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Grounding Condition: Layout Prompt: “A girl is riding a motorcycle down the road.”

Grounding Condition : Keypoint Prompt: “Iron Man is walking in the desert.”

Grounding Condition : HED map Prompt: “The sports car is drifting down the track.”

Grounding Condition : Depth map Prompt: “The ibis is swimming in cyberpunk style.”

Grounding Condition : Normal map Prompt: “The tiger is hunching forward.”

Grounding Condition : Canny map Prompt: “A flamingo colored duck swims in the lake.”

Figure 1. Grounded text-to-Video (GVDIFF) generation aims to integrate text-to-video generation with grounded generation capacity under
both discrete and continuous grounding conditions, including layout, keypoint, depth map, normal map, HED map, and canny map, etc.

Abstract

In text-to-video (T2V) generation, significant attention
has been directed toward its development, yet unifying dis-
crete and continuous grounding conditions in T2V gen-
eration remains under-explored. This paper proposes
a Grounded text-to-Video generation framework, termed

GVDIFF. First, we inject the grounding condition into the
self-attention through an uncertainty-based representation
to explicitly guide the focus of the network. Second, we in-
troduce a spatial-temporal grounding layer that connects
the grounding condition with target objects and enables the
model with the grounded generation capacity in the spatial-
temporal domain. Third, our dynamic gate network adap-
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tively skips the redundant grounding process to selectively
extract grounding information and semantics while improv-
ing efficiency. We extensively evaluate the grounded gen-
eration capacity of GVDIFF and demonstrate its versatility
in applications, including long-range video generation, se-
quential prompts, and object-specific editing.

1. Introduction
Text-to-image (T2I) generation has witnessed significant
success, propelled by GAN [20, 52, 71, 78, 86] and dif-
fusion models (DMs) [18, 21, 37, 85]. Pioneering efforts
such as DALL-E2 [17], Imagen [56], Cogview [16], and
Latent Diffusion [53] have set new benchmarks. Besides,
controllable technology [38, 45, 81] has expanded the hori-
zons of generation, allowing for precise manipulation in im-
age composition under specific conditions.

Building upon the above progress, text-to-video (T2V)
generation [3, 27, 68] has gained increasing attention. T2V
generation poses challenges such as data scarcity, com-
plex temporal dynamics, and substantial computational de-
mands. Approaches like CogVideo [28] and Make-A-
Video [57] utilize T2I models by freezing or fine-tuning
their weights. Then, Control-A-Video [10] and Con-
trolVideo [83] leverage ControlNet [81] to achieve control-
lable T2V generation. However, unifying discrete ground-
ing (e.g., bounding box) and continuous grounding (e.g.,
canny map) in T2V generation remains under-explored.

In this paper, we introduce a framework termed
Grounded text-to-Video generation (GVDIFF), designed
to facilitate grounded T2V generation under discrete and
continuous grounding conditions. GVDIFF harnesses pre-
trained T2I models to capitalize on their established pro-
ficiency in photorealistic content generation and language
understanding, thereby circumventing the need for exten-
sive training from scratch. Specifically, we inject ground-
ing conditions into the self-attention mechanism by trans-
forming them into uncertainty-based representations, which
could explicitly direct the focus of the network. We then
empower the grounded generation capacity via an intro-
duced spatial-temporal grounding layer (STGL), which is
engineered to connect the grounding condition with the tar-
geted object, facilitate the interaction between grounded
features and visual tokens, and ensure temporal consistency.
Further, we propose a dynamic gate network (DGN) that se-
lectively bypasses redundant grounding operations in STGL
to improve efficiency since shallow and deep layers are re-
sponsible for dealing with low-level details (e.g., grounding
information) and high-level semantics respectively.

Our experimental evaluation of GVDIFF is conducted
under both discrete and continuous grounding conditions
as depicted in Fig. 1—attest to its capability to gener-
ate videos with high temporal consistency and precise

grounded control. With its grounded generation capacity,
GVDIFF demonstrates three practical applications, includ-
ing long-range video generation, sequential prompts, and
object-specific editing.

The main contributions are summarized as follows:
• We propose a Grounded text-to-Video Generation

(GVDIFF) framework. This approach incorporates a pro-
posed spatial-temporal grounding layer, enabling both
discrete and continuous grounding control over the video
generation process.

• We propose a dynamic gate network (DGN), which aims
to adaptively bypass redundant grounding operations to
selectively process low-level grounding information and
high-level semantics while improving efficiency.

• We evaluate the effectiveness of grounded T2V gener-
ation capacity of GVDIFF. Further, GVDIFF has three
practical applications, including long-range video gener-
ation, sequential prompts, and object-specific editing.

2. Related Work
2.1. Diffusion Model

The generative AI [4, 59–61, 77] has undergone rapid
development from the generative adversarial network
(GAN) [20] to the latest diffusion models (DMs) [26]. De-
noising diffusion probabilistic model (DDPM) [26, 58] has
achieved promising success in generation and editing tasks,
such as text-to-image (T2I), text-to-speech [8, 9, 35], text-
to-3D [67], and text-to-video (T2V) [23, 27, 28, 69]. Es-
pecially in T2I task, the latent diffusion model (LDM) [53]
and the successor Stable Diffusion (SD) are at the forefront
of generative research. LDMs consist of two main compo-
nents, i.e., autoencoder and DDPM, which aims to remove
the noise added to the sampled data. The DDPM is imple-
mented via UNet [54], which takes a noised latent z, time
step t, and caption c as input. Besides, a BERT-like [15]
network encodes each text description into a sequence of
text embeddings. Specifically, the caption feature is derived
from a frozen text encoder of the CLIP ViT-L/14 [51] in
Stable Diffusion. The caption c interacts with UNet through
the cross-attention layer.

The diffusion forward process commences with an im-
age x0, which is transformed into z0 = E(x0) by a frozen
encoder E(·) Subsequently, a predefined Markov process in-
troduces noise perturbation until reaching zT :

q(zt|zt−1) = N (zt;
√
1− βt−1zt−1, βt−1I). (1)

The objective of DMs is to learn the denoising process
(reversed diffusion). Given a sampled random noise zt, the
model learns to predict the added noise at the next timestep
zt−1 until z0:

pθ(zt−1|zt) = N (zt−1;µθ(zt, t),Σθ(zt, t)). (2)
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LDM enhances computational and memory efficiency
over pixel-space diffusion models through a two-stage train-
ing paradigm. First, LDM trains an autoencoder to map the
input image into a spatially low-dimensional latent space of
reduced complexity. The encoder E(·) and decoder D(·) re-
constructs input x with x̂ = D(E(x)) ≈ x. Second, the
diffusion model is trained on the latent z. During the train-
ing process, LDM fθ is optimized to gradually remove the
noise ε, which is added to the latent zt:

minLLDM = Ez,ε∼N (0,I),t,c[∥ε− fθ(zt, t, c)∥22], (3)

where t is uniformed sampled from the time steps, mapped
to time embedding ϕ(t), and then fed into the UNet.

2.2. Text-to-Video Models

Text-to-Video Generation. Existing approaches aim to
leverage transformers and diffusion models for video gen-
eration [11, 42, 46, 57, 64, 74, 84]. NUWA [68] introduces
a 3D transformed encoder-decoder framework, supporting
both T2I and T2V generation. Imagen Video [27] con-
structs spatial-temporal super-resolution models to generate
temporally consistent video with high resolution. Animate-
Diff [22] injects a motion module to animate off-the-shelf
T2I models without the need for model-specific tuning.
Text-to-Video Editing. Compared to image editing, video
editing [14, 19, 49, 65, 66, 84] is more challenging for ge-
ometric and temporal consistency. Tune-A-Video [69] pro-
poses one-shot video editing by extending and tuning T2I
models on a single reference video. Dreammix [44] de-
velops a text-to-video backbone from motion editing while
preserving temporal consistency with high fidelity. Fate-
zero [49] and Text2Video-zero [33] explore generate videos
only using pre-trained T2I models. Layered neural at-
lases [2, 6, 32] address editing by decomposing the video
into a set of unified 2D atlases layer for each target, allowing
contents to be applied to the global summarized 2D atlases
and mapping back to the video with temporal consistency.

2.3. Grounded Diffusion Models

Grounding conditions are primarily divided into discrete
(e.g., layout) and continuous (e.g., depth map) conditions.

For discrete conditions, prior works [30, 39, 62, 63,
72, 73] aim to generate images from bounding boxes la-
beled with object descriptions, performing the inverse of
object detection [5]. Recently, zero-shot layout2image
generation [7, 13] is proposed to save the training costs.
Text2layout [50, 82] is also proposed to add more spatial
prior. GLIGEN [38] extends the grounded entities to be
open-world. Then, MOVGAN [70] pioneers the extension
from layout2image generation to layout2video generation
but only with the layout of the first frame, limiting the con-
trollability over the entire video.

For continuous conditions, ControlNet [81] and T2I-
adaptor [45] add spatial grounding conditions to T2I DMs
by introducing additional modules to represent the condi-
tions, such as canny map, depth map, and human pose.
Then, Control-A-Video [10] and ControlVideo [83] extend
ControlNet to enable controllable video generation though
they fall short in addressing discrete grounding conditions.

In this paper, we introduce a general framework to in-
corporate grounding conditions for T2V generation. Fur-
ther, based on the grounded generation capacity, we develop
three practical applications, including long-range video
generation, sequential prompt, and object-specific editing.

3. Method
The overview of GVDIFF is illustrated in Fig. 2. In
this section, we elucidate the modified self-attention with
uncertainty-based grounding injection, the spatial-temporal
grounding layer, and the dynamic gate network. Then, we
introduce three practical applications with the capacity of
grounded T2V generation. We take layout-conditioned T2V
generation for example if there are no special instructions,
owing to its flexibility in adapting to continuous conditions

3.1. Uncertainty-based Grounding Injection

Grounded video generation strives for enhanced controlla-
bility with additional grounding conditions. Previous meth-
ods [10, 38] overlook the injection of grounding conditions
during the feature extraction phase, which makes the visual
token integration process unaware of the grounding con-
ditions. To address this, we propose an uncertainty-based
grounding injection for the self-attention of UNet to explic-
itly constrain the focused region of the network.

Specifically, we enhance the attention region with
grounding conditions via a non-parametric Gaussian trans-
form. Given a grounding condition l = [l0, . . . , lM−1]
with M target objects, the coordinate value of correspond-
ing two-dimension Gaussian probability distribution Mk of
each object could be formulated as:

Mk(i, j) = Gauss(lk) =
1

2πσxk
σyk

e
−(

(i−µxk
)2

2σ2
xk

+
(j−µjk

)2

2σ2
yk

)
.

(4)
The averaged uncertainty-based grounding map M =

1
M

∑M−1
k=0 Mk is injected into the self-attention layer of the

UNet to guide the visual token integration as:

z = SelfAttn(Q,K,V ,M) = Softmax(
QKT

√
d

+M)·V .

(5)
This strategy is applied to sparse grounding conditions,

including layout, keypoint, and depth. For dense ground-
ing conditions, we leverage Gaussian blur to emphasize the
prior.
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Figure 2. Overview of GVDIFF. (a) Connecting grounding conditions with target objects into grounded features, which are then smoothed
by temporal attention. (b) Generation with Grounded-UNet, where the transformer layer of UNet is replaced with the following spatial-
temporal grounding layer. (c) Spatial-temporal grounding layer. First, the uncertain-based grounding is injected into the self-attention.
Then, spatial-temporal grounding attention (STGA) facilitates the interaction between the grounded features and visual tokens. An addi-
tional temporal attention layer ensures temporal consistency. Dynamic Gate Network (DGN) adaptively skips the redundant STGA.

3.2. Spatial-Temporal Grounding Layer

Training a spatial-temporal UNet from scratch has the fol-
lowing drawbacks. First, 3D ResNet and Transformer in-
troduce heavy parameter/computation costs. Second, since
pre-trained Stable Diffusion contains abundant content syn-
thesizing and language understanding capability, training
another model is inefficient. Besides, finetuing diffusion
model may cause catastrophic forgetting issues [55].

To empower grounded generation capacity to the T2V
model while improving training efficiency, we modify
the transformer layer of pre-trained UNet with the pro-
posed spatial-temporal grounding layer (STGL) to compose
Grounded-UNet, instead of training from scratch. Inspired
by [22], this training paradigm has the potential to be ap-
plied to any personalized models, i.e., DreamBooth [55] or
LoRA [29] models.

After using grounding condition to guide the focus
region of self-attention, the relation between target ob-
jects and corresponding grounding conditions is established
as [38]. Given M target objects e = [e00, . . . , e

N−1
M−1] and

its corresponding grounding conditions l = [l00, . . . , l
N−1
M−1]

with N frames, the grounded features g = [g0
0 , . . . , g

N−1
M−1]

could be obtained following [38]:

gj
i = MLP([ftext(e

j
i ),Fourier(l

j
i )]), (6)

where Fourier refers to the Fourier embedding [43] and

MLP(·) is a multi-layer perceptron to align the feature di-
mension. The features of the target objects are extracted by
the text encoder ftext of CLIP [51].

Simply introducing grounded T2I methods into T2V
generation is suboptimal. For grounded T2I genera-
tion [38], only one frame should be conditioned on the
grounding condition. However, the content of every frame
of the generated video using grounded T2I generation may
adhere to the grounding condition but completely temporal
discrete, particularly under sparse grounding conditions like
layout and depth maps. Therefore, we plug temporal atten-
tion atop the grounded features to enhance their temporal
consistency and then perform the spatial-temporal ground-
ing attention (STGA) in [38] as:

z = z + β · tanh(γ) · TS(SelfAttn([z,TempAttn(g)])),
(7)

where γ is a learnable parameter and β affects the controlla-
bility. TS signifies the token selection operation to consider
visual tokens and exclude grounded tokens. Then, caption
feature c interacts with the visual tokens via cross attention:

z = z +CrossAttn(z, c). (8)

Following the mainstream practice [3, 22] to improve
temporal consistency, we introduce an additional temporal
attention layer. This layer learns to align each frame within
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a temporal consistent paradigm. We adopt a zero initial-
ization strategy to prevent disturbances in the initial feature
distribution of the output. The architecture of STGL is il-
lustrated in Fig. 2(c).

3.3. Dynamic Gate Network

After enhancing the T2V model with the capacity of
grounded generation, an important question emerges: Is
it essential for grounding conditions to engage with vi-
sual tokens at every layer? This consideration stems from
the understanding that low-level and high-level informa-
tion is predominantly processed by the shallow and deep
layers[24, 47, 75, 80], respectively. Therefore, exces-
sive grounding interaction can not only impede ground-
ing/semantic extraction but also diminish overall efficiency.

To tackle this issue, we propose the Dynamic Gate Net-
work (DGN), which could adaptively bypass the spatial-
temporal grounding attention upon specific grounding con-
ditions. We establish layer-wise grounding-aware embed-
ding vi to represent the ith layer’s sensitivity to specific
grounding conditions. Then, the relevance score is de-
duced through token-wise attention by the inner product
of vi and pooled grounded features p = 1

N

∑N−1
j=0 gj .

Each attention weights αi of layer i are derived as αi =
Softmax([vi ·p0, . . . ,vi ·pM−1]). Then, the weighted sum
of p is fed to the two layer low-rank MLP to produce the
relevance ri between p and vi. This relevance signifies the
likelihood of the necessity of the grounded feature at the
current layer.

Then, we employ the Gumbel-Softmax [31] to calculate
the probability of gate activation while maintaining differ-
entiability. Considering the binary decision, we replace the
Softmax operation with Logistic. Besides, we use dual gate
mechanisms (i.e., hard and soft) to stabilize the training, in-
spired by [87]. For the ith layer, the dual gate is:

ds
i = Sigmoid(r̂i), dh

i = I(r̂i ≥ 0), (9)

di = I(ni ≥ 0.5) · ds
i + I(ni < 0.5) · dh

i , (10)

where r̂i = ri + ϵ, with ϵ sampled from Logistic(0, 1).
I(·) is the indicator function. ds

i ∈ [0, 1] and dh
i ∈ {0, 1}

correspond to the soft gate and hard gate of layer i, re-
spectively. During training, ni is randomly sampled from
Uniform(0, 1) to determine the activation of either the soft
or hard gate at layer i. The architecture is depicted as Fig. 3.

3.4. Applications

Based on the grounded generation capacity of GVDIFF, we
have extended our method to three practical applications.
Long-range Generation. Most of T2V methods [57, 69]
typically generate 8-24 frames, which may be limited by
hardware and software optimization. Our method predicts

Grounding-aware 
Embedding

Attention

∑
Pooling

Grounded Feature

MLP

Or

On/Off Gate

Binarize

Figure 3. Illustration of Dynamic Gate Network (DGN), which
adaptively skips redundant spatial-temporal grounding attention.

future frames conditioned on specific window sizes of pre-
ceding context frames. This approach theoretically facil-
itates video generation of infinite length through an auto-
regressive process, amalgamating discrete video segments
via context frames.
Non-uniform Sequential Prompt. To meet the increas-
ing demand for longer videos, a single textual prompt is
often insufficient for generating satisfactory results. There-
fore, we propose using non-uniform sequential prompts,
thereby enabling fine-grained control over the content gen-
eration process. Sequential prompts are injected into spe-
cific frames, supplemented by the interpolation of adja-
cent prompts for intermediary frames to ensure the semantic
consistency of the generated video.
Object-specific Editing. Capitalizing on the grounded gen-
eration capacity of GVDIFF and advanced grounding meth-
ods , such as SAM [34] and GroundingDINO [41], we facil-
itates object-specific editing while maintaining background
consistency. We use SAM with a textual prompt to segment
the target object, allowing the generated content to be re-
stricted to the mask region. The edited video is composed
of the inpainted background and the generated object.

4. Experiments

4.1. Implementation Details

Training. We utilize GLIGEN [38], a powerful grounded
T2I model as our baseline. We train GVDIFF on WebVid-
2M [1]. The video clips are sampled with 16 frames at
the stride of 4. Missing objects and grounding are repre-
sented with the corresponding learnable null embeddings.
GVDIFF is initialized the pre-trained models from Stable
Diffusion v1.5, AnimateDiff, and GLIGEN. The frame-
wise caption and layout are obtained by BLIPv2 [36] and
GLIPv2 [79], respectively. The other continuous ground-
ing conditions are extracted by its corresponding detector.
We use the multi-stage training paradigm to train spatial-
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“A polar bear walks on icebergs.” “A dog runs through poles, cyberpunk style.” “A pink elephant walks in the forest.”

Figure 4. Comparison with state-of-the-art-methods, including Control-A-Videl (CAV) [10], ControlVideo (CV) [83], and Gen-1 [17].

temporal grounding attention, temporal attention, and the
dynamic gate network. For the dynamic gate network, the
soft gate is only to stabilize training and is discarded at the
inference stage.
Evaluation. We use 25-step DDIM sampler and utilize
classifier-free guidance [25] with the guidance scale of 7.5.
We use a linear beta scheduler. Following the popular proto-
col [10, 66], we conduct the comparison on 200 videos from
DAVIS [48] and web, which are cropped and resized into
the square format for better visualization. We also validate
the grounded generation capacity on personalized models
in the supplementary material. For quantitative compari-
son, we use two metrics to evaluate the generation quality.
First, Temporal Consistency is derived from the average co-
sine similarity between all pairs of the CLIP embedding of
neighborhood frames. Second, Prompt Consistency is ob-
tained by computing the average CLIP Score between gen-
erated videos and the driven text p.

4.2. Main Results

Grounded Generation Capacity. We qualitatively eval-
uate the grounded generation capacity of GVDIFF under
discrete and continuous grounding conditions as illustrated
in Fig. 1, which indicates that GVDIFF could effectively
generate high-fidelity and temporally consistent videos un-
der both discrete and continuous grounding conditions.
First, the well-trained T2I model ensures the generation

Table 1. Quantitative comparison of grounded generation capacity.

Method Layout(AP) Depth Normal HED Canny

Control-A-Video – 96.7 96.0 96.3 96.5
ControlVideo – 97.3 96.7 97.1 96.9

Ours 26.3 99.0 98.1 98.6 98.2

of photorealistic content. Second, the proposed spatial-
temporal grounding layer could precisely control the posi-
tion of generated content and improve temporal consistency.
Third, with the increasing details of grounding conditions
ranging from the sparse layout to the dense canny map, the
controllability becomes more fine-grained.

Further, we quantitatively evaluate the grounded gener-
ation capacity shown in Tab. 1. For discrete layout, we
compute AP following GLIGEN [38]. For other continuous
grounding conditions, we compute averaged CLIP similar-
ity between the condition of the source and generated videos
to validate whether the grounding information in the gener-
ated video meets expectations. All conditions are extracted
by the corresponding extractor. Results indicate that GVD-
IFF could effectively outperform previous grounded T2V
methods.
Qualitative comparison. In a qualitative comparison with
current state-of-the-art methods, presented in Fig. 4, GVD-
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Figure 5. Skipping percentage of each layer with Dynamic Gate
Network (DGN).

IFF demonstrates superior capability in generating content-
rich and temporally consistent videos of high fidelity under
identical grounding conditions of the depth map. The meth-
ods compared include Control-A-Video (CAV) [10], Con-
trolVideo (CV) [83], and Gen-1 [17]. In the first sample, CV
and Gen-1 fail to recognize the face direction of the bear. In
the second challenging sample featuring high dynamics mo-
tion, other methods tend to generate distorted dog or cannot
generate content in the desirable position, while GVDIFF
could generate smooth video and the content of each frame
is more photo-realistic. The third example reveals that while
CAV effectively renders color information, it loses detail in
content representation. Gen-1 and CV, influenced by the de-
scription “pink”, erroneously colorize the entire scene pink
rather than just the targeted object. Besides, GVDIFF could
smooth low-quality grounding condition, since we perform
temporal attention to the grounding condition. For exam-
ple, the generated dog in Fig. 4 is even clearer than the dog
in the source video. Additional qualitative comparisons are
available in the supplementary materials.
Quantitative Comparison. We quantitatively compare
GVDIFF and leading methods with the same prompt and
depth map grounding conditions as shown in Tab. 3. GLI-
GEN [38] accommodates both continuous and discrete
grounding conditions, but falls short in grounded video gen-
eration. Other methods exhibit limitations in video genera-
tion with discrete grounding conditions while GVDIFF can
support both two types of grounding conditions. Further,
GVDIFF outperforms the other approaches in both tempo-
ral consistency and prompt consistency.

4.3. Ablation study

Individual Effectiveness. To evaluate the effectiveness of
the proposed modules, we perform an ablation study on
temporal consistency and prompt consistency in Tab. 2, con-
sisting of grounding injection, spatial-temporal grounding

layer, and dynamic gate network. First, grounding injec-
tion could explicitly guide the focus of the visual token in-
tegration to improve the performance. With STGL, GVDIFF
effectively achieves grounded generation with high tempo-
ral and prompt consistency. Further, dynamic gate network
adaptively bypasses redundant STGA to selectively extract
low-level grounding and high-level semantics, which could
slightly improve performance while boosting efficiency.
Besides, generating videos with sparse conditions (e.g., lay-
out) could achieve higher quantitative performance, albeit
at a coarser granularity. However, we observe that the ex-
tracted dense condition like the canny map may be unre-
liable, which may mislead video generation in the wrong
direction.
Dynamic Gate Network. To validate the efficiency of the
proposed dynamic gate network, we analyze the frequency
at which each layer is bypassed. The results, illustrated in
Fig. 5, indicate that deeper layers are often skipped. This
trend suggests that shallow layers primarily address low-
level grounding conditions and deeper layers handle more
abstract semantics in downsample blocks. A similar pattern
emerges in the upsample blocks. Therefore, DGN could
effectively skip the redundant layer to use the corresponding
layer to process the corresponding grounding or semantic
information while improving efficiency.

4.4. Applications

Long-range Generation. We evaluate GVDIFF on long-
range generation via an auto-regressive paradigm as shown
in Fig. 6. To preserve more details, we generate 1200
frames at 30 FPS of complex natural scenery with the
grounding conditions of the canny map, which indicates
that GVDIFF could effectively generate long-range videos
with high fidelity and temporal consistency. Besides, GVD-
IFF also has the theoretical capability to generate an infinite
length of video controlled by grounding conditions.
Non-uniform Sequential Prompts. As depicted in Fig. 7,
GVDIFF enables the video generation controlled by sequen-
tial prompts, akin to the story-telling mode. The grounded
generation capacity with sequential prompt could achieve
fine-grained textual-based controllability over video con-
tent. Further, prompt interpolation facilitates smooth tran-
sitions between specific frames in the generated videos, en-
hancing the natural flow of the visual narrative.
Object-specific Editing. The effectiveness of object-
specific editing using GVDIFF is showcased in Fig. 8.
GVDIFF effectively edits the specific object via text prompt
into SAM, i.e., car and human into the anime style car and
Iron Man while preserving the overall background in high
consistency. These two challenging scenarios are accompa-
nied by high dynamic motion, which further validates the
effectiveness of GVDIFF.
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Table 2. Ablation of GVDIFF framework, including uncertainty-based grounding injection (GJ), spatial-temporal grounding layer (STGL),
and dynamic gate network (DGN).

GJ STGL DGN
Temporal Consistency Prompt Consistency

Layout Canny Depth Norm Layout Canny Depth Norm

79.83 78.76 78.95 77.40 24.68 22.29 24.48 21.71
83.47 82.13 82.51 81.06 24.91 22.54 24.88 22.18
98.02 96.94 97.45 96.30 26.16 24.91 26.82 24.49
98.33 97.42 97.83 96.84 26.84 25.39 27.07 24.78

0

1200

50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

1150110010501000950900850800

Figure 6. Results of long-range video generation conditioned on canny map. Prompt: A natural landscape of mountains and jungle on a
sunny day, as viewed from a drone.

Table 3. Quantitative comparison between preceding methods and
GVDIFF on temporal consistency and prompt consistency.

Method
Grounding Condition

Video TC. PC.
Discrete Continuous

GLIGEN – 78.95 24.48
Control-A-Video – 94.67 23.08

ControlVideo – 96.91 25.28
Gen-1 – 94.57 25.95
Ours 97.83 27.07

5. Conclusion and Limitations

In this paper, we present the Grounded Text-to-Video Gen-
eration framework (GVDIFF), enabling grounded video
generation capacity under both discrete and continuous
grounding conditions. The proposed grounding injection
explicitly provides the grounding prior to guide the focus
region of the network. Spatial-temporal grounding layer
facilitates grounded generation in the spatial-temporal do-
main. Further, our dynamic gate network adaptively skips
the unnecessary grounding module to selectively extract
low-level grounding and high-level semantics while im-
proving efficiency. Extensive experiments validate the abil-
ity of GVDIFF with promising grounded generation, tempo-
ral, and prompt consistency. Based on the grounded gener-
ation ability, we extend GVDIFF on three practical applica-
tions, including long-range video generation, non-uniform

sequential prompts, and object-specific editing.
We also observe some failure cases. A major challenge

for GVDIFF is understanding complex interactions between
objects. This issue partly stems from the coarse-grained
text-image alignment of the CLIP training [51]. We hypoth-
esize that integrating a stronger language model like LLM
or recaption technology [76] may mitigate this issue.
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A. Additional Comparison with state-of-the-
art Methods.

To comprehensively demonstrate the effectiveness of GVD-
IFF, we extend our analysis with additional comparisons to
contemporary state-of-the-art methods. These comparisons,
depicted in Fig. 9 through Fig. 13, encompass a range of ad-
vanced techniques including Control-A-Video (CAV) [10],
ControlVideo (CV) [83], and Gen-1 [17].

B. Results with Personalized Models.
Inspired by [22, 40], we use the multi-stage training
paradigm to train the spatial-temporal grounding attention,
dynamic gate network, and temporal attention. Therefore,
each module focuses on its function alone rather than in-
terfering with each other. We validate the effectiveness of
GVDIFF on the popular personalized models from Civi-
tAI [12] conditioned on web videos as shown in Fig. 14.
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Source

CAV

CV

Gen-1

Ours

“Boat in a sunny day.” “Colorfull robot dancing breakdance, cyberpunk.”

Figure 9. Comparison with previous methods.
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Source

CAV

CV

Gen-1

Ours

“Muscle car runs on the fire.” “Boy with black suit rides, cyberpunk.”

Figure 10. Comparison with previous methods.

14



Source

CAV

CV

Gen-1

Ours

“Red bus in a rainy day.” “A white dog is running.”

Figure 11. Comparison with previous methods.
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Source

CAV

CV

Gen-1

Ours

“White cow with leaf pattern walks on the grass.” “The plane is flying in the sky.”

Figure 12. Comparison with previous methods.
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Source

CAV

CV

Gen-1

Ours

“Duck adorned with glowing celestial patterns all around.” “Man in black rides a motorcycle.”

Figure 13. Comparison with previous methods.
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“Turn dancing girls into anime style.” “Waves under the sun.”

“Earth in concept art.” “Turn the girl into the ocean.”

anime
(a) Results with mistoonAnime.

“Turn the girl's face into a colorful style.” “Turn the blue stream transparent.”

“Turning cities into anime cyberpunk.” “Turn the green leaves into pink.”

RealVision
(b) Results with realisticVision.

“Girl smiles in the forest.” “Fishes swims in the sea.”

“Blue waves.” “Turn the girl's avatar into an ocean style.”

maj

(c) Results with majicmixRealistic.

“Nebula.” “Explosion cloud with fire.”

“Turning the jeep into a concept car.” “Tsunami under the clouds.”

Xxmix
(d) Result with xxmix9realistic.

Figure 14. Results conditioned on web videos with popular personalized models from CivitAI [12].
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