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Figure 1. Given the input sketches with motion sketches (gradient greyscale lines) and text prompt, Sketch2Cinemagraph can automatically
synthesize stylized cinemagraphs with the generated motion fields. The red font represents the text prompt for flow generation and the
blue font for style generation. The gradient greyscale lines depict the flow motion direction. (The generated stylized cinemagraphs are
embedded and better viewed using Adobe Reader.)

Abstract

Designing stylized cinemagraphs is challenging due to the
difficulty in customizing complex and expressive flow mo-
tions. To achieve intuitive and detailed control of the
generated cinemagraphs, freehand sketches can provide
a better solution to convey personalized design require-
ments than only text inputs. In this paper, we propose
Sketch2Cinemagraph, a sketch-guided framework that en-
ables the conditional generation of stylized cinemagraphs
from freehand sketches. Sketch2Cinemagraph adopts text
prompts for initial content generation and provides hand-
drawn sketch controls for both spatial and motion cues. The
latent diffusion model is adopted to generate target stylized
landscape images along with realistic versions. Then, a pre-
trained object detection model is utilized to segment and
obtain masks for the flow regions. We proposed a novel la-
tent motion diffusion model to estimate the motion field in
the fluid regions of the generated landscape images. The
input motion sketches serve as the conditions to control the

generated vector fields in the masked fluid regions with the
prompt. To synthesize the cinemagraph frames, the pixels
within fluid regions are subsequently warped to the target
locations for each timestep using a frame generator. The re-
sults verified that Sketch2Cinemagraph can generate high-
fidelity and aesthetically appealing stylized cinemagraphs
with continuous temporal flow from intuitive sketch in-
puts. We showcase the advantages of Sketch2Cinemagraph
through quantitative comparisons against the state-of-the-
art generation approaches.

1. Introduction

Cinemagraphs embody a captivating fusion of still photog-
raphy and dynamical video, achieving a unique visual ef-
fect by seamlessly integrating motion into static images [4].
As a popular media format, cinemagraphs can exhibit a
more lively and dynamic quality than static images. Ad-
ditionally, Cinemagraphs can highlight movements against
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a static background, providing more captivating and notice-
able than videos. However, creating visually pleasing cin-
emagraphs demands considerable time and effort. It is chal-
lenging for amateurs to create cinemagraphs due to the re-
quired skills and experience in image editing and animation
design. The traditional approaches for cinemagraph synthe-
sis usually convert from video clips by detecting and ex-
tracting dynamic regions from frames while keeping other
parts static [1, 53, 55, 56]. The other solutions include
the estimation of physical properties of flow elements from
static images to infer motion trajectories [15, 34, 42]. All
these previous works require the source data with embedded
motions or physically simulated actions.

Recently, the generative models including generate ad-
versarial networks (GANs) [25] and diffusion models [39]
have grasped widespread attention for their successes in cre-
ating captivating high-quality images and videos[3, 6, 20].
GAN inversion and deep feature warping were adopted for
cinemagraph generation [6]. Text2Cinemagraph [32] can
create artistic-styled cinemagraphs, which involves acquir-
ing paired images in realistic and artistic domains using
stable diffusion Model, followed by Eulerian displacement
fields warping. Mahapatra and Kulkarni[31] animates the
rasterized fluid elements by approximating the motion from
user-provided flow hints. Li et al.[24] models the long-term
motion prior in the Fourier domain and enables interaction
with natural objects. These methods enhance the controlla-
bility of cinmagraphs, providing flexibility and precision in
manipulating the visual contents. However, they have yet
to explore more freeform approaches to creating cinema-
graphs. Current options are limited to basic motion con-
trols, like text and arrows, restricting the user’s ability to
fully express their ideas. For content design, sketching is
easily accessible and versatile for rapid prototyping of ideas
and concepts [51]. Various sketch-based methods for im-
age and video generation and editing have been developed
[14, 27, 61]. To this end, this paper presents a novel frame-
work that generates fluid elements and their motions from
sketches to create personalized cinemagraphs.

In this work, we propose Sketch2Cinemagraph, a sketch-
guided framework to generate stylized landscape cinema-
graphs from the hand-drawn sketches as shown in Figure
1. Firstly, the proposed framework generates stylized land-
scape images with fluid elements and the corresponding re-
alistic versions with the same spatial structure, conditioned
on structural sketches and text that include both fluid and
style prompts. Then, the motion field for fluid is estimated
from the generated realistic landscape image, conditioning
with motion sketches and fluid regions with text prompts
using a diffusion model-based motion predictor. Finally,
pixels in the stylized landscape image are warped to their
future positions based on the motion field, resulting in visu-
ally pleasing cinemagraphs with specified styles.

In summary, our main contributions are listed as follows:
• A novel framework for landscape cinemagraph synthesis

that uses a sketch-guided approach, to generate directly
from freehand sketches with diffusion models.

• A fine-tuned latent diffusion model to generate realistic
fluid elements, such as surging waterfalls, glittering sea,
and ripple rivers from structural sketches.

• A diffusion-based motion prediction network to predict
motion field from landscape image, conditioned on input
motion sketches.

2. Related Work
2.1. Animation from still images

The challenge of animating still images is equivalent to sim-
ulating or reproducing the physically accurate visual fea-
tures of natural objects in raster images. Several studies
have focused on traditional physics-based natural objects
simulation such as trees, rivers, clouds, smoke, and animal
flocks, for animating scenery [7, 11, 15, 30, 52]. For pre-
dicting future frames, Walker et al. [48] propose a condi-
tional variational autoencoder to precisely predict the dense
trajectory of pixels in latent spaces. Logacheva et al.[29]
propose a fine-tuned StyleGAN to mix realistic still im-
ages and timelapse videos prior for animating a given pho-
tograph. Fan et al. [9] simulate 2.5D transparent liquid via a
combination of physics-based and learning-based methods.
Recent studies have been incorporating Denoising Diffu-
sion Probabilistic Models (DDPM) [12] into single-image
animation tasks. AnimateDiff [10] proposes a practical
pipeline that utilizes personalized text-guided image gen-
erative diffusion models for animation generation without
specific fine-tuning. However, it struggles with maintaining
consistency with real-world physical laws. Zhai et al.[57]
integrates physics-aware simulation (PAS) with dual-flow
texture learning (DFTL) to animate natural fluid effectively.
Our method is dedicated to generating dynamic fluid ele-
ments with a continuous flowing structure.

2.2. Sketch-guided generative models

The sketch-guided generation tasks relevant to our work pri-
marily focus on image and video generation. Chen and
Hays[5] propose SketchyGAN, which is trained by aug-
mented paired edge maps and photos to generate lifelike
images from freehand sketches. Artistic images also can be
generated from sketches conditioned on style images [26].
Recently, sketch-guided image generation using diffusion
models has seen significant advancements. Voynov et al.
[47] guide a pre-trained text-to-image diffusion model with
a spatial map from the sketch domain during inference time.
Peng et al.[35] propose a latent diffusion model trained by a
two-stage process to achieve high-quality face synthesis. In
the context of video generation, Zhang et al. [58] introduced

2



Figure 2. The Workflow of Sketch2Cinemagraph. Given input hand-drawn sketches of landscape structure and motions, the proposed
framework can generate landscape cinemagraphs with (a) stylized landscape image generation, (b) sketch-guided motion field prediction,
and (c) stylized cinemagraph synthesis steps.

a two-stage sketch-to-video generation method that allows
users to create videos with two rough hand-drawn sketches.
Li et al. [22] match a sketch with cartoon video frames and
use a blending method to create a middle frame guided by
the sketches. Instead of Interpolating frames, Zheng et al.
[61] create abstract and dynamic sketches using Scalable
Vector Graphics (SVG) within the input video. In contrast
to static sketches, this study enables the creation of dynamic
sketches.

2.3. Cinemagraph generation

Unlike videos, most frames in cinemagraphs remain static,
with only certain elements animating in a seamless loop.
Semi-automatic systems have been developed to loop the
highlighted region of input videos [1, 16, 45, 53, 56]. Some
require user guidance while others struggle with large un-
derlined object movements. To address these issues, Oh et
al. [33] proposed a semantic-aware-per-pixel optimization
and human preference prediction to create cinemagraphs
without user input. Endo et al. [8] created high-fidelity
long-term waters and skies via convolutional neural net-
works (CNNs). Holynski et al. [13] predicted the opti-
cal flow maps of fluid regions and used deep warping pix-
els to generate continuous flow. To make motion predictor
controllable, Mahapatra and Kulkarni [31] converted user-
provided sparse arrow directions to dense flow via a flow-
refinement network. StyleCineGAN [6] produced high-
quality landscape cinemagraphs using warping multi-scale
deep features within the latent space of pre-trained Style-
GAN. In addition, artistic landscape cinemagraphs are gen-

erated by text-guided diffusion model and optical flow pre-
diction [32]. To lift cinemagraphs into 3D space, Li et al.
[23] presented 3D cinemagraphy which elevates 2D mo-
tion into 3D for animating landscape pictures. LoopGaus-
sian [21] reconstructs 3D geometry from multi-view photos
and inherent scene self-similarity with an Eulerian veloc-
ity field. Our work is similar to these landscape cinema-
graph generation methods using a motion predictor to pre-
dict the motion fields of flow elements. However, our ap-
proach uniquely generates dynamic elements and a static
background directly from simple sketches, thereby achiev-
ing full control over both the content and motion levels.

3. Method

In this work, we propose Sketch2Cinemagraph, a sketch-
guided generation framework to synthesize the looping
stylized landscape cinemagraphs from the hand-drawn
sketches. Figure 2 illustrates the workflow of the pro-
posed sketch-guided cinemagraph synthesis framework.
For hand-drawn sketch inputs, we observe that structural
sketch and motion sketch can be provided at different
stages to separately design the landscape and cinemagraph
motion. Motion sketch, the gradient greyscale lines depict
the flow motion direction. For structural sketch, monocloar
lines serves as spatical control.

The whole framework of Sketch2Cinemagraph consists
of the following steps: stylized landscape image gener-
ation, sketch-guided motion prediction, and stylized cin-
emagraph synthesis. Firstly, at the stage of stylized land-
scape image generation as shown in Figure 2(a), a land-

3



Figure 3. Paired Landscape image generation using fine-tuning
stable diffusion model. The red text indicates landscape elements,
and the blue text represents the provided style. (a) structural
sketches; (b) landscape image generated by SD model; (c) photo-
realistic landscape image generated by fine-tuned SD model; (d)
landscape image in specific style generated by SD model.

scape image in the provided style and realistic one is gener-
ated from structural sketches conditioning with text prompt
including the landscape elements, such as waterfall, sea,
and river (Sec. 3.2). Subsequently, the masks for fluid
elements are accurately extracted using the Segment Any-
thing Model (SAM) [18] and applied to downstream mo-
tion field prediction tasks. For sketch-guided motion field
as shown in Figure 2(b), a diffusion model-based motion
field estimator accepts the realistic landscape image, text
prompt, mask, and user-provided motion sketches to syn-
thesize a motion field, which represents the flow trends of
pixels in the fluid regions (Sec. 3.3). Finally, the looping
frames of cinemagraphs are obtained via Euler integration
and symmetric-splatting in the stylized cinemagraph syn-
thesis step as shown in Figure 2(c) (Sec. 3.4).

3.1. Preliminary: Text-to-Image Generation

The latent diffusion model (LDM) [39] generates high-
quality images by applying the diffusion process in the em-
bedding space rather than in the pixel space. Given an initial
noise map ϵ ∼ N (0, I) sampled from a Gaussian distribu-
tion and conditioning vector c, for example text, sketch and
depth map, an image I is generated through gradually re-
moving noise through a denoising U-Net ϵθ in reverse dif-
fusion steps. During training, latent diffusion models aim
to minimize a denoising objective function by L, which is

the loss function:

L = Ex0,c,ϵ∼N (0,I),t

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ (xt, t, c)∥22

]
, (1)

where t denotes a timestep uniformly sampled from 1, ..., T ,
and x0 denotes the input image.

For spatial conditioning controls, ControlNet [59] aug-
ments large pre-trained text-to-image diffusion models with
conditions including human pose, sketch, and depth. In-
stead of fine-tuning the entire model, the robust backbone is
utilized to learn diverse conditional controls by freezing the
deep encoding layers. Adding purpose-specific condition
cf to the conditioning set, the denoising network ϵθ learns
to predict the noise added to the noisy image xt. The loss
function is designed to be as follows:

L = Ex0,ct,cf ,ϵ∼N (0,1),t

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ(xt, t, ct, cf))∥22

]
, (2)

where ct denotes text prompts. The model can predict high-
quality images by utilizing zero convolutions, which do not
add noise to the network. In this paper, LDM is used to gen-
erate high-quality landscape images conditioned on specific
style prompts.

3.2. Stylized Image Generation

The first step of Sketch2Cinemagraph aims to generate styl-
ized landscape images and their realistic versions from the
given structural sketch and text. We adopted the pre-trained
stable diffusion model for image generation tasks. This
state-of-the-art model can generate high-quality landscape
paintings in the provided styles, as shown in Figure 3 (d).
However, creating realistic landscape images remains chal-
lenging due to the insufficient quantity of high-quality land-
scape photographs in the training dataset. The baseline SD
model has limitations in accurately generating naturalistic
outdoor scenery from sketch inputs as shown in Figure 3
(b). In addition, retraining the stable diffusion models for
our landscape generation task demands substantial compu-
tational resources.

To solve these issues, we fine-tune the stable diffusion
model on a real landscape image dataset inspired by Dream-
Booth [40] for image personalization. In this work, we
specifically focused on the scene images containing wa-
terfalls, rivers, and seas. Then, the pre-trained Control-
Net is employed to control the spatial regions and contents
during the landscape image generation process. The out-
put results successfully render photorealistic fluid elements,
while maintaining coherent structure and composition, as
shown in Figure. 3 (c).

For generating dynamic fluid elements while maintain-
ing a still background, we extract the fluid mask from the
generated landscape image. In order to automatically ex-
tract fluid masks with accurate edges from the generated
landscape images, we utilize the Grounded Segment Any-
thing Model [38] with text prompt, which integrates two

4



Figure 4. Two-stage fluid mask extraction results (c) from land-
scape images (a) using the bounding box (b) as intermediate de-
tection results obtained from the Grounded SAM model.

Figure 5. (a) ControlNet for motion sketches encoding; (b) New
cross-attention layers for image features. The output Fout is fused
from text and image embeddings.

large language models (LLMs): (1) Grounding DINO [28],
an approach for detecting bounding boxes of arbitrary ob-
jects based on given text queries; (2) Segment Anything
Model [17], which accepts the bounding boxes as input for
generating a precise mask M . Figure .4 demonstrates the
robust capabilityof the Grounded Segment Anything Model
in accurately detecting text-guided fluid areas.

Figure 6. Examples in landscape dataset. (a) Landscape images;
(b) Generated motion fields; (c) Extracted streamlines from mo-
tion fields which can serve as ground truth motion sketches.

3.3. Sketch-guided Motion Prediction

Motion Sketches. Different from the structural sketches
used to control semantic structures in image generation.
The motion sketches serve to control the movement of
flow elements within the image. In this work, the motion
sketches are created by resampling user-drawn lines to 20
points and smoothing. A gradient color from white to black
is applied to the polyline vector to indicate motion direction.
Latent Motion Diffusion Model. To involve the motion dy-
namics in the fluid elements of the landscape image, we
introduce latent motion diffusion model (LMDM) to pre-
dict a motion field from the generated realistic landscape
image, conditioned on user-provided motion sketches and
text prompt. The structure of the LMDM is shown in Fig-
ure 2(b). Initially, we train a CNN-based autoencoder for
mapping the motion field into latent space, thereby apply-
ing the LDM to the motion field generation domain. To effi-
ciently control the motion generation process using motion
sketches, we train a ControlNet to encode sketches for guid-
ing the flow direction of each pixel in the motion field. Si-
multaneously, to use the generated realistic landscape image
and the text prompt as conditions, it is essential to project
the referenced realistic landscape image into a shared em-
bedding space that aligns semantically with the text embed-
dings. Inspired by IP-Adapter [54], we add a new cross-
attention layer for each layer in the original U-Net model to
incorporate image features. The semantic control is injected
as follows, Z is the output of cross-attention:

Z = Softmax(
QKt

T

√
d

)Vt + Softmax(
QKr

T

√
d

)Vr (3)

where Kt, Vt are the key and value matrices from the text
features, Kr, Vr are the key and value matrices from the
image features. The image cross-attention and text cross-
attention use the same query Q, as shown in Figure 5.
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Dataset Preparation. We trained the motion field predic-
tor on the same dataset in [13], which contains 4,750 paired
videos and ground truth motion fields generated by Pwc-net
[43]. For estimating motion fields from videos, we adopted
VideoFlow [41], a state-of-the-art multi-frames optical flow
generation framework, to regenerate the ground truth mo-
tion fields. Similar to [32], we used BLIP2 [19] to generate
the captions of the first frame of each video, as the video
content undergoes minimal changes. The ground truth mo-
tion sketches consist of streamlines extracted from the mo-
tion fields. The streamlines depict the movement direction
of motion fields at any moment, which provides an intuitive
visualization approach to represent the geometric structure
and dynamics of motion fields. We first map the motion
fields to grid-based velocity fields, with each grid contain-
ing x and y velocity components. The color and bright-
ness information in motion fields are converted into the di-
rection and magnitude of velocity. Runge-Kutta method
was adopted to extract streamlines from generated veloc-
ity fields. We filtered the streamlines by velocity magnitude
to simplify the motion sketches while preserving the main
structure of the motion field. For motion sketches, a linear
gradient ranging from white to black denotes the direction
of the sketched motions. Figure 6 presents examples from
the dataset, including the original landscape image, manu-
ally annotated motion sketches overlaid on the fluid region,
and the corresponding motion field of the original image.

After the network predicts the motion field FM from the
generated landscape image, it can be used to compute the
new two-dimensional position of each original pixel P0 in
the n-th frame to the next frame, where n ∈ {0, 1, ..., N}.

Pn+1 = Pn + FM (Pn), FM (Pn) = Fn→n+1(Pn), (4)

Similar to [13], We adopt the Euler integration method to
reduce the number of model inference iterations,

F0→n(P̂0) = F0→n−1(P̂0)+FM (P̂0+F0→n−1(P̂0)), (5)

where displacement field F0→n enables direct pixels relo-
cation, allowing pixels from the initial frame to be moved
at their corresponding location P̂0 in the target n-th frame.
However, directly warping in the pixel space results in large
unknown holes overtime at the edge of fluid regions.

3.4. Cinemagraph Generation

The seamless looping cinemagraph can be synthesized with
symmetric splatting in the deep space [13]. Specifically,
the displacement fields are applied to bidirectional warp the
deep feature map D0 to D−n and Dn, utilizing a softmax
function to determine the contributions of colliding source
pixels in the target frame:

Figure 7. Examples of motion fields reconstructed by our motion
autoencoder. The reconstructed results (b) effectively retain the
motion information from the ground truth motion fields (a).

Dn(p̂) =

∑
p∈P

αDn(p)e
Z(p) +

∑̂
p∈P̂

α̂Dn−N (p̂)eZ(p̂)

∑
p∈P

αeZ(p) +
∑̂
p∈P̂

α̂eZ(p̂)
(6)

where α = 1 − n
N and α̂ = n

N , P and P̂ de-
note two sets of pixels which bidirectional map to the
same destination pixel. Then, the feature map set D =
{D−N , D−(N−1), . . . , D0, . . . , DN−1, DN} are decoded
and transformed into the pixel space, resulting in the frame
set I = {I−N , I−(N−1), ..., I0, ..., IN−1, IN}. The final
output cinemagraph is composed by combining these in-
dividual frames. We adopt a U-Net-based frame genera-
tor [32] to conduct symmetric splatting in the feature space
of the encoder component of the generator. Subsequently,
the decoder component is utilized to generate the RGB im-
age from the encoded features. The frame generator is
trained on the existing landscape dataset [13]. In this work,
we directly employed the pre-trained network for cinema-
graph synthesis. Experiments demonstrate that this network
can generate seamless cinemagraphs.

4. Implementation Details
We conducted all experiments with Intel i9-12900k 4.8GHz
and GeForce RTX A6000 GPU. The neural networks
were implemented using Diffusers [46] with PyTorch 1.13.
LMDM was implemented based on Stable Diffusion(SD)
v1.5 [39]. To adapt the diffusion model for motion field
generation, we replaced AutoencoderKL with a lightweight
motion Autoencoder which consists of an encoder and a
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Figure 8. Visual comparisons with CAL for motion field prediction demonstrate that our LMDM generates more realistic motions that
better align with target ground truth. Additional video comparisons with more baselines are available in our supplement.

decoder. The encoder, comprising six convolutional lay-
ers with ReLU activation, compressed the motion field in
2×512×512 into a compact 4×64×64 size. The decoder
can reconstruct it back to the original motion field, preserv-
ing the essential motion details as shown in Figure 7. The
motion Autoencoder was trained on the motion fields gen-
erated by VideoFlow using the landscape dataset with end-
point-error (AEPE) and mean squared error (MSE) loss.

The training of LMDM consists of two stages. In the
first stage, a ControlNet was trained to extract the feature of
motion sketches which were used as conditions to injected
into the denoising step of LMDM. To reduce the number
of training epochs, We inverted the colors of the ground
truth of motion sketches and continued training using the
provided scribble condition weights [59], as well as the de-
noising U-Net in SD v1.5. After training the ControlNet,
a novel cross-attention layer for image features was added
to the denoising U-Net. In the second stage, the first frame
of each video was encoded by the image encoder of CLIP
[37], and then projected to the text embeddings space by an
image project model using Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP)
network. During training, the weights of ControlNet and U-
Net from the previous stage were frozen, while the weights
of the cross-attention layers for image features and the im-
age projection model were updated. The paired data in the
dataset were randomly cropped to 512×512 resolution. We

employed the AdamW optimizer with a constant learning
rate of 5× 10−6 for training all models.

5. Experiments
5.1. Qualitative Evaluation

We qualitatively evaluated our sketch-guided LMDM’s
ability for flexible control of the movement of stylized cin-
emagraphs. Figure 9 shows the motion field generated using
different input motion sketches. We observed that the flow
motion closely matches the input motion sketches, demon-
strating the robustness and flexibility of our proposed model
in generating motion fields from motion sketches.

Similar to CAL [31], recent methods for controllable cin-
emagraph generation [6, 23] convert sparse hints into dense
motion fields. Therefore, we compare our sketch-guided
LMDM with CAL regarding motion quality. Since these
two methods use different motion control conditions, we
extract five hints and streamlines from the ground truth mo-
tion field to ensure an objective comparison under iden-
tical motion conditions., The extracted hints and stream-
lines are used as motion control conditions for both the
CAL method and our LMDM method during evaluation.
This consistency helps reduce result bias caused by differ-
ences in control conditions. In addition, we compare our
method with Text2Cinemagraph (T2C), which enables the
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(a) Sketches (b) Motion field (c) Cinemagraph

Figure 9. Example of motion field generation with different mo-
tion sketches for the same stylized landscape image. This demon-
strates the robustness and flexibility of our LMDM to arbitrary
input directions guided by motion sketches.

generation of cinemagraphs with text-guided motion direc-
tion control. Simultaneously, we used the fluid mask ex-
tracted from the real motion field as the constraint region
for the three models. The comparison of the generated mo-
tion fields is shown in Figure 8. The motion fields gener-
ated by our LMDM closely matched the ground truth. In
contrast, the T2C and CAL methods struggle to accurately
generate motion fields for fluids with complex flow patterns,
such as oceans with waves or rivers with ripples. However,
for simpler flow patterns like waterfalls or calm seas, all
three methods can successfully maintain the correct flow
direction. This demonstrates that our method excels in han-
dling fluids with intricate and variable flow characteristics.
Therefore, sketch-guided LMDM provides greater flexibil-
ity and more precisely captures user intentions compared to
hint and text guidance. By given the motion sketches. Fig-
ure 10 shows ”campfire and smoke” cinemagraphs in var-
ious styles generated from the same structural and motion
sketches. This demonstrates that our model performs well
not only in stylized domains but also in realistic domains.

5.2. Quantitative Evaluation

To evaluate the quality of generated motion field, we choose
Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR), Multi-Scale Structural
Similarity (MS-SSIM) [49], AEPE, and MSE to measure
the similarity between the generated motion field and the
ground truth. Table 1 demonstrates that our sketch-based
LMDM generates motion fields more closely align with the
target ground truth than CAL and T2C method.

We evaluate the generated cinemagraphs against ground-
truth videos using Frechet Video Distance (FVD) with
the pre-trained I3D [44] model and LPIPS [60] with the
AlexNet model. Table 2 shows that our method achieves

Figure 10. Various stylized cinemagraphs were generated using
the same structural and motion sketches.

Table 1. Quantitive comparisons regarding motion field quality.
Here we compare the generated motion fields with ground truth
regarding PSNR, MS-SSIM, AEPE and MSE.

Method PSNR↑ MS-SSIM↑ AEPE↓ MSE↓
CAL 16.8566 0.8053 0.2589 0.1607
T2C 15.2333 0.7481 0.3227 0.2103
Ours 21.4019 0.8440 0.2532 0.1557

Table 2. Quantitive comparisons cinemagraphs with ground truth
videos regarding FVD and LPIPS.

Method FVD↓ LPIPS↓
CAL 1616.76 0.1659
T2C 1884.82 0.2418
Ours 1535.99 0.1567

lower FVD and LPIPS scores than CAL and T2C, high-
lighting a closer match in fluid movement and visual fidelity
compared to the ground-truth videos.

6. Conclusions

This paper proposed Sketch2Cinemagraph, a sketch-guided
generation framework for stylized landscape cinemagraphs
from freehand sketches. This method can generate visually
appealing cinemagraphs based on user-provided structural
and motion sketches with intuitive control. This approach
enables amateur users without design skills to create land-
scape cinemagraphs and makes cinemagraph creation ac-

8



cessible to a broader audience. Through evaluation exper-
iments, we demonstrated that our method outperforms all
baseline approaches. For limitations, our approach is un-
suitable for simulating realistic fluids as other cinemagraph
synthesis work [13, 32]. When generating landscape im-
ages, the pre-trained stable diffusion model may generate
the unwanted objects like rocks or ships in the fluid regions.
To address this issue, alternative seed values are required to
generate images that accurately match the flow structure.
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Sketch-Guided Motion Diffusion for Stylized Cinemagraph Synthesis

Supplementary Material

7. Motion Field Visualization
The motion field visualization method used in this paper
follows the approach presented by Baker et al. [2]. Figure
14 illustrates the color-coding of different motion directions
for each pixel in the motion fields, providing an intuitive vi-
sualization of flow patterns. Each color corresponds to a
specific direction, clearly showcasing pixel-level dynamics
and making the generated motion fields more intuitive and
easier to understand. The arrows in the color wheel rep-
resent the directions in the 2D plane. The intensity of the
color represents the speed in that direction.

Figure 14. The color wheel of motion field visualization.

Figure 15. The structure of motion Autoencoder.

8. Motion Autoencoder
Figure 15 illustrates the structure of the motion autoencoder
in our Latent Motion Diffusion Model (LMDM). Each mod-
ule of the autoencoder integrates convolutional layers and
ReLU activation functions to effectively capture both spa-
tial and temporal motion features. The motion autoencoder

Figure 16. The streamlines (a) are extracted from the motion fields
and then converted into gradient gray lines to serve as ground truth
motion sketches during LMDM’s training (b).

Figure 17. Ablation Study (fluid mask extraction). Guided by text
prompt, Ground SAM can extract fluid masks with clearer and
more precise edges compared to ODISE, which highlighted in the
colored boxes.

was trained independently, with hyperparameters including
a learning rate of lr = 1 × 10−4 and a batch size of 16,
balancing training stability and efficiency. This design and
training process enables the autoencoder to generate com-
pact and expressive latent motion representations, suitable
for downstream diffusion-based synthesis tasks.

1



Figure 18. Ablation study on realistic landscape image for motion field prediction.

9. Streamlines Extraction
The motion sketch used herein consists of streamlines ex-
tracted from given 2D motion field data. Streamlines rep-
resent the trajectory of fluid particles at a given instant in
time. This offers an effective approach for characterizing
a complex motion field. The Runge-Kutta method[36] is a
common method to calculate the streamlines. In our study,
we focus on extracting streamlines from a single velocity
field, hence the equations are defined as follows:

xn+1 = xn +
h

6
(k1x + 2k2x + 2k3x + k4x)

yn+1 = yn +
h

6
(k1y + 2k2y + 2k3y + k4y)

(7)



k1x = fx(xn, yn)

k1y = fy(xn, yn)

k2x = fx(xn + h
2k1x, yn + h

2k1y)

k2y = fy(xn + h
2k1x, yn + h

2k1y)

k3x = fx(xn + h
2k2x, yn + h

2k2y)

k3y = fy(xn + h
2k2x, yn + h

2k2y)

k4x = fx(xn + hk3x, yn + hk3y)

k4y = fy(xn + hk3x, yn + hk3y)

(8)

where xn, yn are given as the particle position at status
n, xn+1, yn+1 are the particle position at status n + 1. h
is given the time step, k1x, k1y are the slopes in x and y

direction at start point, k2x, k2y, k3x, k3y are the slopes at
the middle points, k4x, k4y are the slopes at the end point.
fx and fy represent the x and y components of the veloc-
ity field. The original streamlines are visually represented
using arrows, which lack prominent directional features.
Therefore, this paper converts them into gradient gray lines
to enhance their vector information, as shown in Figure 16.

10. Ablation Study

To assess the impact of our design choices in the proposed
method, we conducted a series of ablation studies, specif-
ically focusing on the effectiveness of fluid mask genera-
tion and the generated realistic landscape images in sketch-
guided motion field prediction stage.

10.1. Fluid Mask Extraction

This paper adopts a state-of-the-art text-guided extrac-
tion method, Grounded SAM. Compared to ODISE [50],
Grounded Segment Anything Model (SAM) demonstrates
superior performance in accurately identifying fluid regions
within realistic landscape images. It excels in generating
fluid masks with precise edges, particularly at the bound-
aries between oceans, rivers, and embankments, as shown in
Figure 17. In contrast, T2C’s mask generation method uti-
lizes ODISE masks to extract regions from the self-attention
maps obtained during the image generation process of the
text-to-image diffusion model, primarily for cutting error

2



Figure 20. Stylized cinemagraphs generated by our framework. (The generated stylized cinemagraphs are embedded and better viewed
using Adobe Reader.)

parts. However, this approach cannot be applied to exist-
ing images, whereas the Grounded SAM method is com-
patible with both existing and generated landscape images.
In addition, Grounded SAM demonstrates better time effi-
ciency, with average processing times of 374.090 seconds
for ODISE and 16.301 seconds for Grounded SAM.

10.2. Realistic Landscape Image Conditioning

The realistic images are generated using an LDM fine-tuned
with DreamBooth for motion fields prediction. We con-
duct an ablation study on motion field generation, com-
paring results using realistic images generated by the fine-
tuned LDM and the original LDM as shown in Figure 18.
When using images generated by the original LDM with-
out DreamBooth fine-tuning as input, the resulting motion
fields maintain the overall direction but lack detailed flow
variations, exhibiting discontinuities and erroneous regions,
highlighted by red circles. This highlights the effectiveness

of DreamBooth in producing realistic landscape images for
motion field prediction.

11. Examples of Stylized Cinemagraphs
Figure 20 showcases a variety of stylized cinemagraphs
generated by our framework, demonstrating its ability to
generate the dynamic motion of flowing skies and clouds
under the provided motion sketches. These results empha-
size the adaptability of our approach in handling various
styles and motion scenarios, making it suitable for both
artistic and realistic applications.

3
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