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Figure S1: A screenshot of the interface the workers saw when completing a task. The
example images remained the same each task. The order in which the correct and incorrect
transcription responses were placed was random. We kept the task image large so detail
could be seen.

Figure S2: Poorly generated images from an intentionally under-trained model used in hu-
man study to evaluate participant ability or attention. These samples are not from our final
model.
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Figure S3: Generated images used in human study that were generated using random styles
(i.e. random interpolation of style vectors extracted from random pairs of real images from
IAM) and random text from the IAM corpus.
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Figure S4: Dataset images used in human study. These are randomly sampled from IAM.
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Figure S5: Additional interpolation results between 9 different styles extracted from test set
images.
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Figure S6: Additional generation results using random extra/interpolations between test set
styles using the same text.
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Figure S7: Additional generation results using random extra/interpolations between test set
styles using varying text.


