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Abstract

Recently, the quality and performance of text-to-image gener-
ation significantly advanced due to the impressive results of
diffusion models. However, text-to-image diffusion models
still fail to generate high fidelity content with respect to the
input prompt. One problem where text-to-diffusion models
struggle is generating the exact number of objects specified
in the text prompt. E.g. given a prompt ”five apples and ten
lemons on a table”, diffusion-generated images usually con-
tain the wrong number of objects. In this paper, we propose
a method to improve diffusion models to focus on producing
the correct object count given the input prompt. We adopt a
counting network that performs reference-less class-agnostic
counting for any given image. We calculate the gradients
of the counting network and refine the predicted noise for
each step. To handle multiple types of objects in the prompt,
we use novel attention map guidance to obtain high-fidelity
masks for each object. Finally, we guide the denoising pro-
cess by the calculated gradients for each object. Through ex-
tensive experiments and evaluation, we demonstrate that our
proposed guidance method greatly improves the fidelity of
diffusion models to object count.

Introduction
Text-to-image generation aims to generate high-fidelity im-
ages given a user-specified text prompt. It has various appli-
cations like digital art, design, and graphics and was tradi-
tionally performed using GANs since the early start of deep
learning (Goodfellow et al. 2014; Karras, Laine, and Aila
2019; Karras et al. 2020, 2021; Zhang et al. 2017, 2018; Xu
et al. 2018; Xia et al. 2021; Patashnik et al. 2021). However,
GANs suffer from unstable training and a lack of diversity
(mode collapse), making GANs only viable when generating
images in narrow domains such as faces, animals, or vehi-
cles. Recently, diffusion models (Ho, Jain, and Abbeel 2020;
Song and Ermon 2019; Song et al. 2020), a new family of
generative models, show impressive, high fidelity and high
diversity results with stable training procedures, outperform-
ing GANs and shifting the research focus from GANs to dif-
fusion (Nichol et al. 2021; Ramesh et al. 2022; Saharia et al.
2022; Rombach et al. 2022). While many diffusion models
were proposed recently, the open source model Stable Diffu-
sion (Rombach et al. 2022), a latent diffusion model trained
on large datasets, has become the global standard of text-to-
image generation models.

However, there are still unresolved issues with diffusion
models and Stable Diffusion. For example, Stable Diffusion
usually shows bad performance for compositional text-to-
image synthesis (e.g., “an apple and a lemon on the table”),
and various efforts have been made to resolve this problem.
Attend-and-Excite (Chefer et al. 2023) proposes novel atten-
tion map guidance to generate two different objects success-
fully. Several other studies suggest layout-based methods for
compositional text-to-image synthesis (Li et al. 2023; Lian
et al. 2023; Phung, Ge, and Huang 2023). While there is
a high interest in compositional text-to-image synthesis, re-
cent studies are only focusing on synthesizing one object of
each kind, leaving the problem of synthesizing multiple in-
stances of each object unsolved (e.g., “three apples and five
lemons on the table”).

In this work, we focus on improving diffusion models to
generate the exact number of instances per object, as speci-
fied in the input prompt. To alleviate this problem, we pro-
pose counting guidance by using gradients of a counting
network. Specifically, we use RCC (Hobley and Prisacariu
2022) which performs reference-less class-agnostic count-
ing for any given image. While most counting networks
adopt a heatmap-based approach, RCC retrieves the object
count directly via regression and, thus, allows us to obtain its
gradient for classifier guidance (Dhariwal and Nichol 2021;
Bansal et al. 2023).

Furthermore, to handle multiple object types, we investi-
gate the semantic information mixing problem of Stable Dif-
fusion. For instance, the text prompt “three apples and four
donuts on the table.” usually causes diffusion models to mix
semantic information between apples and donuts leading to
poor results and making it hard to enforce the correct ob-
ject count per object type. We propose novel attention map
guidance to separate semantic information between nouns in
the prompt by obtaining masks for each object from the cor-
responding attention map. Fig. 1 compares Stable Diffusion
with our method for single and multiple object types. Our
approach successfully generates the right amount of each
object, while Stable Diffusion fails in these scenarios. To
the best of our knowledge, our work is the first attempt to
generate the exact number of each object using a counting
network for text-to-image synthesis. Our contributions can
be summarized as follows:

• We present counting network guidance to improve pre-
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Stable Diffusion (Rombach et al. 2022)

Ours

“six bananas” “five apples” “four donuts” “three apples and two donuts”

Figure 1: Our text-to-generation method generates the exact number of each object for a given prompt. The first row shows the
result of Stable Diffusion (Rombach et al. 2022) while the second row shows our method’s result.

trained diffusion models to generate the exact number of
objects specified in the prompt. Our approach can be ap-
plied to any diffusion model requiring no retraining or
finetuning.

• We propose novel attention map guidance to solve the
semantic information mixing problem and obtain high-
fidelity masks for each object.

• We demonstrate the effectiveness of our method by qual-
itative and quantitative comparisons with previous meth-
ods.

Related Work
Diffusion Models
Diffusion models (Ho, Jain, and Abbeel 2020; Song and Er-
mon 2019; Song et al. 2020; Dhariwal and Nichol 2021;
Rombach et al. 2022) are a new family of generative mod-
els that show a significant advance in performance of image
synthesis and text-to-image generation. DDPM (Ho, Jain,
and Abbeel 2020) designed the Markov chain process by
gradually adding noise and demonstrated the potential of
diffusion models for unconditional image generation. Con-
currently, VP-SDE (Song and Ermon 2019; Song et al. 2020)
interpreted diffusion models as Stochastic Differential Equa-
tions and provided broad insight into diffusion models. One
of the problems with DDPM is that it depends on proba-

bilistic sampling and requires about 1000 steps to obtain
high-fidelity results making the sampling process very slow
and computationally intensive. To solve this problem, DDIM
(Song, Meng, and Ermon 2020) removed the probabilistic
factor in DDPM and achieved comparable image quality to
DDPM with only 50 denoising steps.

Beyond unconditional image generation, recent papers on
diffusion models also started to focus on conditional image
generation. ADM (Dhariwal and Nichol 2021) suggested
classifier guidance by calculating the gradient of a classi-
fier to perform conditional image generation. This method
though requires a noise-aware classifier and per step gradient
calculation. To avoid this problem, (Ho and Salimans 2022)
proposed classifier-free guidance, which removes the need
of an external classifier by computing each denoising step as
an extrapolation between one conditional and one uncondi-
tional step. Furthermore, ControlNet (Zhang and Agrawala
2023) proposed a separate control network attached to a pre-
trained diffusion model to perform guidance with additional
input in feasible training time. Universal Guidance (Bansal
et al. 2023) alleviates the problem of requiring a noise-aware
classifier by instead calculating the gradient of the predicted
clean data point.

One issue of diffusion models when first proposed was the
high inference cost because of repeated inference in pixel-
space. To address this problem, Stable Diffusion (Rombach



“ten apples on the table” “fifty apples on the table”

(a) w/o guidance (N = 3) (b) w/ guidance (N = 10) (c) w/o guidance (N = 18) (d) w/ guidance (N = 46)

Figure 2: Effectiveness of counting network guidance. Our method is also effective for large number.

et al. 2022) proposed performing the diffusion process in a
low dimensional latent space instead of image space, greatly
reducing the computational cost. Despite Stable Diffusion’s
powerful performance, there are still some remaining prob-
lems. For example, Stable Diffusion usually fails to generate
multiple objects successfully (e.g., an apple and a lemon on
the table). Thus, the paper Attend-and-Excite (Chefer et al.
2023) suggested attention map-based guidance to activate
the attention of all objects in the prompt but nevertheless
only focuses on a single instance per object, leaving the is-
sue of reliable generation of multiple instances per objects.
In this paper, we explicitly address this issue by introducing
counting network guidance and attention map guidance to
pre-trained diffusion models.

Concurrent with our work, (Paiss et al. 2023; Zhong et al.
2023) tries to generate the exact number of objects us-
ing enhanced language models. (Paiss et al. 2023) trains a
counting-aware CLIP model (Radford et al. 2021) and uses
it to train the text-to-image diffusion model Imagen (Saharia
et al. 2022). (Lee et al. 2023; Fan et al. 2023) uses human
feedback to fine-tune text-to-image generation models by
supervised learning and reinforcement learning. (Phung, Ge,
and Huang 2023; Lian et al. 2023) proposes layout-based
text-to-image generation, which requires additional layout
input and leverages a large language model (LLM) to gen-
erate proper layouts from given prompts. Unlike the above
works, our method does not require additional layout input,
a LLM or retraining.

Object Counting
The goal of object counting is to count arbitrary objects in
images. Object counting can be divided into few-shot ob-
ject counting, reference-less counting and zero-shot object
counting. For few-shot object counting (You et al. 2023; Shi
et al. 2022), a few example images of the object to count are
provided as input while for reference-less counting (Ranjan
and Nguyen 2022; Hobley and Prisacariu 2022), example
images are not provided and the aim is to count the number
of all salient objects in the image. Zero-shot object count-
ing, on the other hand, (Xu et al. 2023; Jiang, Liu, and Chen
2023) aims to count arbitrary objects of a user-provided

class.
Object counting networks are usually either heatmap-

based or regression-based (You et al. 2023; Shi et al. 2022;
Hobley and Prisacariu 2022). For our approach, regression-
based methods are more suitable for calculating the gradient
of the counting network compared to heatmap-based meth-
ods. In particular, we adopt RCC (Hobley and Prisacariu
2022), a reference-less regression-based counting model
which builds on top of extracted features of a pre-trained
ViT (Dosovitskiy et al. 2020)

Preliminaries
Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Models (DDPM) (Ho,
Jain, and Abbeel 2020) define a forward noising process and
a reverse denoising process, each with T steps (T = 1000 in
the paper). The forward process q(xt|xt−1) is defined as

q(xt|xt−1) = N (xt;
√
αtxt−1, (1− αt)I), (1)

where αt and xt are schedule and data point at time step t.
This process can be seen as iteratively adding scaled Gaus-
sian noise. Thanks to the property of the Gaussian distribu-
tion, we can obtain q(xt|x0) directly as

q(xt|x0) = N (xt;
√
ᾱtx0, (1− ᾱt)I), (2)

and rewrite as

xt =
√
ᾱtx0 +

√
1− ᾱtϵ, (3)

where ᾱ =
∏t

i=1 αi and ϵ ∼ N (0, I). DDPM ϵθ(xt, t) is
trained to estimate the noise which was added in the for-
ward process ϵ at each time step t. By iteratively estimating
and removing the estimated noise, the original image can be
recovered. During inference, images are generated by using
random noise as starting point.

In practice however, deterministic DDIM (Song, Meng,
and Ermon 2020) sampling is commonly used since it re-
quires significantly less sampling steps compared to DDPM.
DDIM sampling is performed as

xt−1 =
√
ᾱt−1(

xt −
√
1− ᾱtϵθ√
ᾱt

) +
√

1− ᾱt−1ϵθ. (4)



“three oranges and four eggs on the table”

w/o attention map guidance

w/ attention map guidance

generated image attention map of “oranges” attention map of “eggs” mask of “oranges” mask of “eggs”

Figure 3: Effectiveness of attention map guidance. The first row shows the results of Stable Diffusion without attention map
guidance, and the second row shows the results with attention map guidance.

With DDIM sampling, the clean data point x̂0 can be ob-
tained by

x̂0 =
(xt −

√
1− ᾱtϵθ(xt, t))√

ᾱt
. (5)

To add classifier guidance to DDIM (Dhariwal and Nichol
2021), the gradient of a classifier is computed and used to
retrieve the refined predicted noise ϵ̂ by

ϵ̂ = ϵ− s
√
1− ᾱt∇xt

log pϕ(y|xt) (6)

where s is scale parameter and pϕ is a classifier. One issue
of classifier guidance is that the underlying classifier needs
to be noise-aware as it receives outputs from intermediate
denoising steps, requiring expensive noise-aware retraining.
Universal Guidance (Bansal et al. 2023) addresses this by
feeding the predicted clean data point x̂0 instead of the noisy
xt to the classifier which can be expressed as

ϵ̂ = ϵ− s
√
1− ᾱt∇xt

log pϕ(y|x̂0). (7)

Method
In this section, we first present how to control the number

of a single object type using counting network guidance and
then expand it to multiple object types. For multiple object
types, we solve the semantic information mixing problem
of Stable Diffusion with attention map guidance and present
masked counting network guidance for successful multiple
object type generation.

Algorithm 1: Counting guidance for single object type
Input: time step t, denoising network ϵθ(·, ·), decoder
Decoder(·), counting network Count(·), number of object
N
Parameter: scale parameter scount
Output: clean latent z0

1: for t = T, T − 1, ..., 1 do
2: ϵ← ϵθ(zt, t)
3: ẑ0 ← (zt −

√
1− ᾱtϵ)/

√
ᾱt

4: x̂0 ← Decoder(ẑ0)
5: Lcount ← |(Count(x̂0)−N)/N |2
6: ϵ← ϵ+ scount

√
1− ᾱt∇ztLcount

7: zt−1 ← Sample(zt, ϵ)
8: end for
9: return z0

Counting Guidance for a Single Object Type
To avoid retraining the counting network on noisy images,
we perform counting network guidance following Universal
Guidance (Bansal et al. 2023). For a given number of N
objects, we define the counting loss Lcount as

Lcount = |
Count(x̂0)−N

N
|2, (8)

where Count(·) is the pre-trained counting network RCC
(Hobley and Prisacariu 2022) and x̂0 is the predicted clean
image at each time step. We update the predicted noise ϵ



Algorithm 2: Counting guidance for multiple object types
Input: time step t, denoising network ϵθ, decoder Decoder,
counting network Count, number of ith object Ni

Parameter: scale parameter smax, sattention, scount,i
Output: clean latent z0

1: for t = T, T − 1, ..., 1 do
2: ϵ,M ← ϵθ(zt, t)
3: Lmin ←

∑
j,k mini(Mi,j,k)

4: Lmax ←
∑

j,k maxi(Mi,j,k)
5: Lattention ← Lmin − smaxLmax

6: ϵ← ϵ+ sattention
√
1− ᾱt∇ztLattention

7: ẑ0 ← (zt −
√
1− ᾱtϵ)/

√
ᾱt

8: x̂0 ← Decoder(ẑ0)
9: for i do

10: x̂0,i ←Mask(x̂0,Mi)
11: Lcount,i ← |(Count(x̂0,i)−Ni)/Ni|2
12: ϵ← ϵ+ scount,i

√
1− ᾱt∇ztLcount,i

13: end for
14: zt−1 ← Sample(zt, ϵ)
15: end for
16: return z0

using the gradient of the counting network as

ϵ← ϵ+ scount
√
1− ᾱt∇ztLcount, (9)

where scount is an additional scale parameter to control the
strength of counting guidance.

Fig. 2a and Fig. 2b show the effectiveness of our proposed
counting network guidance method. For the prompt “ten ap-
ples on the table,” Stable Diffusion with counting network
guidance generates ten apples, while vanilla Stable Diffu-
sion generates only three apples. We find that Fig. 2a and
Fig. 2b have similar textures and backgrounds, indicating
that counting guidance maintains the original properties of
Stable Diffusion while only influencing the object count.

Counting guidance also proves itself effective when gen-
erating a large number of objects. Due to a lack of im-
ages containing a large number of objects in Stable Diffu-
sion’s training dataset, it often fails to create plausible re-
sults for such cases. Fig. 2c and Fig. 2d show the effec-
tiveness of counting guidance on large numbers. For the
given text prompt “fifty apples on the table,” Stable Diffu-
sion with counting network guidance generates 46 apples,
while vanilla Stable Diffusion generates only 18 apples.

Although counting guidance helps to generate the given
number of objects, it sometimes fails to produce the exact
number of objects. We think that this is an issue of the accu-
racy of the counting network itself, so we adjust the output
number N of the counting network by adding a fixed offset
Noff :

N ← N +Noff , (10)

where the value of offset Noff is usually 0, -1, or 1.

Counting Guidance for Multiple Object Types
Semantic Information Mixing Problem Handling multi-
ple object types requires counting each type separately. We

could use a class-aware counting network, however, the pre-
dicted clean image of early denoising steps is still too low
quality for the counting network to correctly identify each
object instance. Therefore, we decide to use a class-agnostic
counting network instead. For each object type to count, we
obtain a mask using the underlying self attention maps of
the UNet model and feed the masked image of each object
type to the counting network separately. It has been shown
in previous works (Hertz et al. 2022; Chefer et al. 2023) that
the attention map corresponding to each object has high ac-
tivation at the object region. Thus, we use the attention map
of each object as its mask.

However, we require accurate object masks for counting
guidance, but Stable Diffusion often tends to produce atten-
tion maps that do not accurately correspond to the correct
location of each object. The first row of Fig. 3 demonstrates
this semantic information mixing problem. For the prompt
“three oranges and four eggs on the table.”, we find that
the attention map of “oranges” and the attention map of
“eggs” share a large part of pixels resulting in the gener-
ation of orange-colored eggs instead of oranges and eggs.

Attention Map Guidance To solve the semantic informa-
tion mixing problem, we first obtain each object’s attention
map following (Chefer et al. 2023). Similarly, we exclude
the ⟨sot⟩ token, re-weigh using Softmax, and then Gaussian-
smooth to receive the attention map Mi for each object i.
Finally, we normalize each object’s attention map as

M̂i,j,k =
Mi,j,k −minj,k(Mi,j,k)

maxj,k(Mi,j,k)−minj,k(Mi,j,k)
, (11)

where Mi,j,k is the attention value of coordinate (j, k) of
object i’s attention map.

We then ensure that each pixel coordinate is only referred
to by the attention of a single object by calculating each co-
ordinate’s minimum attention value and summate them to
Lmin where a low Lmin indicates that each coordinate is
only activated by a single object:

Lmin =
∑
j,k

min
i
(M̂i,j,k). (12)

Similar to Lmin, we define Lmax to ensure that at least
one object activates each pixel as

Lmax =
∑
j,k

max
i

(M̂i,j,k). (13)

Finally, we calculate the total attention loss Lattention as

Lattention = Lmin − smaxLmax, (14)

where smax is a scale parameter. The predicted noise ϵ is
then updated as

ϵ← ϵ+ sattention
√
1− ᾱt∇ztLattention. (15)

The second row of Fig. 3 shows the effectiveness of our
attention map guidance. We find that the attention map of
“oranges” only focuses on oranges, and the attention map
of “eggs” only focuses on eggs, resulting in a correctly syn-
thesized output. Furthermore, we observe that high-fidelity
object masks are generated from the corresponding attention
maps.



Stable Diffusion (Rombach et al. 2022)

Attend-and-Excite (Chefer et al. 2023)

Ours

“five rabbits” “ten oranges” “four tomatoes” “twelve macarons” “three chicks” “seven eggs”

Figure 4: Qualitative comparison for single object type. The first row shows the results of Stable Diffusion (Rombach et al.
2022), the second row shows the results of Attend-and-Excite (Chefer et al. 2023) and the last row shows the results of our
method.

Masked Counting Guidance For each object i, we bina-
rize its attention map to receive the binary mask M b

i as

M b
i,j,k =

{
1, if i = argmaxi(Mi,j,k)

0, otherwise
(16)

and then generate a masked clean image x̂0,i using element-
wise multiplication:

x̂0,i = x̂0 ⊙M b
i . (17)

For the i-th object count of object Ni, each masked counting
guidance Lcount,i is defined as

Lcount,i = |
Count(x̂0,i)−Ni

Ni
|2. (18)

Finally, we update the noise ϵ as

ϵ← ϵ+
∑
i

scount,i
√
1− ᾱt∇ztLcount,i (19)

where scount,i is an additional scaling parameter per object.

Experiments
We borrow the state-of-the-art text-to-image generation
model Stable Diffusion v1.4 for our experiments. We use
DDIM sampling with 50 steps and set the scale parameter
for Lmax to smax = 0.1 by default. We create a modi-
fied dataset based on the object classes in Attend-and-Excite
(Chefer et al. 2023) to evaluate and compare our approach
with previous methods. Specifically, we remove the color
category and add more animals and objects to focus on
counting performance. We compare our method with Stable
Diffusion (Rombach et al. 2022) and Attend-and-Excite.

Results for Single Object Type
Fig. 4 shows a qualitative comparison for the single ob-
ject type scenario. While Stable Diffusion and Attend-and-
Excite fail to generate the same number of objects as speci-
fied in the prompt, our method generates the correct number.
For the text prompt “four tomatoes on the table,” Stable Dif-
fusion generates only three tomatoes without counting guid-
ance. With counting guidance, the tomato at the bottom is
successfully divided into two tomatoes, while the rest of the
image is consistent with the original result. The text prompt



“two apples and three donuts on the table”

“three lemons and one bread on the table”

“two onions and two tomatoes on the table”

Stable Diffusion Attend-and-Excite Ours

Figure 5: Qualitative comparison for multiple object types.
The first column shows the results of Stable Diffusion, the
second column shows the results of Attend-and Excite, and
the last column shows the results of our method.

“ten oranges on the table,” causes Stable Diffusion to only
generate four oranges compared to our solution that creates
the correct amount of ten. The big difference in count results
in large gradients, making our result severely differ from the
original.

Our method also works well for more complex categories,
such as animals. Considering text prompt “three chicks on
the road”, Stable Diffusion and Attend-and-Excite synthe-
size only two chicks, unlike our method which generates one
additional chick while maintaining the other two chicks’ ap-
pearance. For the text prompt “five rabbits in the yard” Sta-
ble Diffusion and Attend-and-Excite generate only four rab-
bits, while our method generates one more rabbit but fails
to maintain the other rabbits’ appearance. That is because of
the difference between the background and the rabbit colors.
It is hard to generate a white rabbit from a brown yard, so
Stable Diffusion with counting guidance changes the overall
structure and recreates five rabbits.

Results for Multiple Object Types
Fig. 5 shows a qualitative comparison for multiple object
types. For the given text prompt “three lemons and one
bread on the table,” Stable Diffusion successfully creates

one bread but fails to generate three lemons, while Attend-
and-Excite fails in both cases. With masked counting guid-
ance, our method correctly synthesizes three lemons and one
bread. The result shows that the lemon at the bottom is di-
vided into two lemons thanks to masked counting guidance
while maintaining the bread’s shape.

For the text prompt “two onions and two tomatoes on the
table,” we find that Stable Diffusion suffers from the seman-
tic information mixing problem and generates red onions in-
stead of tomatoes. Due to our attention map guidance, our
method creates real tomatoes. As Attend-and-Excite is also
based on attention map optimization, it successfully gener-
ates real tomatoes but fails to generate the exact number of
onions.

Limitations
As our results show, our method aids in generating the exact
number of each object, but we also found several limitations.
First, it is often necessary to tune the scale parameters of the
counting network guidance for a specific text prompt. Al-
though fixed scale parameters can help to control the number
of objects to a certain degree, generating the exact number
of each object may require tuning the underlying scale pa-
rameters.

Second, we found that generating the exact number of
more complex objects is much more complicated than gener-
ating simple object shapes. The structure of the result image
is mostly determined at the early denoising steps, limiting
the dividing or merging of objects by counting guidance.

Conclusions
In this paper, we propose counting guidance which is, to our
knowledge, the first attempt to guide Stable Diffusion with a
counting network to generate the correct number of objects
during text-to-image generation. For a single object type, we
calculate the gradients of a counting network and refine the
estimated noise at every step. For multiple object types, we
discuss the semantic information mixing problem and pro-
pose attention map guidance to alleviate it. Finally, we ob-
tain masks of each object from the corresponding attention
map and calculate the counting network’s gradient of each
masked image separately. We demonstrate that our method
effectively controls the number of objects with a few limita-
tions. For future work, we will aim to remove the necessarity
of scale parameter tuning and create one global framework
working for every prompt without additional tuning.
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