT 52.8 61.3 18.4
AnyHome 32.8 72.3 23.2
Ours-Visual 36.8 63.8 20.1
Ours-w/o VTP 37.5 62.0 19.6
Ours-w/o O20-Search 31.8 75.3 21.9
Ours-w/o SR 24.8 81.0 24.7
Ours 21.0 84.8 271

Table 1: Layout quality comparison. Our method achieves
the best performance with a smaller Out-of-Boundary Rate
(OOB), better Orientation Correction (ORI), and higher
CLIP Similarity (CLIP-Sim).

Evaluation Setup

To evaluate the quality of our layout generation, we first col-
lected a set of various real scenes online and wrote corre-
sponding text descriptions for each. We then generated the
dataset by producing 10 layout plans for each scene, similar
to cases 1, 2, and 7 in Figure 7. We then conduct a compar-
ative analysis using the following metrics:

Out of Bound Rate (OOB). This measures the percent-
age of layout plans where objects extend beyond the room’s
boundaries or intersect with other objects, indicating the
quality of spatial arrangement. We report OOB at the lay-
out plan level, checking for the presence of these issues with
each plan, following LayoutGPT and AnyHome.
Orientation Correctness (ORI). This evaluates the correct-
ness of object orientations within the layout context. Correct
orientation is defined as the object being easily accessible
and usable by users in the room. For example, a wardrobe
adjacent to but facing a wall is considered incorrectly ori-
ented. We manually check each layout plan and report the
percentage of layout plans where furniture has no unreason-
able face orientations.

CLIP Similarity (CLIP-Sim). This assesses the alignment
between the user’s text description and the scene content by
calculating the text-to-image CLIP similarity, using multi-
view renderings of the 3D layout scene. Random viewpoint
perturbations are incorporated to enhance the robustness of
our evaluations.

Ablation Studies

Visual-Text Prompting. In Table 1, we evaluate the effec-
tiveness of visual-text prompting. Results demonstrate that
visual-text prompting significantly enhances layout genera-
tion compared to the baseline of Ours-w/o-VTP, which re-
lies solely on text descriptions. This is evidenced by a lower
OBB, better ORI, and higher CLIP-Sim scores.

We also observe a marginal improvement in the baseline
of Ours-Visual, which directly integrates visual captures of
the environment without visual-text prompting, compared to
Ours-w/o-VTP. This suggests that while visual information
is beneficial, its inclusion alone without structural integra-
tion does not lead to substantial performance gains. In con-
trast, our visual-text prompting technique enables more ef-
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Figure 6: Ablation study for reference search methods.
Our O20-Search method achieves the best performance
compared to other baselines on different reference size k.

fective utilization of visual information, contributing to bet-
ter overall performance.

Furthermore, our full method incorporating the self-
reflection mechanism further enhances layout generation
performance compared to the baseline of Ours-w/o-SR by
providing feedback to verify and refine results.

020-Search. We also conduct an ablation study to assess
the effectiveness of our O20-Search method. We randomly
select 30% of the questions from our example dataset D
to form the test set. Our method is compared against two
baselines: 1) An offline-only method that calculates pair-
wise similarity across the entire dataset and selects the top-
k exemplars without grouping (Su et al. 2022); and 2) An
online-only method that computes similarity between the
test prompt and all candidates in the dataset to select sup-
porting references (Alayrac et al. 2022; Yang et al. 2022;
Feng et al. 2024).

We present the accuracy across various sizes of the sup-
port set k in Figure 6. When k = 0, meaning no support set,
the accuracy remains significantly low, underscoring the im-
portant role that support references play. As we increase the
value of k, there is a general trend of improved accuracy for
all baselines;. However, this improvement begin to consis-
tently plateau around k£ = 8, suggesting diminishing returns
on accuracy gains for larger k. This indicates that there is an
optimal range of k that maximizes accuracy without incur-
ring too much computational cost due to excessive size of
references. Thus, we use £ = 8 in our method. Importantly,
our O20-Search method consistently outperforms both the
offline and online baselines in accuracy across all values of
k, demonstrating its superior scalability and effectiveness in
utilizing larger support sets to boost performance.

We also observe a substantial degradation in OBB, ORI,
and CLIP-Sim metrics when O20-Search is removed, as
shown in Table 1. This further highlights the curcial role that
our O20-Search plays in enhancing the overall performance
of our system.
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Figure 7: Interactive Layout Generation Results. Chat2Layout facilitates multi-turn conversational user interactions for lay-
out design, a feature unsupported by other methods.
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Teleplay in my bedroom. I like an NBA
poster mural and a Charizard in t-pose.
A cute cat is sitting in the sofa.”

‘A study room with a chair,

A living room. a table, and a bookshelf.”

‘A game room.” ‘A hospital ward room.”

a lamp, and a wardrobe. " area and a refrigerator. " * “

Figure 8: Extended layout generation results. Chat2Layout can handle multi-room setups and irregular floor plans.

‘A European style bedroom.” ‘A modern room with a bed, ‘A kitchen with a cooking




‘A charming kids’ bedroom.” and “Place an abundance of toys. "

‘A classical library.” and “Add a potted plant, a step ladder, and a stack of books. "
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Figure 9: Diverse layout generation results. Chat2Layout enables the generation of diverse layout plans for a same scene.

“Put a wardrobe to the left of a cabinet. Add a
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"An old-fashioned room featuring a sofa, a cabinet, a TV, a long table, a wardrobe, and a shoebox. of the cabinet. Add a sofa in front of the long
table. Put a shoebox to the left of the sofa.”
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! Put a carpet on the floor...”
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office chair in front of the bookshelf. Place an
office desk in front of the office chair. Position
a Macbook above the office desk ...”

“A gothic office adorned with a vase, a bookshelf, an office desk, an office chair, a sofa,
two chairs, a coffee table, a carpet, two paintings, and a clock on the wall. Put a
Macbook and a golden lion with wings on the office desk.”
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Figure 10: Comparison. Our method produces more reasonable layout plans compared to other methods.



Comparisons

We compare Chat2Layout with three existing methods: In-
structScene (Lin and Yadong 2023), LayoutGPT (Feng et al.
2024), and AnyHome (Feng et al. 2024), with AnyHome be-
ing a concurrent work. For a fair comparison, we use the
same furniture set generated by our model, with identical
scale values and initial orientations, for layoutGPT and Any-
Home. Moreover, for InstructScene, we provide a detailed
description of our generated layout plan to obtain their re-
sults. It should be noted that in our method, the furniture
is generated using a text-to-3D API, while layoutGPT and
AnyHome require searching a large dataset. But here We use
the same set generated by ours for a fair layout quality com-
parison.

Quantitative Comparison. Table 1 provides the quantita-
tive comparison. InstructScene demonstrates weaker per-
formance in terms of ORI and CLIP-Sim compared to all
LLM-based methods. LayoutGPT, while solely leveraging
an online-only support set without visual input, struggles to
produce satisfactory results. AnyHome attempts to address
the issues of LayoutGPT by incorporating a set of manually
defined placement rules in texts. However, it only uses vi-
sual information for furniture position and pose refinement
through SDS optimization, limiting its overall effectiveness.
In contrast, Chat2Layout achieve the best results on all met-
rics, thanks to the integration of visual input and a more ad-
vanced support set search method.

Qualitative Comparison. Figure 10 presents the qualitative
comparison. Compared to our method, other approaches are
more susceptible to issues like out-of-bound placements, in-
correct orientations, and poor content alignments. Specifi-
cally, InstructScene is limited to concrete text instructions
detailing spatial relations and may generate non-existent
objects due to text-to-graph conversion errors. Both In-
structScene and LayoutGPT lack support for wall place-
ments such as paintings. AnyHome, while outperforming
the other two, relies on pre-defined human-knowledge rules,
leading to illogical placements, such as neglecting common-
sense spacing between objects. In addition, all three meth-
ods are prone to boundary and orientation issues, impacting
usability and aesthetics. In contrast, Chat2Layout demon-
strates superior performance by fully exploiting visual in-
formation. Moreover, Chat2Layout supports multi-turn con-
ventional interactions, as demonstrated in Figure 7, a feature
absent in other methods.

More Visual Results

We present our interactive layout generation results in Fig-
ure 7, a feature unsupported by other methods. Chat2Layout
empowers users to create layouts from scratch, transform-
ing an empty space into diverse designs such as an ancient
Chinese-style bedroom or a modern minimalist living room.
Users can also perform partial rearrangements, as illustrated
in the washing room scenario. Chat2Layout supports pre-
cise 3D placements, such as positioning a vase on a table in
case one or hanging a painting on a wall in case two. Addi-
tionally, users can modify layouts through instructions, in-
cluding inserting new items, removing objects, and adjust-
ing placements in terms of scale, rotation, and translation.

Notably, Chat2Layout excels at handling open-vocabulary
instructions, accommodating both abstract and concrete de-
scriptions, whether mixed or focused.

Chat2Layout supports diverse layout generation by
prompting the agent to provide multiple layouts for the
same set of furniture items. As illustrated in Figure 9,
we show three cases, each with four distinct layout plans.
Chat2Layout enables the creation of varied layout plans, ac-
commodating objects on both floors and walls, while ensur-
ing that the orientations of objects are not only diverse but
also logical within the context of the room and its function-
ality.

Figure 8 illustrates the versatility and adaptability of our
method in handling a variety of layout configurations, in-
cluding irregular floor shapes and multi-room setups. For
instance, we employ an irregular grid to generate a layout
for an L-shaped game room. In multi-room scenarios, we se-
quentially generate each individual room, demonstrating the
system’s capability in managing complex spatial arrange-
ments across multiple interconnected spaces.

Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce Chat2Layout, a novel method
to indoor layout generation that expands the capabilities of
MLLMSs beyond vision interpretation and text generation.
Our method establishes a unified vision-question paradigm
for in-context learning, enabling communication with the
MLLM to guide its reasoning with both textual and visual
information. Within this framework, we introduce a training-
free visual prompting technique that facilitates the creation
of realistic and contextually appropriate layouts. In addition,
we employ an O20-Search method to identify the minimal
support set as references for effective prompting. Overall,
our method interprets and handles user requirements and
3D environments both linguistically and visually and exe-
cute challenging furniture arrangement tasks. This enables
diverse and complex 3D layout generation, providing inter-
active user experiences that surpass previous methods.
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We provide supplementary material for Chat2Layout,
covering a summary of related furniture layout generation
works, implementation details, prompts for floor placement,
and pose alignment. Additionally, we provide a user study
and discuss our user interface. Lastly, we discuss the limita-
tions of our method.

Summary of Layout Generation Works

Table 2 provides a summary of optimized-based meth-
ods (Qi et al. 2018; Ma et al. 2016; Chang et al. 2015;
Chang, Savva, and Manning 2014; Yeh et al. 2012; Fisher
et al. 2012; Luo et al. 2020; Wang et al. 2019; Ma et al.
2018; Fu et al. 2017), learning-based methods (Zhang et al.
2020; Wang et al. 2018; Ritchie, Wang, and Lin 2019;
Zhou, While, and Kalogerakis 2019; Li et al. 2019; Dhamo
et al. 2021; Paschalidou et al. 2021; Wang, Yeshwanth, and
NieBner 2021; Zhai et al. 2024; Tang et al. 2023a; Lin and
Yadong 2023), and LLM-based methods (Feng et al. 2024;
Wen et al. 2023) on furniture layout generation. In com-
parison, Chat2Layout supports a wider range of applica-
tions than these baselines. Specifically, Chat2Layout sup-
ports layout completion, layout rearrangement, text instruc-
tion, 3D placement (onto or under others, or on walls), open-
set placement, and multi-conventional interaction. Notably,
supporting open-set placement means that Chat2Layout is
not restricted to predefined furniture objects nor reliant on
retrieving items from a 3D furniture dataset. Moreover, our
agent system facilitates continuous user interaction through
multi-run conversations, allowing users to iteratively refine
the layout plan until desired outcome is reached. It should be
noted that AnyHome supports only single-turn conversations
for layout adjustments without memorization, whereas our
method supports multi-turn interactions through the agent,
favoring long-term and complex interactions.

Implementation Details

We employ GPT-4 vision (OpenAl 2023) as the MLLM to
implement our agent. We develop the pipeline in Python
and implement user-interface/visualization in Open3D. The
system is deployed on Windows/Linux workstations with-
out GPUs. To ensure the creation of satisfactory and style-
consistent 3D meshes from a text prompts, we generate 16
candidates using ‘Text-2-3D<text>’ and have the agent se-
lect the most suitable one. We also incorporate style de-
scriptions (if applicable) into ‘Text-2-3D<text>’ to main-
tain stylistic coherence. For instance, in a Gothic-style living
room, if a user requests adding a chair, ‘<tfext>’ in ‘Text-
2-3D<text>" would specify ‘a Gothic-style chair’ rather
than simply ‘a chair’. For support set searching, we com-
pile databases containing 50 to 100 candidate examples per
question. In Equation 1, we set & = 0.3 and 8 = 0.2 to pri-
oritize textual similarity while integrating textual and visual
environmental information. In addition, we utilize the ‘clip-
vit-base-patch16’ model to calculate CLIP similarity. In our
020-Search algorithm, the example is categorized by char-
acteristics. For instance, ‘0’ indicates a removal task and ‘1’
an abstract addition task, and we have 8 categories in total
for task decomposition.

Pose Alignment

Before

Figure 11: Visualization of object pose alignment. We
show a chair before (left) and after (right) pose align-
ment. Initially, we compute the Axis-Aligned Bounding Box
(AABB) and the Optimal/Oriented Bounding Box (OBB)
(Fabri and Pion 2009). By analying the difference between
the AABB and OBB, we identify the necessary rotation
to align the chair’s orientation. After applying the rotation,
the chair’s AABB and OBB become nearly identical, both
aligned with the axis.

Before arranging the layout, we generate a set of required
furniture items using ‘7Text-2-3D<text>’. However, the ini-
tial poses of these objects may be arbitrary. To address this,
we perform pose alignment, as illustrated in Figure 11. We
begin by calculating both the Axis-Aligned Bounding Box
(AABB) and the Optimal/Oriented Bounding Box (OBB)
(Fabri and Pion 2009) for each object. By comparing the
AABB and OBB, we determine the pose difference between
them. Then, we rotate the object based on the calculated
pose difference, effectively aligning the AABB and OBB to
achieve a more suitable initial pose for the object within the
scene.

Prompts for Floor Placement

Figure 12 illustrates the exemplar prompts used for object
placement on the floor. This vision-text prompting approach,
employed by our floor placement algorithm, adheres to the
vision-question paradigm, consisting of a role, environment
information, visual-text prompts, and a reference set pro-
vided by our O20-Search. All other prompts in our system
follow a similar structure, but with variations in text descrip-
tions and visual captures specific to their respective tasks.
Leveraging the memory capabilities of LLMs, our agent en-
ables users to ask follow-up questions such as “Provide more
results” or request layout completion, as demonstrated in the
bottom part of Figure 12.

User Interface

We design a user-friendly interface using Open3D, as shown
in Figure 13. Users can easily input text instructions and ini-
tiate an interaction with our agent system by clicking the
button. The generated visual results are displayed in the left



(Partial) Layout Text Instruction 3D Placement Open-Set Placement/

Layout Completion . . .
Y P Re-arrangement Multi-Conventional Interaction

(Yeh et al. 2012), Grains (Li et al. 2019), (Qi et al. 2018),
(Luo et al. 2020), CommonScenes (Zhai et al. 2024)

(Zhang et al. 2020), (Ritchie, Wang, and Lin 2019),
Planit (Wang et al. 2019), SceneGraphNet (Zhou, While, and Kalogerakis 2019)

(Fu et al. 2017), (Wang et al. 2018),

(Dhamo et al. 2021), Atiss (Paschalidou et al. 2021) 4 4
SceneFormer (Wang, Yeshwanth, and Niener 2021), (Ma et al. 2016), (Ma et al. 2018) 4 V4
(Chang, Savva, and Manning 2014), (Chang et al. 2015) V4
InstructScene (Lin and Yadong 2023), DiffuScene (Tang et al. 2023a), v/ v/ 4
LayoutGPT (Feng et al. 2024)
AnyHome (Wen et al. 2023) 4 4 v v
Chat2Layout v 4 v v v

Table 2: Summary of furniture layout generation methods classified by supported applications: layout completion, layout
rearrangement, text instruction, 3D placement, open-set placement, and multi-conventional interaction. Chat2Layout supports
all applications, with particular strengths in open-set object placement and multi-conventional user interaction, a feature unsup-
ported by other methods.

Role: You are an expert interior designer with a strong math background. - :
Environment: This is a <room_description> with <obj_description>, as shown in this figure |

wall wall .. wall

This image shows a floor featuring a grid overlay, where each cell measures 1x1 and the overall floor size
is <floor_size>. The cells are uniquely identified by alphanumeric numbers ranging from 000 to
<max_num>. Along the top and left edges of the floor, there are walls, which are labeled 'wall' in the image.

wall 000

wall ..

Question: Now, | am looking to place a piece of furniture on this floor. Given furniture names and sizes, you should
suggest a suitable group of grid cells for accommodating this piece of furniture. Provide the result in a JSON structure.
Note: 1) the object can be placed horizontally or vertically; 2) when placing an object within the range of cell numbers
'000' to <max_vert> along a column, it will be positioned adjacent to the left wall. Conversely, positioning an object in
cells ranging from '000' to <max_horizon> along a row ensures proximity to the top wall.

Reference: Here are some cases for your reference: <Exemplar1_JSON>, <Exemplar2_JSON>, ...

Task: The requirement is: Place <obj1_name>, <obj2_name>, ...; The size of <obj1_name> is <obj1_size>. The size
of <obj2_name> is <obj2_size> ...; <constrains_description>. What is the result?

Role: You are an expert interior designer with a strong math background. q
Environment: This is a <room_description> with <obj_description>, as shown in this figure / & 4 [

wall wall ... wall

wi oo . [l As shown in this figure, we have already placed several objects on the floor, including <obj1_name>
covering <cell_description>, <obj1_name> covering <cell_description>, ...

wall

Question: Now, | am looking to place another place a piece of furniture on this floor. Given furniture names and sizes,
you should suggest a suitable group of grid cells for accommodating this piece of furniture. Provide the result in a JSON
structure. Note: you may need to consider the relationship with objects that have already been placed.

Reference: Here are some cases for your reference: <Exemplar1_JSON>, <Exemplar2_JSON>, ...

Task: The requirement is: Place <obj1_name>, <obj2_name>, ...; The size of <obj1_name> is <obj1_size>. The size
of <obj2_name> is <obj2_size> ...; <constrains_description>. What is the result?

Figure 12: Vision-question prompting of floor placement. Here we show two exemplar prompts for placing an new furniture
item on an empty or occupied floor, respectively. The words highlighted in blue will be omitted when there is no wall present.
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Figure 13: Our user interface. Our agent system facili-
tates user interactions through intuitive text instructions. The
interface also empowers users to adjust the viewpoint and
lighting within the 3D environment for a better visualiza-
tion.

widget, providing a feedback on the layout design. Our in-
terface also offers controls for adjusting the viewpoint and
lighting, allowing users to optimize the visualization for bet-
ter understanding of the 3D layout. For a more comprehen-
sive demonstration of our interface, please refer to our ac-
companying video demo.
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Figure 14: User study for comparison. We conduct a user
study comparing AnyHome, LayoutGPT, and InstructScene
with Chat2Layout on layout generation quality. Participants
are presented with various layout options and asked to eval-
uate: 1) which layout plan best aligns with user instructions;
and 2) which layout is the most reasonable and realistic. Our
approach outperforms the other baselines, garnering higher
user preference in both questions.

. Mental Physical Temporal .
Metric Demand | Demand| Demand] Performance? Frustration|
Mean Score| 1.73 1.91 3.64 4.09 2.18

Table 3: NASA-TLX mean scores. We conduct a user study
for the user interaction assessment. Participants are required
to complete NASA-TLX questionnaires (1=very low,5=very
high) after using our user interface.

We conduct a user study, illustrated in Figure 14, com-
paring AnyHome, LayoutGPT, and InstructScene with
Chat2Layout. Participants are presented with 20 questions,
each accompanied by text instructions and four layout op-
tions. They are asked to select the option that best: 1)
matches the given instructions; and 2) presents a reason-
able and realistic layout plan, free from unreasonable col-
lisions or boundary exceedances. After collecting 41 valid
responses, we analyze the user preference rates for both in-
struction matching and layout quality. According to the re-
sults, our approach demonstrate superior performance, sur-
passing the other methods in user preference across both cri-
teria.

We have conducted another user study to evaluate the in-
teraction in Table 3. We invited six non-professional partic-
ipants to create scenes using our system. Initially, we pro-
vided a 10-minute tutorial. Participants were then asked to
create 5 predefined scenes and 5 scenes of their choice. Each
participant then completed a questionnaire using the five-
point NASA Task Load Index (NASA-TLX, 1=very low to
S=very high) (Hart 2006) to evaluate usability and perceived
workload. In Table 2, the mental demand was low, indicat-
ing that users need little effort when using our system. While
our system is not perfect in terms of efficiency due to the un-
stable GPT-4 API, it performs satisfactorily with a high per-
formance value and demonstrates satisfying user satisfaction
with a low frustration value.

Limitations

While our agent system facilitates a wider range of user in-
teractions and generates more reasonable layout plans than
existing methods, it still faces several challenges, as shown
in Figure 15.

Firstly, when tasked with arranging a large number of fur-
niture pieces within a severely limited space, collision issue
becomes evident. This red rectangle in the left figure high-
lights how spatial constraints can lead to suboptimal furni-
ture placement and overlapping elements. This occurs be-
cause when the available space is insufficient for the size and
quantity of objects, it poses a challenge for our agent system
to devise a reasonable layout plan. In future iterations, im-
plementing a checking mechanism and user reminders will
be crucial to effectively address this issue.



‘A retro boho style living room. ”

Figure 15: Limitations. Our method faces challenges in cer-
tain scenarios. First, when dealing with a large number of
furniture items in a severely limited space, collisions can
occur, as highlighted by the red rectangle in the left figure.
Second, current text-to-3D generation methods struggle to
produce a cohesive set of furniture items that adhere to a
consistent style based on textual descriptions. The wardrobe
in the right figure exemplifies this issue, which appears vi-
sually inconsistent with the other items in the scene.

Secondly, our system’s reliance on existing text-to-3D
generation methods presents another challenge. Currently,
these methods struggle to produce a harmonized set of fur-
niture items that adhere to a consistent style when given a
series of text instructions. While we have partially mitigated
this issue by generating multiple candidate items and allow-
ing the agent to select the most suitable one, the problem is
not entirely resolved, as occasionally one or more items may
not fit seamlessly within the scene. For example, as shown in
Figure 15-right, the generated wardrobe lacks stylistic con-
sistency with the other items. It would be a valuable ad-
vancement to develop a text-to-3D method capable of pro-
ducing a cohesive set of style-conscious assets, which we
intend to explore in the future.

Finally, efficiency remains a limitation of our system.
Generating a scene from scratch currently takes around one
minute due to the interaction time with the GPT-4 vision
API and the generation of a set of candidate 3D furni-
ture—the exact time depends on the complexity of the gen-
erated scene. The instability of the GPT-4 vision API some-
times induces errors due to unstable network and negatively
impacts user experience. We believe that efficiency can be
significantly improved in the future with the development of
more efficient large language models (LLMs).



