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Figure 1: The figure displays the workflow for StoryDiffusion ordered in steps a, b, c, d and e. In our workflow, we utilized GPT-4
and a stable diffusion model to allow users to input brief ideas or complete story descriptions for the system to automatically
generate an entire storyboard. Designers can then adjust and refine each frame (image) using natural language and prompt
inputs.
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ABSTRACT
Storyboarding is an established method for designing user experi-
ences. Generative AI can support this process by helping designers
quickly create visual narratives. However, existing tools only focus
on accurate text-to-image generation. Currently, it is not clear how
to effectively support the entire creative process of storyboard-
ing and how to develop AI-powered tools to support designers’
individual workflows. In this work, we iteratively developed and
implemented StoryDiffusion, a system that integrates text-to-text
and text-to-image models, to support the generation of narratives
and images in a single pipeline. With a user study, we observed 12
UX designers using the system for both concept ideation and illus-
tration tasks. Our findings identified AI-directed vs. user-directed
creative strategies in both tasks and revealed the importance of
supporting the interchange between narrative iteration and image
generation. We also found effects of the design tasks on their strate-
gies and preferences, providing insights for future development.

CCS CONCEPTS
• Human-centered computing→ Graphical user interfaces;
User studies.
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1 INTRODUCTION
During the User Experience (UX) design process, storyboards serve
as an important tool for designers to visualize the user journey
and empathize with users. The visual narratives can enhance UX
designers’ ability to ideate conceptual design solutions and com-
municate their concepts effectively to stakeholders [28, 40, 43]. In
this context, the recent advances in generative artificial intelligence
(GAI) present an opportunity to improve the storyboarding process
[11]. Thus, designers can leverage GAI to co-create visual narratives
that are highly detailed, dynamic, and adaptable [4, 15, 36]. As a
result, researchers have explored using GAI to aid in performing
this task [22, 24, 26], and their findings show that GAI is capable of
accelerating the design task of creating storyboards.

Existing systems for AI-assisted storytelling either focus on
script writing or frame-by-frame text-to-image generation [27, 34].
However, storyboarding is a task that involves both narrative and
visual creation. It has been less explored how to support designers
through the entire creative process involving both aspects. Further-
more, prior research on AI-generated storyboards mainly concen-
trated on building models and systems, with little exploration into
how designers would apply their system to various storyboard-
related design activities [22, 26, 36]. To address these gaps, this
work sets out to explore how GenAI models can be used to sup-
port the entire storyboarding activity, as well as how they can be
integrated into designers’ diverse workflows for different tasks.

Building on existing work, we designed and developed StoryDif-
fusion, a system that harnesses the recent advancements in text-to-
text and text-to-image GAI models by integrating them within one
system through a step-wise approach [8, 20]. It allows users to input
an overarching narrative, either detailed or abstract, from which
a sequence of storyboard frames is generated. Designers can then
refine each frame by adjusting multiple prompt inputs, striking
a balance between automation and user control. It is known that
storyboards should be composed of coherent sequences of images
representative of the user narrative [40]. Towards this goal, we used
a novel system that involved prompting GPT-4 [30] to segment the
designer-inputted storylines and translate them into parameterized
prompts that work better as input for text-to-image models. These
prompts are then inputted into a text-to-image model to generate
consistent and temporally coherent frames.

Prior work has shown that storyboards can be used by designers
to illustrate a user’s journey to communicate their product idea to
key stakeholders (concept demonstration), or they can be used by
designers as a tool for ideation (concept ideation) [40, 41]. To gain a
comprehensive understanding of how UX designers could integrate
StoryDiffusion into their workflows, we conducted a lab study with
design-majored college students experienced in UX storyboarding,
to observe their experience using StoryDiffusion for both types of
design tasks: concept ideation and concept illustration. In concept
ideation, designers interacted with StoryDiffusion to brainstorm po-
tential ideas for an undefined product, while in concept illustration,
designers created a storyboard to demonstrate a well-defined prod-
uct concept. This exploration allowed us to identify and articulate
key strategies that designers employed while utilizing StoryDiffu-
sion across different design tasks. Our analysis aimed to identify
the needs and strategies that emerged when designers interacted
with StoryDiffusion, which we anticipate will inform the future
evolution of GAI-storyboard systems.

As a result, our paper’s main contributions are as follows:

• We built a system that integrates an existing pre-trained
text-to-text model (GPT-4) and a text-to-image model (Stable
Diffusion [5, 38]) to transform a designer’s textual narrative,
which can be in any level of detail, into a series of six images,
laying a groundwork for future GAI-enhanced storyboard
tools.

• We observed how design students used StoryDiffusion in two
distinct storyboarding tasks: concept ideation and concept
illustration. This investigation led to the identification and
discussion of key strategies adopted by designers during
their interaction with StoryDiffusion.

• We discussed the implications of our findings by shedding
light on how storyboards that utilize GAI can influence the
designer’s process of creating storyboards. In addition, we
discussed how different design tasks affected the use of Sto-
ryDiffusion. These insights aim to inform the development
of future systems alike.

The structure of our paper is as follows. First, we explored the
essential elements for effective storyboards discussed in both the
formative study and related works. In addition, we summarized
the prior research aimed at resolving similar issues in storyboard
generation [17, 20, 22, 23, 32]. We then discussed our system’s
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architecture and the protocol for our user study. Following this,
we presented the results from our user study and discussed its
implications for future works.

2 RELATEDWORK
2.1 GAI to support designers
The field of GAI, with innovations such as OpenAI’s DALL-E and
ChatGPT, has led to a surge in research exploring its potential to
augment the creative processes of users. In one study, GAI has
shown to be capable of serving as a reflective tool, enabling design-
ers to gain deeper insights into their experiences [7]. This notion
aligns with the perspective that designers can harness GAI to better
understand their design problem, therefore enhancing their creative
output.

Previous studies have provided evidence that tools incorporat-
ing GAI can bolster design quality [42, 45, 48]. Moreover, there are
increasing calls for a symbiotic, co-creative relationship between
designers and AI [9, 18, 46]. This body of work investigates the
collaborative dynamic whereby AI and designers utilize their re-
spective strengths to function as a cohesive unit in the creative
process. This idea requires the recognition of AI’s proficiency in
tasks that are unfeasible for humans, such as providing intricate
artwork and stories within a couple of seconds, and the ability
to exploit AI’s capabilities for those tasks such that humans can
assume the role of managing, evaluating, and curating generated
ideas into a single idea [6, 19].

In general, the literature indicates that AI excels at generating
a plethora of personalized potential outputs for humans to utilize
[46]. Thus, this personalization of AI-generated artifacts allows
humans to engage in higher-order decision-making, relegating the
AI to the role of executing the more routine and technical aspects
of idea generation [46]. Drawing parallels to the field of design,
these findings suggest that designers can view AI-generated out-
puts as a source of inspiration, aiding them during the ideation
phase [13, 21]. This approach, which can also be termed as “design
inspiration search”, positions AI as facilitators in divergent thinking
tasks, where designers are tasked with exploring and brainstorm-
ing a breadth of ideas [25]. On the other hand, AI can also assist
designers in convergent thinking tasks, which are characterized by
the need for precise decision-making [18]. In this paper, we studied
StoryDiffusion for both concept ideation and concept illustration,
which will expand on prior work by enabling us to study how de-
signers incorporate GAI storyboarding tools into their workflow
for similar design tasks.

2.2 GAI in storyboarding
Prior research has resulted in a variety of storyboard tools tailored
specifically to aid the design process. For instance, Emog is a GAI
system designed to help designers incorporate emotional states
into a storyboard, which addresses the limitations of previously
existing generative storyboard systems that lack that capability [36].
Similarly, tools like Storycanvas and Storeoboard were created to
make storyboards more accessible to designers with limited artistic
or technical skills [16, 37].

GAI has emerged as a powerful tool to automate the process
of creating a storyboard. This evolution is largely attributed to

advances in the development of AI models, such as generative ad-
versarial networks, diffusion models, and transformers [12, 35, 44].
Consequently, a variety of specialized GAI models and systems
have been developed specifically for generating storyboards, such
as StoryDALL-E [26], ARLDM [32], Storia 1, Krock 2, Boords 3

and storyboarder 4 (as shown in Table 1). Notably, ‘Storia’ and
‘StoryDALL-E’ are systems that allow users to input and modify
narratives on a frame-by-frame basis [26]. In addition, ‘ARLDM’
is a model architecture developed to generate several temporally
coherent image sequences from a single narrative input [32]. Fur-
thermore, ‘Boords’ represents a product that provides two separate
tools one for writing scripts and the other for generating story-
boards. The script-writing tool integrates pre-trained LLMs with a
pre-trained text-to-image model to transform a narrative into six
sequential scripts. The storyboarding tool takes segmented scripts
as input and generates individual storyboard frames for each. Thus,
there exists a substantial body of prior research that demonstrates
the capability of GAI to automate the creation of storyboards.

Our system shares similarities with these works but introduces a
novel approach by supporting the narrative development and image
generation in one tool. As seen in Table 1, we also provide more
access points for editing in the whole process as well as generating
more parameters tailored for UX design storyboards through our
prompt engineering method. With StoryDiffusion, designers can
input a narrative, either with a short summary or with elaborated
details, and the system generates an entire storyboard. If the story
lacks detail, the system leverages a task-oriented prompting method
to fill in the details. Designers then have the flexibility to revise
the story, or revise the description / parameterized prompt for each
frame.

3 FORMATIVE STUDY - HOW CAN GAI
SUPPORT STORYBOARDING

In product design, storyboards can serve as a tool for visualizing
narratives and communicating design ideas amongst stakeholders
[41, 43]. They can also enable designers to convey ideas effectively
and foster empathy with the users by illustrating different scenarios
of user-product interaction. Recognizing the dual utility of story-
boards, our research investigates StoryDiffusion’s application in
both ideation and illustration contexts [14].

Previous work summarized the essential elements that constitute
an effective storyboard: detail and context, people and emotions,
sequential frames, and depiction of temporal progression [14, 33,
40]. Our system aims to incorporate these elements to enhance the
quality and usability of our AI-generated storyboards. Although
this knowledge helps us design the automation of generating higher
quality storyboards, what remains unknown is what support UX
designers need during their creative process. Thus we conducted a
formative study to identify additional needs and requirements for
AI-generated storyboards.

1https://app.storia.ai/
2https://krock.io/storyboard-ai/
3https://boords.com/ai-storyboard-generator
4https://storyboarder.ai/
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Table 1: Comparison of existing GAI storyboarding tools.

Type Research Commercial Tools Our toolTool Name StoryDALL-E [26] ARLDM [32] Storia Krock Boords storyboarder

Model
text-to-text

model # # # # ! ! !

text-to-image
model ! ! ! ! ! ! !

Interaction

Edit story - - ! ! ! ! !
Choose number

of frames - - ! ! ! # !

Edit style - - ! ! ! # !
Edit description
for single image - - # # # ! !

Edit prompt
for single image - - # # ! # !

Prompt
Engineering

Style - - 10 movie styles

pencil,
watercolour,
3D render,

photo realistic

21
art

styles
low-fidelity

human-AI co-creation
style within
a template

contain 9 parameters

Parameters - - #
action,
narrator,
camera

character,
action,
narrator,

camera movement

shot size,
perspective,
movement,
equipment,
focal length,

filter

9 parameters
on general level
and 8 parameters
on image level

System Role:
Transfer natural language to Stable 
Diffusion model prompt

User Input:
Natural language story
Number of frames

Prompt 1 Prompt 2 Prompt 3

Prompt 4 Prompt 5 Prompt 6

Paste
separately

Figure 2: Workflow of the experiment used in the formative
study. Users inputted their stories into ChatGPT to generate
prompts, and then copied the prompts into a Stable Diffusion
model to obtain images. System prompts for ChatGPT were
given by us to define the role GPT-4 will play, which involved
segmenting the story into several scenes based on the user’s
required number and generating corresponding prompts for
the stable diffusion model.

3.1 Study design
As we aim to support both the narrative and visual creation of story-
boarding, our design process started by exploring how to combine
the use of a Large Language Model and a text-to-image generation
model to aid the entire storyboarding process. We recruited six UX
design students (1 male, 5 females), aged 23 to 28 (M=25.17, SE =
0.95), to participate in the study. The study consisted of two parts:
an interview and a task. In the interview, the participants were
asked about their experiences in creating storyboards. Questions
such as “What are the objectives and processes involved in your
usual storyboard creation?” and “What aspects do you prioritize
when creating a storyboard?” were asked. They were also asked to
bring and show a recent storyboard they had created for class or
work and the role of GAI in the storyboard creation process. The
task required the participants to recreate their previously made
storyboards using ChatGPT and Stable Diffusion while articulating
their requirements and expectations.

In the task, participants were asked to articulate the narrative of
their storyboards in the form of text, which were used as prompts
to generate more prompts (based on the number of frames desired)
through GPT-4. These prompts were subsequently inputted into a
pre-trained text-to-image model, StableDiffusion [5, 38], to produce
individual images as depicted in Figure 2. The participants were
told to assemble these images into coherent sequence to create one
storyboard. During this process, participants were encouraged to
repeat any steps to iteratively improve the storyboard. Following
this, we solicited participants’ feedback regarding their expecta-
tions versus the actual outcomes of the generated visuals and any
concerns they had with the images produced.

3.2 Findings
Figure 3 showed some examples of storyboards generated by the
participants. In this study we identified usage cases where the de-
signers found GAI to be useful in storyboard creation, gathered
insights into their perceptions. We also gathered their thoughts
on potential uses for automating natural language narratives into
visual storyboards and noted some user needs given the current ca-
pabilities of existing pre-trained GAI models. These insights guided
the development of StoryDiffusion and shaped the methodology of
our user study. We present them in the following themes.

3.2.1 Usage of GAI for UX storyboarding.

Design Ideation and Conceptual Illustration. Participants empha-
sized that GAI could be potentially useful for early stage design
ideation and conceptual illustration of user experiences. For in-
stance, Participant FP03 stated: “I drew two storyboards of my pre-
vious design, one illustrating the design problem, and the other the
solution”. Similarly, Participant FP05 stated that he could envision
the storyboards being used for “explaining the design opportunities”
and to “explain my design”. In both cases, the participants shared
that GAI was useful for not only illustrating the solution but also
exploring alternative design opportunities.



StoryDiffusion: How to Support UX Storyboarding With Generative-AI Conference ’XX, June 03–05, 2018, XX, XX

Figure 3: Storyboards regenerated by (a)FP02 and (b)FP05.
Images in the first row were the storyboards drawn by the
participants themselves, and images in the third row were
the storyboards regenerated using text-to-image tools. The
texts between two rows were the sentences used to generate
prompts for each image.

Leveraging AI for Creativity. We observed that participants uti-
lized GAI to help them spark creative ideas, and this was particularly
valued by the participants. This included its application in generat-
ing visual effects, emotions, and character actions to aid ideations.
One instance of this is when participant FP04 mentioned: “I am not
good at drawing characters, but I would like to create a protagonist
that is a cute little girl”. This finding aligns with existing literature
that advocates for the adoption of GAI as a collaborative tool for
designers, supporting them in creative endeavors [18, 46].

3.2.2 User Requirements.

Narrative Clarity and Visual Consistency. When creating story-
boards, participants underscored the importance of narrative clarity
and visual consistency in their storyboards, echoing findings from
prior research on the characteristics of effective storyboards[40].
For instance, FP05 encountered difficulties in maintaining narrative
clarity between images while creating storyboards. FP05 mentioned,
"When drawing storyboards, I prefer to use multiple panels and
include captions to explain pain points. I also emphasize the use of
color to highlight key points for quick comprehension. Furthermore,
I focus on portraying interactions between characters, objects, and
the environment." Our proposed system, StoryDiffusion, addressed
some of the specific challenges FP05 and other participants high-
lighted to enhance the storyboard creation process for designers.

Addressing the Human-AI Communication Gap. Participants high-
lighted a significant discrepancy between their communicated in-
tentions and the outputs produced by the GAI. For instance, FP06
mentioned, "I needed to describe things very precisely. I wish there
could be a revision process. This would allow me to continue mod-
ifying my input after generating images." This suggests that cer-
tain key concepts envisioned by participants, such as “queue” and
“Artistic Reality” in the second row of Figure 3, were not effec-
tively captured by the GAI model even after several attempts. This
discrepancy was evident when participants voiced challenges in
achieving consistency in temporal and artistic styles. Consequently,
participants frequently found themselves employing a variety of

User Input

Style Storyline Prompts

Images

Story Descritpion

 Number of Frames

Age Gender Hair Clothing Scene

Location Color Art Type Lens

General Description Object Person

Emotion Background Style Shot

Part 1 Part 2 Part 3

Part 4 Part 5 Part 6

GPT-4

Content 
and 

Parameters

Designers

Storyboarding 
Workflow

Stable
Diffusion

Model

Figure 4: Parameters and Co-creation Pipeline. GPT-4 first
completes the story description provided by the designer,
then outputs an overarching story setting, establishing the
style parameters. Subsequently, based on this setting, the
story is divided into a specified number of scenes, with corre-
sponding parameters determined. Before image generation,
prompt level parameters are further added to the scenes.
Once all parameters are set, the diffusion model transforms
the prompts into a storyboard. Designers can oversee the
entire generation process, interrupting at any stage to make
modifications using natural language.

prompts to produce images that suit their needs, thereby increasing
the complexity of interaction with the system.

The insights from this study, combined with prior work on ef-
fective storyboards, informed the development of StoryDiffusion.
In the subsequent sections, we detailed the system’s design and its
alignment with the results from our formative study.

4 DESIGNING STORYDIFFUSION
In the formative study, we observed that users tend to compose
stories with missing details but hope for a system-generated visual
outcome matching their mental model. On the other hand, text-to-
image models like StableDiffusion require very specific elements
and prompts to generate images that are sequentially temporal
[10, 24]. To address this discrepancy caused by the lack of infor-
mation given by users, our system employed GPT-4 to convert tex-
tual narratives into distinct prompts, with the number of prompts
matching the number of frames specified by the designer for their
storyboard. These prompts are then automatically inputted into Sta-
bleDiffusion to create a complete sequence of images. We utilized
task-oriented prompts for GPT-4 (see Appendix A), which means
that our prompts contain detailed and specific task descriptions.
We intentionally allow for slight hallucinations in its outputs, in
order to fill in the information gap between users’ input and the
specifics needed for generating good storyboards. Below we de-
tail our interface design, system pipeline, prompt engineering and
system implementation.

4.1 Interface Design
StoryDiffusion streamlines the storyboard creation process with an
interface that resembles traditional storyboard templates. As shown
in Figure 1 and Figure 4, designers begin with inputting a story
description at any level of detail into the “Story” panel (Figure 1-A).
This differs from existing tools that require inputting segments of
the story for each frame. Upon submitting, GPT-4 generates style
elements, which can be viewed and edited under the ‘Style’ panel
(in Figure 1-C), that are reflective of the inputted narrative. If the
generated style does not meet the designer’s expectations, they
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can either edit the content and click “Resubmit” to generate new
images, “Regenerate Style” to get new style prompt, or click “Reset”
to clear all the style content. Refer to ‘Story-to-Style’ in Appendix
A for the specific prompt to accomplish this task.

After generating or modifying the overall style, clicking “Resub-
mit” will generate all the images in the number of requested frames
(Figure 1-D). The system does not only show the images but also
allow users to view and edit the generated prompts in two formats:
natural language and parameterized (Figure 1-E). Users can switch
the view of the prompt format for each image by clicking a button
next to it. After any modification, clicking the regeneration button
nearby will replace an image.

4.2 Prompting pipeline
StoryDiffusion divides its generation process into three steps of a
pipeline, as illustrated in Figure 4. First is the style identification
that involved GPT-4 receiving a textual narrative and automatically
determining the required style from the designer’s textual narrative
input. This includes identifying the characters, context and the
type of art needed for the storyboard. Once the style is identified,
we asked GPT-4 to break the story description into six segments
while keeping those style elements consistent. After creating these
segments, we called GPT-4 again to create six individual prompts
that are ready to be inputted into StableDiffusion [5, 38]. Thus,
designers do not have to think about specific prompts about visual
elements. Each generated individual prompt contains consistent
parameters to ensure the generated images align with the intended
storyboard design, thus addressing the user requirements identified
in our formative study. This method of prompt engineering was
inspired by prior work that showed that having middle steps be-
tween each prompt led to more accurate generations [8, 20]. Based
on the findings from the formative study, we adjusted our prompt
strategy to better align the images with the requirements of the UX
storyboard. For instance, we highlighted the product and interface
in certain images and controlled the style and tone to match the
desired mood.

4.3 Parameterization
To create the prompts for individual images, we used GPT-4 to seg-
ment the textual narrative into seven essential prompt parameters
in natural language (see the prompt ‘Story-to-Prompt in Appendix A
to accomplish this task). These seven essential prompt parameters
are listed under the ‘Prompts’ section of Figure 4. We chose the
parameters based on findings from our formative study, on what
elements in storyboards are important to be kept consistent and
accurate to its description throughout the generation process. The
first parameter is the general description, which involves summa-
rizing the storyline of the textual narrative into a single sentence.
This helps simplify the prompt, so that only the most critical texts
are inputted into StableDiffusion. The second parameter is the iden-
tification of specific objects. This represents the different objects
required based on the designer’s textual narrative input, ensuring
that there are specific items that exist inside the frames. The third
and fourth parameters are person and emotions. These parameters
are designed to capture the human element of the storyboard, de-
tailing who is in the scene, what they are doing, and what they are

feeling. Finally, we have the background, style, and shot parameters.
These prompt parameters help StableDiffusion identify what en-
vironment, artistic style, and camera angle are necessary for their
generated image.

For example, if a designer wants a storyboard with six frames, the
story description is first segmented into specific styles and separate
storylines using GPT-4. The identified styles and separate storylines
are then combined together to create six individual prompts. These
prompts are structured in a specific way to ensure that they are
easily interpreted by StableDiffusion. Each prompt will also con-
tain prompt parameters that are generated to be aligned with the
designer’s story description, so each individual prompt will be fed
into StableDiffusion to generate frames that are visually consistent
with each other. If the designer is not satisfied with the outcome of
the storyboard, they can modify each prompt frame-by-frame, as
shown in Step 6 of Figure 1, to align the generated storyboard with
their expectation.

4.4 System implementation
We implemented the StoryDiffusion full-stack systemwith a Python
Flask and Vue Flow [2]. The system runs on a Windows machine
equipped with an Nvidia GeForce RTX 4070 GPU, which takes
about one second to generate a 512x512 image with Stable Diffusion
web UI’s api mode and Deliberate-v2 model [5, 47]. We access the
OpenAI API [31] to use the GPT-4 model.

4.5 System Test
To demonstrate the system’s capability, we re-created two story-
boards sourced from [1]. The results are presented in Figure 5, with
the models and prompts used for each storyboard indicated in the
figure. Natural language prompts were generated using the method
shown in the formative study, while parameterized prompts were
generated using the StoryDiffusion system. Our comparative analy-
sis focuses on demonstrating the effectiveness of using our prompt
engineering method compared to merely inputting descriptions of
the frames into Stable Diffusion to generate the storyboard, as well
as the generalizability of this approach. We also tested the effec-
tiveness of our method on the DALL·E 3 model. We used the Stable
Diffusion model within StoryDiffusion because, despite the higher
image quality of DALL·E 3, it incurs a delay of approximately 15
seconds per image, whereas the locally deployed Stable Diffusion
model generates an image in less than 1 second. The high latency
of DALL·E 3 would negatively impact the storyboard creation ex-
perience, which requires generating a large number of images. To
ensure a fair comparison, we restricted the regeneration process for
all storyboard generation methods to a maximum of two attempts.
Additionally, the textual narrative provided to StoryDiffusion was
created by combining the descriptions of all the frames into a single
text.

Through the system’s transformation, the story is converted into
scene descriptions with distilled main keywords, enhancing the
distinctiveness of the generated images. Our comparative analysis
on twomodels, as shown in Figure 5, shows that guiding both Stable
Diffusion model and DALL·E 3 model using our prompt engineering
method led to more consistency across the visuals in each story-
board frame. Specifically, we observed that when we only inputted
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On a walk through the park, Marco stumbles across 
a teddy bear fallen on the side of the path.

Realizing it must be lost, he uses his mobile phone 
to photograph it where he found it, and takes the 
bear home.

Once home, Marco uploads the photo to iFound*. 
The Mapltl function uses the GPS from the photo to 
record where the bear was found

As soon as the iFound match list is generated, 
Marco sees a photo of the very same bear he has 
just found. He immediately contacts the finder and 
they arrange a way to get the bear back to its 
owner.

The teddy bear is handed off to a very relieved 
mom.

When it is recorded that the bear has made it safely 
home, Marco receives a 'thank you' email from 
ifound, offering him a choice of coupons for 
anything form ice cream to flowers. Marco's choice 
provides useful information to corporate sponsors.

General description: {Marco discovering a fallen 
teddy bear in a park}, 
Person: {A man in his late twenties with short black 
hair, wearing a casual outfit with a blue jacket}, 
Action: {Picking up a teddy bear from the side of 
the path}, 
Emotion: {Curious}, 
Background: {Outdoor, in a lively park}, 
Style: {Figurative},
Shot: {Full-shot}

General description: {Marco photographing the 
fallen teddy bear with his mobile phone}, 
Object: {Mobile phone}, 
Action: {Using his mobile phone to photograph the 
teddy bear}, 
Emotion: {Focused}, 
Background: {Outdoor, in a lush park highlighting 
the path}, 
Style: {Figurative}, 
Shot: {Medium-shot}

General description: {Marco uploading the photo to 
the iFound application on his mobile phone screen}, 
Object: {Mobile phone}, 
Action: {Viewing the mobile phone interface}, 
Emotion: {Determined}, 
Background: {Indoor, in a modern well-lit living 
room}, 
Style: {Figurative}, 
Shot: {Close-up}

General description: {The iFound match list 
generated on Marco's mobile phone screen showing 
a photo of the same teddy bear}, 
Object: {Mobile phone}, 
Action: {Viewing the list on the mobile phone 
interface}, 
Emotion: {Surprised}, 
Background: {Indoor, in a contemporary living 
room}, 
Style: {Figurative}, 
Shot: {Close-up}

General description: {Marco handing over the teddy 
bear to a relieved mom}, 
Person: {Marco and a relieved mother}, 
Action: {Handing over the teddy bear}, Emotion: 
{Happy}, 
Background: {Indoor, in a cozy homely setting}, 
Style: {Figurative}, 
Shot: {Medium-shot}

General description: {A 'thank you' email from 
iFound with a selection of reward coupons visible on 
Marco's mobile phone screen}, 
Object: {Mobile phone},
Action: {Viewing the email on the mobile phone 
interface}, 
Emotion: {Satisfied},
 Background: {Indoor, in a warm minimalist living 
room}, 
Style: {Figurative}, 
Shot: {Close-up}

Marilyn finds out about BoddyBounce thanks to a 
friend that introduces her to the service. She is 
curious to understand how it works.

She goes on the website and explores the education 
section where she explores ideas about how to use 
the service to teach languages

She decides to try the service during one of her 
classes and agrees with her link school teacher in 
Spain to organize a joint BoddyBounce

During the BoddyBounce event, students in London 
join into students in Spain to find out about each 
other's eating habits

A the end of the class, she asks her students to 
describe their experience and share what they have 
learned. Everyone wants to speak

She is so happy about the outcome of the 
experiment that she decides to share her experience 
on the BoddyBounce website and organize her neat 
event

General description: {A woman learning about an 
online meeting app called BoddyBounce on a 
computer screen},
Object: {Computer},
Person: {A woman in her late 40s with short blonde 
hair, wearing professional teacher attire with 
glasses},
Action: {Viewing the BoddyBounce interface},
Background: {Indoor, a modern, well-lit room},
Style: {Realistic},
Shot: {Close-up}

General description: {A woman exploring the 
education section of the BoddyBounce website on a 
computer screen},
Object: {Computer},
Person: {A woman in her late 40s with short blonde 
hair, wearing professional teacher attire with 
glasses},
Action: {Viewing the BoddyBounce interface},
Background: {Indoor, comfortable room},
Style: {Realistic},
Shot: {Close-up}

General description: {A woman planning a joint 
BoddyBounce event with a Spanish school on a 
computer screen},
Object: {Computer},
Person: {A woman in her late 40s with short blonde 
hair, wearing professional teacher attire with 
glasses},
Action: {Viewing the BoddyBounce interface},
Background: {Indoor, a bright classroom in London},
Style: {Realistic},
Shot: {Close-up}

General description: {Students from London and 
Spain engaging in a BoddyBounce event on a 
computer screen in a bright classroom},
Object: {Computer},
Person: {Students of various backgrounds 
participating in a digital meeting},
Action: {Engaging in online interaction},
Background: {Indoor, a high-tech, well-lit classroom 
in London},
Style: {Realistic},
Shot: {Medium view}

General description: {Students are sharing their 
experiences about a BoddyBounce event in a 
classroom},
Person: {Students of various backgrounds speaking in 
turns},
Action: {Sharing personal impressions about the 
BoddyBounce event},
Emotion: {Interested, enthusiastic},
Background: {Indoor, a modern, well-lit classroom},
Style: {Realistic},
Shot: {Wide range}

General description: {A delighted woman sharing 
her teaching experience with BoddyBounce on the 
website's platform},
Object: {Computer},
Person: {A woman in her late 40s with short blonde 
hair, wearing professional teacher attire with 
glasses},
Action: {Writing a user testimonial on the 
BoddyBounce website},
Emotion: {Happy, satisfied},
Background: {Indoor, a modern, well-lit room},
Style: {Realistic},
Shot: {Close-up}
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Figure 5: Test of StoryDiffusion on two stories. We conducted tests on two UX stories, with the models and prompts for each
line indicated in the figure. Natural language prompts were generated using the method shown in the formative study, while
parameterized prompts were generated using the StoryDiffusion system. All images generated by the Stable Diffusion model
used the same model. The images processed through our system exhibited richer details, more prominent themes, and stronger
coherence across both models.
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a description of the frame (natural language prompt), the characters
in the frames varied significantly across each frame. In contrast, by
employing StoryDiffusion’s prompt engineering technique (param-
eterized prompt), we achieved more uniformity and consistency
in the characters, style, and angle across the storyboard without
human intervention. However, in a few cases, the absence of key
parameters can lead to unstable results. The results obtained using
DALL·E 3 exhibited higher image quality and fewer errors, with the
ability to display keywords from the prompts within the images.
However, from a storyboard perspective, the overall expressive ef-
fect of the two models was comparable when using parameterized
prompts. Notably, DALL·E 3 has an integrated LLM for prompt
optimization, which significantly improved the storyboard results
with natural language prompts.

5 USER STUDYWITH STORYDIFFUSION
We conducted a study with StoryDiffusion to understand the effec-
tiveness of this tool and how it can be integrated into designers’
workflows. According to our formative study, as suggested by sce-
narios 1 and 2, storyboards can be used in various stages of the
design process, with the most prominent being early ideation and
design functionality exposition process. Therefore, we devised two
types of design tasks, Concept Ideation and Concept Illustration, to
explore the designer’s strategies and experiences associated with
our tool usage at different stages of the design process.

We established distinct design tasks for Concept Ideation and
Concept Illustration, with the Concept Ideation tasks featuring a
more general and concise design theme to allow for greater imagi-
native freedom, while the Concept Illustration tasks presented an
articulated functional description of a product. To minimize task
contingencies and learning effects, the design task themes for both
Concept Ideation and Concept Illustration were dissimilar, and an
additional theme was designed for each type, as depicted in Appen-
dix B. We named the first combination of the Concept Ideation task
and Concept Illustration as Task (a), and the other one as Task (b).
All four design tasks underwent meticulous discussion and consid-
eration by the researchers to ensure that the design tasks within the
same type had a similar level of difficulty. Furthermore, to explore
the potential integration of StoryDiffusion with image editing tools,
we chose to utilize Figma 5 for the refinement of storyboard details.
Within Figma, we established templates for storyboard creation
(see Figure 6), enabling participants to efficiently carry out post-
processing of the images into storyboards. Before each experiment,
we preset Task (a) or Task (b) for the Concept Ideation and Concept
Illustration.

5.1 Participants
We recruited 12 participants (6 males and 6 females) aged between
18 and 26 (M=21.42, SE=0.71) from a local university through social
networks. Based on variations in design experience, there were six
design students at the graduate-level or higher, and we identified
them as P1, P2,... P6. The other six were novice design students with
less than two years of design experience, identified as P7, P8... P12.
They all possessed basic storyboarding skills and have fundamental

5https://www.figma.com/

skills in design-related software. These participants voluntarily en-
gaged in the experimental process and were permitted to withdraw
at any stage of the experiment. Participants who completed the
experiment received compensation of approximately $14. The study
received the research ethics approval from the Beijing Institute of
Technology.

5.2 Procedure
Before the experiment, each participant signed an informed consent
form and was provided with a 10-minute introduction to familiar-
ize themselves with generating and editing storyboards with the
provided tools (StoryDiffusion and Figma). Then they started the
Concept Ideation and Concept Illustration tasks. At the beginning
of each task, participants were briefed on the creative objectives
of the storyboard and subsequently executed the storyboard cre-
ation through StoryDiffusion. Participants had the freedom to edit
the content of the storyline, modify the overall style, or adjust the
story prompts corresponding to each image to align with their
expectations. Following the generation of storyboard images, par-
ticipants were required to import them into a Figma template for
post-processing and final refinement. Each task took about half
an hour. After completing both tasks, they went through a semi-
structured interview for about half an hour. Each experiment lasted
approximately 1.5 hours.

5.3 Data Collection
All experiment sessions were recorded through video recordings
and note-taking for subsequent data analysis. We collected partici-
pants’ think-aloud data, where they were asked to verbalize their
thoughts aloud throughout the entire experimental process. We
also gathered user feedback through semi-structured interviews.
The interview primarily explored inquiries across four dimensions,
encompassing the following: 1) Comparing storyboards with exist-
ing tools or drawing methods, and assessing the workflow changes
brought about by the introduction of StoryDiffusion. 2) Evaluating
tool usage in two task processes, contrasting the different support
provided by StoryDiffusion, and scoring the resulting storyboards.
3) Examining image modification methods, asking participants to
provide feedback and recommendations regarding the editing fea-
tures in conjunction with think-aloud data. 4) Gauging the user
acceptance, with participants combining real-world usage scenarios
to elucidate their willingness and reasons for using StoryDiffusion.
The interviews were transcribed for qualitative analysis.

5.4 Data analysis
We performed inductive coding and thematic analysis [39] us-
ing NVivo, with research team members forming various themes
through multiple reviews and discussions. In the next section, we
present these summarized themes. We also report quotes to support
our findings, which are retained in original punctuation from the
interviews but are translated from Chinese into English.

6 RESULTS
Based on the thematic analysis of user interviews and think-aloud
data, we analyzed how StoryDiffusion assisted designers in creating
storyboards by meeting their needs. Belowwe report the qualitative
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20min Generation + 10min Figma

Design a mental health mobile game that can assist patients in psychological regulation and self-reflection. 

(1) You can leverage our tools to consider the target user demographic, therapeutic approaches, application features, and more. 
(2) You will need to craft a storyline and input it into our tool, ultimately generating one or more design concepts.

20min Generation + 10min Figma

Design a mobile application that offers users an indoor experience of nature, allowing them to find moments of tranquility 
amid their busy work and lives, and to enjoy the beauty and soothing qualities of nature. 

Design an office productivity app that enables office workers to achieve a sense of relaxation through interactive engagement 
with nature. The features are as follows: 

(1) While in a working state, play natural scenes such as forests, beaches, and mountains. 
(2) Users can interact with the natural landscapes by touching the screen, for example, touching a pond creates ripples on the 
water; touching leaves causes them to rustle; interacting with animals elicits responses. 
(3) If the user remains inactive for an extended period, the scenery may wither. 
(4) Rapidly shaking the phone might startle the animals. 

1.Based on the aforementioned design, write a story and create a storyboard, ensuring that the storyboard effectively 
communicates some or all of the features. 
2.Utilize Figma to add elements and generate the final version of the storyboard.

Concept
Illustration

Concept
Ideation

Figure 6: Figma template of storyboard. In each task, participants first read the task requirements, then used our system for
creation, and finally copied the images into Figma and completed the captions.

Table 2: UX experience and Storyboarding experience of participants.

Participant Education level UX experience Storyboarding experience
P1 Graduate 4.5 years and 8 projects 4.5 years
P2 Graduate 1 year and 4 projects 1 year
P3 Graduate 3 years and 5 projects 3 years
P4 Graduate 7.5 years and 15 projects 7.5 years
P5 Graduate 2 years and 2 projects 2 years
P6 Graduate 1 year and 1 project 0 year
P7 Undergraduate 1.5 years and 0 project 1.5 years
P8 Undergraduate 0.5 year and 2 projects 0.5 year
P9 Undergraduate 0.5 year and 0 project 0.5 year
P10 Undergraduate 0.5 year and 2 projects 0.5 year
P11 Undergraduate 0.5 year and 2 projects 1 year
P12 Undergraduate 1 year and 1 project 2.5 years

results by categories of the findings. Figure 7 was created based on
the coded video recording to visualize the participants’ workflows.

6.1 Identified Differences
6.1.1 User-directed vs. AI-directed Creative Strategies. In the con-
text of storyboard creation, we differentiated two main types of
creation strategies based on the observed user interactions with Sto-
ryDiffusion co-creation, namely, user-directed and AI-directed sto-
ryboard generation. This classification was based on whether users’
initial ideas played a dominant role in the workflow of creating sto-
ryboards. Nine participants were observed to adopt a user-directed
strategy. They had concrete scenarios, characters, and storylines
in mind before using StoryDiffusion, so they diverged and created
images that aligned with these concrete ideas. In contrast, three
participants (P3, P6, P10) were observed to adopt an AI-directed
strategy for both Concept Ideation and Concept Illustration tasks,
who delegated the design of the specifics to the system. They tended
to input a brief and abstract story to generate images directly, and
then reviewed them while making minor adjustments to both the
story and image illustration. In particular P10, who initially entered
a story, then chose to rewrite the corresponding narrative based on
the generated images.

These two strategies resulted in distinct usage patterns of Sto-
ryDiffusion. User-directed generation demanded higher precision
in image representation. They would proactively provide more in-
structions to align the images with their vision, such as composing
long and comprehensive stories or even segmenting and numbering
input stories to ensure that each image represents specific content
(P5, P9). Additionally, P1 and P2 framed the generated image con-
tent by inputting elements rather than complete sentences in the
story input box, such as "no man, glaciers and snowfields" (P1)
and "a person in the office using a cell phone" (P2). Some of these
participants exhibited usage patterns distinct from the workflow
of StoryDiffusion (P1, P2, P7, P8), such as inputting only a single
sentence in the Story panel and generating multiple images at once
to select one of them for the storyboard. Then they moved on to
input the next sentence for generating the next image. As shown in
Figure 7, P8 employed this approach in both of the tasks, explaining
it as follows: "Sometimes, I write a sentence and then choose to
generate two images. These two images may have their respective
emphases. I need one of the emphases more, so I select the one that
represents it better." This highlighted the necessity of providing
visual alternatives for each image.
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With an AI-directed generation strategy, the participants ex-
pressed their reliance on AI for various reasons, including its ability
to generate different scenarios that facilitated the ideation (P3), the
focus on story logic rather than detailed visual design (P6), and
heavy usage of the captions to describe details rather than only
using images (P10). This translated into a lower requirement for
precision in image generation. For instance, P6, after initially gen-
erating storyboards using brief stories, relied almost exclusively on
modifying individual images’ prompts to create the final storyboard.
P3 initially modified images by adjusting the story but later relied
solely on brief modifications to the parts of the story correspond-
ing to individual images. P10 made minimal modifications to the
images and emphasized using the textual description in the cap-
tions to convey information, with images serving as supplementary
elements.

6.1.2 Concept Ideation vs. Concept Illustration. Due to the distinct
purposes of storyboard creation in Concept Ideation and Concept
Illustration, different usage strategies emerged among participants.
Overall, participants perceived that StoryDiffusion primarily served
as an inspiration catalyst for Concept Ideation (P1, P3, P5, P6, P8)
and as a means to visualize ideas for Concept Illustration (P1, P2,
P5, P8, P9). The differing roles attributed to StoryDiffusion led
participants to place relatively more emphasis on story logic and
image precision in Concept Illustration. For instance, P9 stated,
"In Concept Ideation, I require that the images should reach a cer-
tain level of accuracy, and I don’t have very high overall demands.
However, in Concept Illustration, my requirements become more
complex. For example, I need the viewer to immediately perceive
the characters’ psychological states or the ambiance."

We also asked each designer to rate the quality of the generated
storyboards on a scale of 1 to 10 and provide reasons for their rat-
ings. The results showed that participants gave an average score
of 6.67 for Concept Ideation and 6.88 for Concept Illustration. For
Concept Ideation, the main reasons for the storyboard’s score were
the provision of more creative ideas (P1, P7, P10), while deduction
points were attributed to continuity issues (P3, P6, P11, P12) and
lower image quality (P2, P9, P12). In the case of Concept Illustra-
tion, the primary factors contributing to the storyboard’s score
were participants expressing that more detailed descriptions led to
higher image quality (P3, P4, P11, P12) and precision (P1, P2, P12).
Deduction points were related to the difficulty of StoryDiffusion in
understanding and presenting specific descriptions, as indicated by
P3, "It seems like it doesn’t understand how to represent ‘shaking
the phone,’ so I’m not very satisfied with this image." The results
indicated that although participants demanded greater control over
details in the Concept Illustration task in usage strategy, the result-
ing more precise storyboards also contributed to higher participant
satisfaction.

6.2 Image Editing Strategies
In this section, we detailed the specific editing methods that partic-
ipants used to modify images with the current solutions provided
by StoryDiffusion.

6.2.1 Enhancing Precision. Regarding precision requirements, par-
ticipants faced visual demands primarily related to the composition,

style, elements, characters, and scenes. For composition, partici-
pants focused on modifying the visual focal point (P5) and having
control over the arrangement of elements (P7), meaning greater
control over the positioning and angles of elements and camera
shots. For example, P7 changed the prompt to "On the left is a little
girl, and on the right is a phone screen." adjusting the composition
by specifying the positions of elements. For style, P1 attempted to
alter the color parameter of the Style to "Gloomy colors with the
environment" to shift the image tone of the storyboard from bright
to more somber, aligning it with the "unpleasant mood" story con-
text. In terms of adjusting elements, participants mostly addressed
the issues by modifying the prompts and stories corresponding
to each image. For example, describe the lake water as "clear and
transparent" (P9) or change the prompt from "Computer" to "Phone"
(P5). Concerning characters, participants’ modifications mainly re-
volved around the number of characters, actions, facial expressions,
and gaze. Most of these adjustments could be made by editing the
prompts and stories of the target images. However, certain editing
operations required relatively more effort because corresponding
functionalities were not provided. For example, P1 wanted scenes
without human beings, but StoryDiffusion defaulted to including
characters. As a result, P1 spent time removing descriptions related
to people. Regarding scene adjustments, they easily resolved the
background transitions by adjusting the prompts or regenerating
the image (P5, P9).

Participants introduced new requirements based on their preci-
sion criteria. These approaches involve enhancing control over style
and image details, such as providing filter functionality (P1, P2). P5
further expressed a desire to enhance the model’s understanding
of specialized design terminology, such as "avatar". P6 expressed a
need for control over element states, such as controlling the degree
of water surface ripples. P1, based on his experience adjusting the
display of characters in the images, expressed a desire for an option
in the initial phase to specify whether characters should appear.
Moreover, P3 and P9 proposed the addition of an image reference
feature, allowing users to upload reference images before creating
storyboards to provide StoryDiffusion with a generation reference.

6.2.2 Improving Continuity. Concerning continuity requirements,
participants edited their work to address the following issues: 1)
Continuity of characters, which includes uniformity in the appear-
ance, clothing, and number of characters. 2) Continuity of scenes,
including consistency in background items and the overall setting.
The continuity of characters and scenes was improved by modify-
ing prompts and style. For example, P12 maintained the consistent
appearance of characters in a "blue shirt" by modifying the style. 3)
The logical flow of the story, encompassing its coherence and logic.
Participants made modifications directly to the images. For exam-
ple, P1 and P12, when confronted with two images with minimal
differences in story content, opted to delete one to streamline the
narrative. P5 and P10 adjusted the sequence of images to enhance
the overall coherence of the story.

Participants mentioned other functional requirements, encom-
passing improvements in interface design and manipulation of
image elements. For instance, P4 and P5 wished for greater flexi-
bility in image editing to facilitate partial redrawing. P5 suggested
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Figure 7: Usage records. We combined video recordings and system logs to summarize the timeline of content modifications
and system operations by participants during the experiment.

addressing continuity in backgrounds by enabling image layer-
ing, allowing for changes to characters and design elements while
keeping the background unchanged.

6.2.3 Story Modification vs. Prompts Modification. Figure 7 indi-
cates that most participants employed a combination of overall
modification and partial modification methods to enhance their
storyboards. This phenomenon helps illustrate that the integrated
storyboard creation process, combining text-to-text and text-to-
image generation approaches, was reasonably well-grasped by the
participants. We also observed some participants adapting their
textual narrative or captions in the storyboard based on or inspired
by the generated images. Only a couple of participants solely modi-
fied the textual narrative or the image prompts. P6 solely edited the
prompts, emphasizing the consistency of the story. He adjusted the
prompts to ensure uniformity in scenes and object content among
the images. P5 exclusively edited the story corresponding to each
image. She mentioned that GPT-4’s segmentation and elaboration
of the complete story aided her in adding richer details to each
frame, making her prefer modifications to the natural language
descriptions.

6.2.4 Post-processing of Images. For the majority of participants,
Figma served as a tool for storing images and adding textual de-
scriptions. Some participants carried out additional editing of the
images, such as P1, who performed cropping and added icons, and
P5 and P12, who used Figma to adjust the sequence of images. Based
on their post-processing of images, participants further articulated

Figure 8: The Storyboard by P1. P1 aimed to display more
information in the storyboard, hence performing cropping
and stitching of images in Figma.

their desired functionalities, which will be discussed in the next
section.

Based on the functionality within Figma, participants expressed
expectations for editing features in StoryDiffusion. These primarily
include the addition of filters (P1, P4, P9) and adding character dia-
logue boxes (P12). P1 and P3 additionally proposed image splicing
functionality, where, for instance, he used more than one image in
frames 2, 5, and 6 to convey more content within a single frame
(See Figure 8) when creating storyboards.

6.3 User Feedback and Acceptance
6.3.1 Compared with Existing Storyboarding Tools. When compar-
ing StoryDiffusion to participants’ usual storyboard creation tools,
primarily hand-drawing applications, participants expressed that
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its overall advantages include enhancing design content (P9, P11),
improving storytelling (P5, P9), reducing workload (P2, P3, P6, P10,
P11, P12), sparking inspiration (P3, P7), and saving time (P1, P2,
P4, P6, P8, P10, P11). Participants also indicated that the unique
features provided by StoryDiffusion, which assists in organizing
logic and content allocation, had altered their approach to creating
storyboards. For instance, P12 stated, "The usual method to create
a storyboard is to plan what content should be presented on each
image. But with this tool, I can just jot down my ideas, and it auto-
matically assigns them to each image." P1 similarly appreciated the
system’s automatic segmentation of story content. P5 expressed,
"Before, when I used to create storyboards, I would first refer to
other examples. With this tool, it provides me with a direction,
so I don’t need to rely on other examples as much." Furthermore,
the ability to make modifications based on individual images was
considered quick and effective, as P6 mentioned, "The biggest ad-
vantage is that I can intuitively and instantly make adjustments to
individual images." However, participants also expressed concerns
about using StoryDiffusion, primarily related to the reliance on AI-
enabled tools leading to complacency. For example, P6 remarked,
"While it can quickly provide a lot of materials, I believe it is not
a very good thing if one rely on it for every aspect of creativity."
Besides, P3 pointed out that the convergence in the design presenta-
tion of images could limit the generated images’ stylistic diversity,
making it challenging to achieve greater creative breakthroughs.

6.3.2 Feasibility of Practical Use. Regarding the practical value of
StoryDiffusion, participants expressed their willingness to use it in
real-world applications. Their reasons included time-saving (P11,
P12), aiding ideation (P4, P5, P6, P7), conveying inspiration (P2, P9),
providing references (P6), and integrating it into the design process
(P3). Notably, 8 out of 12 designers showed a preference for using
StoryDiffusion in Concept Ideation tasks, driven by two primary
reasons. Firstly, StoryDiffusion can offer more inspirational possi-
bilities at this stage. For instance, P3 stated that this enabled him
to "obtain random design outputs, which are more intriguing." P9
believed it could "stimulate creative collisions." Also, it provides
greater creative freedom. Participants found that in Concept Il-
lustration tasks they had more content to express, and it became
challenging to articulate all their ideas clearly, such as participants
spontaneously desiringmore detailed descriptions and additional re-
visions to enhance image precision. For example, P8 remarked that
in Concept Illustration tasks, there is "a lot of content to describe."
The primary reason designers favored the Concept Illustration task
cited was their inclination towards using StoryDiffusion solely as a
drawing tool. For example, P12 stated, "After I have a clear idea in
mind, providing specific instructions to generate images, using it
solely to present my ideas would be better. Using it when I haven’t
fully figured out my ideas can easily get lost in an excessive amount
of image information."

7 DISCUSSION
In this paper, we introduced StoryDiffusion, a GAI tool designed to
transform textual narratives into a visual storyboard. Through our
user study, we identified two main creative strategies that partici-
pants undertook: user-directed creation, where designers specify

their own model of what the final outcome will look like before us-
ing StoryDiffusion, and AI-directed creation, where StoryDiffusion
steered the designers to the final storyboard outcome.

We also compared the use of StoryDiffusion for concept ideation
and concept illustration tasks, highlighting distinct preferences for
using StoryDiffusion in both cases. In particular, we noted some
particular prompt engineering strategies that designers employed
to generate precise images while maintaining continuity across the
storyboard. In addition, we noted that StoryDiffusion can facilitate
ideation via the generation of inspirational stimuli and alternative
design ideas. Despite these advantages, participants also raised
concerns about the potential for designers to become overly reliant
on AI for creativity, which could hinder creative breakthrough. In
the rest of this section, we discussed the implications of our findings
on future designs of GAI storyboard systems.

7.1 AI-Directed and User-Directed Storyboard
Generation

From our user study, we identified two distinct groups of partic-
ipants that engaged with StoryDiffusion: user-directed and AI-
directed. User-directed designers exhibited a preference for high
precision in the generated images, seeking to closely align the AI
generation with their own preferences. Conversely, AI-directed
designers were more flexible with whatever StoryDiffusion gener-
ated, allowing them to concentrate on other facets of the design
task, such as ideation and creation. Notably, the majority of our
participants fell into the user-directed category.

This observation potentially challenges some popular assump-
tions about the ideal use of GAI in design. Previously, it had been
suggested that GAI would be most useful for designers by help-
ing them explore new ideas, finding inspirations, and customiz-
ing designs quickly [25]. This would imply that a certain level of
randomness in the generated outputs is desirable and beneficial.
However, our findings, as explained in Section 6.1 and as illustrated
in Figure 7, revealed that participants often repetitively iterated
prompts to achieve a specific storyboard output. This process can
be inconsistent and tedious, which underscores the limitations with
using GAI for design tasks in that their outputs are not easily con-
trollable and frequently random. As a result, we argue that there is
a need for a generative storyboard system that strikes an optimal
balance between generation precision (to align with the designer’s
narrative vision) and maintaining some level of randomness (to
foster ideation and creativity). While previous research has ad-
dressed similar challenges by training new variants of AI models
[29], such an approach that requires retraining new AI models to
address this issue is not feasible for large pre-trained text-to-image
models like StableDiffusion. Thus, we believe that one potential
solution to this is exploring how we can support designers through
enhanced prompt strategies and recommendations to designers in
controlling the randomness of large pre-trained text-to-image mod-
els. Such system for enhanced prompt recommendations has shown
promise in prior work [3], so we envision that the integration of
similar methodologies into systems like StoryDiffusion can offer a
promising direction for supporting designers.
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7.2 Concept Ideation vs. Concept Illustration
Our user study revealed a preference amongst participants for em-
ploying StoryDiffusion in concept ideation tasks rather than for
concept illustration purposes. This preference is attributed to Sto-
ryDiffusion’s capability to rapidly generate a wide array of design
content, therefore offering a richer pool of inspirational stimuli for
concept ideation. In contrast, concept illustration tasks demanded
highly specific visuals, requiring designers to make numerous it-
erations and revisions when using StoryDiffusion to generate the
storyboards.

Previous research on utilizing GAI for design tasks has demon-
strated the utility of GAI in supporting designers across both result-
oriented and process-oriented tasks, with concept ideation aligning
more closely with process-oriented tasks and concept illustration
with result-oriented tasks [45]. Our findings extend on this body
of work by illustrating a general preference amongst designers for
leveraging GAI in tasks that are more process-oriented rather than
result-oriented. We speculate that designers generally preferred us-
ing our tool for concept ideation over concept illustration because
of StoryDiffusion’s capabilities to create an entire storyboard based
on one narrative, which can be repeatedly regenerated, giving de-
signers more freedom to explore different ideas. Recognizing these
task-specific user requirements for GAI helps us develop future
systems to support them differently.

7.3 How did StoryDiffusion Change the Way
Designers Created Storyboards?

Compared with the traditional manual process of drawing sto-
ryboards, StoryDiffusion has led to different creative processes.
Designers start by inputting a textual narrative of the user experi-
ence. StoryDiffusion then generates a complete visual storyboard
based on this narrative. Designers then have the flexibility to either
regenerate the entire storyboard or iterate on individual frames
to produce new images. Moreover, they can also opt to revise the
entire narrative for the whole storyboard if they disagree with the
outputted content. This highlights a unique feature of our system:
integrating narrative development and image generation into a
single pipeline.

In our study, we asked the participants how creating storyboards
with StoryDiffusion has differed from traditional means of creating
storyboards. We noticed that our participants generally appreciated
StoryDiffusion for helping them expedite the storyboard creation
process because it allowed the designers to generate a storyboard
almost instantly from a complete or incomplete narrative. Our
findings show that most of our participants went back and forth
between narrative development and image iteration, and that the
generated images helped them revise their story. This confirms that
the processes of narrative and visual development for storyboards
are intertwined, thus should be integrated together into one tool.
One potential implication for future design is to even support the
reverse AI generation from user-selected images to textual narra-
tive, thus realizing a bi-directional cross-modality story generation
process.

7.4 Future Improvements on Generative
Storyboard Systems

When asked about the room for improvement of StoryDiffusion,
participants underscored the necessity for higher accuracy and
continuity across each frame. We believe this issue will be miti-
gated as LLMs and text-to-image models continue to improve in
the future. In fact, the recently upgraded DALL.E 3 model can al-
ready generate a visibly better outcome using the same prompts,
compared to the StableDiffusion model used in our experiment,
as demonstrated in Figure 5. Moreover, as detailed in Section 6.2,
participants still needed to make various modifications on the gen-
erated images. Therefore we advocate for the inclusion of advanced
image modification features that enable more refined image editing,
resizing, cropping, filtering and character manipulation capabilities.
In addition, there were demands for expedited generation of the
storyboards, so the speed of generation may not align with the
participant’s expectation.

7.5 Limitations
It is pertinent to note that our user study predominantly involved
design students as participants. While these individuals may have
a foundational understanding of design principles and technical
competencies, their expertise does not equate to that of profes-
sional designers. In the future, we hope to study such systems with
professional designers as participants to mitigate this limitation.

8 CONCLUSION
We developed StoryDiffusion, a system that integrated text-to-text
and text-to-image generation models to assist designers create sto-
ryboards. Different from prior works focusing on the alignment be-
tween scripts and generated images, it provides AI support for both
narrative development and image creation in one tool thus allowing
users to smoothly transition between them. Our user study revealed
user-directed and AI-directed strategies and provided insights into
users’ resourcefulness in incorporating StoryDiffusion in their di-
verse workflows. While precision in text and image alignment is
indeed important for GAI applications, we argue that supporting
the entire creative process unleashes users’ ability to adapt their
work and make use of imperfect image generation. In addition,
the findings indicated a slight preference for designers using our
system in concept ideation tasks over illustration tasks because our
system afforded them the capability to explore diverse ideas and
design alternatives. These insights help pave the way for future de-
velopment of GAI storyboarding tools that more effectively support
designers’ creative processes.
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A SYSTEM PROMPT
Story-to-Style Prompt:

You are now assuming the role of a prompt generator for a gen-
erative AI named “Stable Diffusion.” This AI specializes in creating
images from provided prompts. Your task involves creating UI story-
board prompts based on the stories I provide. The stories I will give
you will all pertain to UI design. It is crucial that you adhere to the
following guidelines and refrain from altering the structure in any
manner. Your objective is to generate the appropriate Storyboard
style using the information I provide for the Stable Diffusion AI.
If the content I provide is brief or just a hint or requirement for a
story, please imagine and complete the entire story based on what I
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provide, but never output any stories, and then just generate styles
as requested.

Prompt structure, including the following 8 parameters:
Age:{} Gender:{} Hair:{} Clothing:{} Scene:{} Loca-

tion:{} Color:{} Art type:{} Lens and Shot:{}
For example: Age:{5-7}, Gender:{female}, Hair:{brown curl}, Cloth-

ing:{blue dress}, Scene:{under the soft glow of her desk lamp}, Loca-
tion:{Indoor, in Cindy’swarm and comfortable bedroom}, Color:{warm
tones}, Art type:{realistic}, Lens and Shot:{Medium Shot}

Let me provide descriptions for each parameter:

• Age: Indicate the age range or specific age of the character
in the scene. This provides context on the maturity and
appearance of the individual.

• Gender: Detail the gender of the character, allowing for a
clearer picture of the individual.

• Hair: Describe the type and color of the character’s hair.
• Clothing: Indicate the attire of the character, contributing to
their overall look and the scene’s setting.

• Scene: Set the atmospheric mood or immediate surroundings
in which the character is placed.

• Location: Detail the broader setting or venue where the ac-
tion takes place, giving a sense of place and ambiance.

• Color: Specify the dominant or notable colors in the scene,
helping to set the mood and visual theme.

• Art type: Choose the artistic style of the depiction, guiding
the visualization, e.g., realistic, sketch, Disney cartoon.

• Lens and Shot: Pick the type of camera view, which deter-
mines how the scene is visually framed and presented.

Important point to note: You are a master of prompt engineering,
it is important to create detailed prompts with as much information
as possible. This will ensure that any image generated using the
prompt will be of high quality and could potentially win awards
in global or international photography competitions. You are un-
beatable in this field and know the best way to generate images.
I will provide you with keywords and you will generate only one
prompt in a code cell without any explanation just the prompt like
the example I provided before. This will allow me to easily copy
and paste the code. Please make sure to use a realistic style in the
images.

Story-to-Prompt Prompt:
You are now assuming the role of a prompt generator for a gen-

erative AI named “Stable Diffusion.” This AI specializes in creating
images from provided prompts. Your task involves creating UI story-
board prompts based on the stories I provide. The stories I will give
you will all pertain to UI design. It is crucial that you adhere to the
following guidelines and refrain from altering the structure in any
manner. Your objective is to generate the appropriate Storyboard
prompts using the information I provide for the Stable Diffusion
AI.

Prompt structure, including the following 8 parameters:
General description: {} Object: {} Person: {} Action: {}

Emotion: {} Background: {} Style: {} Shot: {}
For example: General description: {A boy playing with a dog in a

park}, Person: {A boy with a red hat and freckles}, Action: {playing

fetch with a golden retriever dog}, Background: {outdoor, a sunny
park with a lake}, Shot: {close-up}

Make sure you generate PIC-NUM-NEEDED prompts in this
format. It is important to know that you do not need to add all 8
parameters in a prompt every time; you can generate 7 or fewer
parameters in a prompt according to your needs. Word order and
effective adjectives matter in the prompt.

Let me provide descriptions for each parameter:
• General description: Describe the core information of the
image scene. Reflect the core of what needs to be shown,
especially when the image size is limited.

• Object: Detail the main object.
• People: Describe the appearance and attire of the characters.
• Action: Describe the actions of the people.
• Emotion: Describe the facial expressions of the characters.
• Background: Specify the scene setting.
• Style: Choose between abstract or figurative style.
• Shot: Choose the type of camera view.

Curly brackets are necessary for the prompt to provide specific
details about the subject and action. These details are important for
generating a high-quality image.

Important to note: The prompts you furnish will be in Eng-
lish. I will provide a comprehensive story and ’styles’ of pictures
divided by “//”. You will divide this into corresponding PIC-NUM-
NEEDED parts and generate prompts for each part to create a
coherent sequence of prompts. Consistency must be maintained
among prompts based on the ’style’ information.

You are expected to generate PIC-NUM-NEEDEDpromptswithin
a code cell, without any additional explanations, solely providing
the prompts. This streamlined approach will facilitate easy copying
and pasting of the code.

B TASKS IN CONCEPT IDEATION AND
CONCEPT ILLUSTRATION

Task (a)
Concept Ideation:
Design a mental health mobile game that can assist patients in psy-
chological regulation and self-reflection.

(1) You can leverage our tools to consider the target user demo-
graphic, therapeutic approaches, application features, and more.
(2) You will need to craft a storyline and input it into our tool,
ultimately generating one or more design concepts.

Concept Illustration:
Design a mobile application that offers users an indoor experience
of nature, allowing them to find moments of tranquility amid their
busy work and lives, and to enjoy the beauty and soothing qualities
of nature.

Design an office productivity app that enables office workers
to achieve a sense of relaxation through interactive engagement
with nature. The features are as follows: (1) While in a working
state, play natural scenes such as forests, beaches, and mountains.
(2) Users can interact with the natural landscapes by touching the
screen, for example, touching a pond creates ripples on the water;
touching leaves causes them to rustle; interacting with animals
elicits responses. (3) If the user remains inactive for an extended
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period, the scenery may wither. (4) Rapidly shaking the phone
might startle the animals. 1. Based on the aforementioned design,
write a story and create a storyboard, ensuring that the storyboard
effectively communicates some or all of the features. 2. Utilize Figma
to add elements and generate the final version of the storyboard.

Task (b)
Concept Ideation:
Design a mobile application that offers users an indoor experience
of nature, allowing them to find moments of tranquility amid their
busy work and lives, and to enjoy the beauty and soothing qualities
of nature.
(1) You can leverage our tools to consider the target user demo-
graphic, therapeutic approaches, application features, and more.
(2) You will need to craft a storyline and input it into our tool,
ultimately generating one or more design concepts.

Concept Illustration:
Design a mental health mobile game that can assist patients in psy-
chological regulation and self-reflection.

Designed an AR-based mental health mobile game that helps
individuals confront their inner selves through interactive experi-
ences. The features are as follows: (1) Users can select a comfortable
small space, like a bedroom, to launch the AR game. The camera
scans the environment to generate different storylines and tasks.
Different spaces create distinct tasks and storylines. (2) Users need
to complete various AR tasks, such as engaging in a conversation
with a virtual character reading a book at a virtual desk, immers-
ing themselves in a third-person perspective to experience their
life and emotions. (3) Different choices within tasks yield differ-
ent emotional elements, such as happiness, calmness, and courage.
Collecting these elements allows users to piece together their psy-
chological state. (4) A mood diary is provided, allowing users to
record their emotional states. This feature enables reflection and
analysis of their own emotions. 1. Based on the aforementioned
design, write a story and create a storyboard, ensuring that the
storyboard effectively communicates some or all of the features. 2.
Utilize Figma to add elements and generate the final version of the
storyboard.

C PARTICIPANTS’ EXPERIENCE OUTLINES
P1: Concept ideation: P1 edits story to depict each image in the
storyboard, rather than generating the entire storyboard at once.
P1 considers that precise control over each image can accurately
depict the scenarios, processes, and outcomes of using the product.
Concept Illustration: P1 edits story to depict each image in the
storyboard, rather than generating the entire storyboard at once.
P1 considers that precise control over each image should align the
images with key elements of the design illustration.
P2: Concept ideation: P2 edits story to depict each image in the
storyboard, rather than generating the entire storyboard at once.
P2 considers that precise control over each image can accurately
depict the scenarios, processes, and outcomes of using the product.
Concept Illustration: P2 edits story to depict each image in the
storyboard, rather than generating the entire storyboard at once.
P2 takes precise control over each image to illustrate the UI and
usage of the product.

P3: Concept ideation: P3 edits simple sentences in story to conclude
the storyboard she wants and rethink based on the AI-generated
results from these comprehensive descriptions. P3 co-works with
AI to iterate and present the logical and rigorous process of product
usage. Concept Illustration: After editing story to conclude the
storyboard she wants, P3 edits story of single image to take precise
revision over each image. P3 converges her idea to illustrate the UI
and usage of the product.
P4: Concept ideation: P4 edits story to generate the entire story-
board at once and adjusts story of single image to revise images
that do not match her expectations. P4 presents the storyboard
to describe the scenarios, processes, and outcomes of using the
product. Concept Illustration: Same as above.
P5: Concept ideation: P5 edits story to generate the entire story-
board at once and adjusts story of single image to revise images
that do not match her expectations. P5 presents the storyboard to
describe a logical process and several scenarios of product usage.
Concept Illustration: P5 edits story to generate the entire storyboard
at once and adjusts story of single image to revise images that do
not match her expectations. P5 presents the storyboard to illustrate
the UI and usage of the product.
P6: Concept ideation: P6 edits simple sentences in story to con-
clude the ideal product and redesign the product based on the
AI-generated results from these comprehensive descriptions. P6
edits prompts of single image to iterate each image and finish the
logical and rigorous process of product usage. Concept Illustration:
Same as above.
P7: Concept ideation: P7 edits story to generate the entire sto-
ryboard at once and regenerate the images until they match her
expectations. P7 presents the storyboard to illustrate a detailed
process of product usage. Concept Illustration: P7 edits story to
depict each image in the storyboard, and regenerate the images
until they match her expectations. P7 presents the storyboard to
illustrate the product’s UI and usage in detail.
P8: Concept ideation: P8 edits story to depict each image in the
storyboard, rather than generating the entire storyboard at once.
P8 also regenerates the images until they reflect the product’s ef-
fectiveness through the emotional shift in users before and after
using it. Concept Illustration: P8 edits story to depict and revise
each image in the storyboard and takes precise control over each
image to show the UI and usage of the product.
P9: Concept ideation: P9 edits story to generate the entire story-
board at once and revise story of single image to adjust elements
in each image that do not match his expectations. P9 takes care-
ful revision over each image to illustrate a detailed story of how
they changed after using the product. Concept Illustration: P9 edits
story to generate the entire storyboard at once and revise story of
single image to adjust elements in each image that do not match his
expectations. P9 also regenerates the images many times to align
the storyboard with key elements of the design illustration.
P10:Concept ideation: P10 edits simple sentences in story to present
the product usage scenarios and rethink by crafting a narrative for
product usage based on AI-generated images. P10 revises her story
rather than aligning the images with her original story. Concept
Illustration: Same as above.
P11: Concept ideation: P11 edits story to generate the entire story-
board at once and revise story of single image to adjust elements in
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each image that do not match his expectations. P11 takes a precise
revision of each image to illustrate a detailed process of product
usage. Concept Illustration: P11 edits story to generate the entire
storyboard at once and revise prompts of single image to adjust
elements in each image that do not match his expectations. P11
takes a precise revision of each image to illustrate the UI and usage
of the product.

P12: Concept ideation: P12 edits story to generate the entire story-
board at once and revise story of single image to adjust elements
in each image that do not match his expectations. P12 presents the
storyboard to describe a logical process and several scenarios of
product usage. Concept Illustration: Same as above.
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