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Abstract

The emergence of generative AI and controllable diffu-
sion has made image-to-image synthesis increasingly prac-
tical and efficient. However, when input images exhibit
low entropy and sparse, the inherent characteristics of dif-
fusion models often result in limited diversity. This con-
straint significantly interferes with data augmentation. To
address this, we propose Diffusion Prism, a training-free
framework that efficiently transforms binary masks into re-
alistic and diverse samples while preserving morphologi-
cal features. We explored that a small amount of artificial
noise will significantly assist the image-denoising process.
To prove this novel mask-to-image concept, we use nano-
dendritic patterns as an example to demonstrate the merit
of our method compared to existing controllable diffusion
models. Furthermore, we extend the proposed framework
to other biological patterns, highlighting its potential appli-
cations across various fields. Our source code and sample
datasets are available at:

1. Introduction
Image quality plays an important role in various data-

scarce domains. For instance, research in biometrics, ma-
terial science, and medical imaging [17, 21] heavily rely
on high-quality raw data, precise annotation, and effec-
tive data augmentation to overcome the lack of sufficient
datasets [13,23,29]. With deep learning dominant in recent
research, high-quality data preprocessing and efficient uti-
lization lay a solid foundation for downstream tasks such
as segmentation, detection, recognition, and classification
[1, 12, 37, 38, 45].

Recently, generative models such as GANs (Generative
Adversarial Networks), have demonstrated the ability to
generate realistic images for data synthesis [19, 37, 46], en-
abling researchers to expand datasets with minimal man-
ual effort. More approaches such as style transfer, have
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Figure 1. Concept of the Diffusion Prism

also been widely used to transform existing images into
new ones with specified styles [10, 36]. However, these
methods exhibit inherent limitations: their reliance on pre-
defined style templates constrains their ability to generate
truly novel and diverse samples, and their need for compu-
tationally expensive fine-tuning or retraining reduces their
practicality [16, 31].

Latent diffusion models have rapidly become the dom-
inant framework for high-quality image generation across
various computer vision tasks [26]. Using textual prompts
allows the synthesis of semantically rich and visually de-
tailed images [4,22], with applications spanning digital arts
and content creation [20, 43]. Recent research further in-
troduced controllable generation frameworks, such as Con-
trolNet and Uni-ControlNet [40, 42], that enhance the flex-
ibility of diffusion models by incorporating input-specific
images (pose map, depth map, etc.) as structural guides.
These developments have significantly improved the preci-
sion and applicability of AI-generated content, especially in
fields such as design and manufacturing [39].

While these frameworks excel in entertainment and cre-
ative industries, the gap still exists between their practi-
cal application and the conventional scientific research such
as material science and medical imaging [14, 15, 35]. In
these fields, the ability to generate realistic and diverse sam-
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Figure 2. Comparison of different diffusion frameworks. The proposed method Prism is an individual add-on module that does not require
any training and does not interact with the vanilla diffusion model

ples from sparse binary masks could enable transformative
advances in data augmentation and morphological analy-
sis [23]. However, we identify a major limitation in ex-
isting controllable diffusion methods: lack of image diver-
sity when working with sparse inputs. These challenges
arise from the denoising process, where sparse inputs fail
to guide the generation of rich and complex outputs.

To address the challenge of generating realistic samples
from binary masks, we propose the Diffusion Prism, a sim-
ple yet efficient method that requires no additional training
or fine-tuning of the diffusion model. The Diffusion Prism
is an individual add-on module that is based on the pre-
trained Stable Diffusion v1.5 (SD1.5) [26] and only mod-
ulates the input images in the pixel space to achieve domain
shift without altering the diffusion model’s parameters, sim-
ilar to light refraction through a prism in the real world, as
shown in Figure 1. The Diffusion Prism enhances both the
diversity and texture of generated images with morphologi-
cal consistency by introducing controllable noise and chro-
matic aberration into the input. For convenience, we use the
term Prism to represent this proposed method in the rest of
the paper.

Our contribution can be summarized as:

• Training-Free Framework: Our proposed method re-
quires no additional training or fine-tuning.

• Morphology Consistency: We employ a lower denois-
ing strength to preserve the morphological information
from the input manually.

• Enhanced Diversity: By manipulating the input image
in the pixel domain, it effectively expands the diversity
of input images.

To prove this novel mask-to-image concept, we employ
the nano-dendritic patterns − a mathematically generated
high-entropy random patterns − as an example in our ex-
periments to showcase the feature of our method. The re-
sults demonstrate that the proposed Prism can significantly

improve the image diversity of dendritic samples, while not
sacrificing the integrity of morphology structures of the in-
put binary mask.

2. Related Work

2.1. Dendritic Patterns

Dendritic patterns, a class of nano-scale digital tokens,
have emerged as highly representative structures for study-
ing and advancing biometric and security applications [8,
34]. These patterns, formed through stochastic natural pro-
cesses, are characterized by their distinctive morphological
features, high entropy, and randomness [5, 28]. Unlike tra-
ditional biometric traits, dendritic patterns can encode vast
amounts of multidimensional information while remaining
resistant to reverse engineering and prediction [2, 3]. Fur-
thermore, their structural complexity can be mathemati-
cally modeled, providing researchers with an ideal tool for
exploring the intricate characteristics of biological infor-
mation and developing novel security frameworks [33], as
shown in Figure 3.

Figure 3. Dendrite samples. Real samples (upper) are taken in
lab microscopes; Artificial samples (lower) are generated using
mathematical algorithms



However, the lack of annotated datasets for these struc-
tures presents a major challenge, as capturing their intricate
geometry and fine details is both labor-intensive and costly
[15]. Thus, a method to generate mask-to-image pairs is
valuable for downstream tasks including segmentation, ob-
ject recognition, and skeleton extraction, as the masks serve
as ground truth for the generated images [11, 12, 32, 44].

2.2. Image-to-Image Diffusion

A standard latent diffusion model consists of three key
components: the Variational Autoencoder (VAE), which
compresses high-dimensional input images into a lower-
dimensional latent space to reduce computational complex-
ity; the denoising U-Net, which refines noisy latent rep-
resentations into coherent outputs; and a CLIP-based to-
kenizer that bridges the gap between textual prompts and
images [25]. Together, these components enable the ef-
ficient synthesis of semantically rich and visually detailed
images [26].

As the demand for more control over the generation pro-
cess grew, models such as ControlNet introduced the con-
trollable image-to-image diffusion, allowing precise control
over generated content by incorporating structural guides
such as masks and sketches [40, 42]. These methods have
proven effective in industrial applications, where generated
content must meet specific structural and stylistic require-
ments [39].

Despite their success, existing controllable diffusion
frameworks face critical limitations when applied to sparse
inputs. As shown in Figure 2, sparse binary masks fail to
guide the generation of wealthy and diverse content. This is
partially because, in controllable diffusion architecture, the
controlling network mostly guides the high-frequency sig-
nals from the conditional images, thus preserving the mor-
phology from the input [42]. However, due to a strong rela-
tion between the initial image and the final decoded tensor,
a sparse input can hardly generate high-entropy information
by only relying on the denoising sampler [7].

3. Methodology
The sparse and low-entropy nature of binary masks

makes the denoising process difficult, as the randomness
introduced during diffusion is often insufficient to gener-
ate diverse backgrounds. To address this, we proposed our
method based on a pre-trained Stable Diffusion v1.5 to ex-
plore the image denoising process.

3.1. Signal Degradation in Denoising

The uncertainty introduced by high denoising strength
is a key challenge in image-to-image translation. Al-
though high denoising strength increases diversity, it de-
grades high-frequency information, removing important in-
formation that may contain morphological details. This

causes parts of the input image in the latent space to be
treated as noise, making it difficult to maintain morpholog-
ical consistency with the input, as illustrated in Figure 5.

To examine the details, we formulate the problem by us-
ing the vanilla DDIM sampler from latent diffusion [26,27].
The initial latent tensor z is generated during the forward
diffusion through the following equation:

zt = αt · x0 +
√
1− αt · ϵ. (1)

Here, αt controls how much of the original image x0

is retained over time t, while ϵ, sampled from a Gaussian
distribution ϵ ∼ N (0, 1), represents the latent noise added
to obscure the image. In the denoising (reverse diffusion)
process, as t increases, the denoise sampler will predict a
higher amount of noise at the initial step, as shown in Fig-
ure 5(a)(b). As a consequence, the influence of the input
image diminishes, and noise becomes more dominant, lead-
ing to signal degradation and loss of high-frequency details,
as shown in Figure 5. This explains the phenomenon that
increasing the denoising strength introduces more random-
ness but also increases the risk of losing critical information
from the input image. To balance the morphology consis-
tency and diversity, a lower denoising strength is often rec-
ommended.

3.2. Initial Entropy

When using lower strength during denoising, we found
that binary input images, such as masks, fail to generate di-
verse outputs. Such low-entropy images often produce min-
imal visual content because they lack sufficient randomness.
This also explains why mainstream text-to-image models
start with random matrices to provide the necessary diver-
sity for effective image generation [26].

We found that introducing artificial signals into the ini-
tial image can significantly influence the denoising process.
These artificial signals will be misinterpreted as noise, im-
pacting noise prediction and the calculation of the noiseless
tensor z0. Specifically, the process can be expressed as:

z′t = E(x+ n) (2)

ϵθ(z
′
t, t) = ϵθ(zt, t) + δ (3)

Here, E is the encoder of the pre-trained VAE, n represents
the introduced signal, ϵθ is the predicted noise at step t, and
δ is the residual term at step t that is introduced by the sig-
nal n during encoding. As the predicted noise changes, the
noiseless tensor z0 also alters:

z′0 =
zt −

√
1− αt(ϵθ(zt, t) + δ)

√
αt

, (4)



Figure 4. Noise injection comparison: pixel space vs. latent space.

Figure 5. Noise sampling schedule in image-to-image synthesis.

z′0 =z0 −
√
1− αt√
αt

δ (5)

=z0 − α̂δ.

Here, the term α̂δ represents the introduced information in
the latent space. By adding n to the initial image, the addi-
tional signal becomes part of the image content rather than
being treated as noise due to the domain shift, as shown
in Figure 4. This ensures the consistency of the denoising
steps while enriching the content, resulting in more detailed
final images.

3.3. Domain Shift in Diffusion

There exist two possible ways to achieve domain shift
in diffusion: pixel-level operations and latent space opera-
tions [7]. However, due to the different characteristics of
the image in the pixel domain versus the latent space, ma-
nipulating in latent space is risky. For instance, the latent

diffusion process can be simplified as:

x̂ = D(z) = D(E(x)), (6)

where x is the input image, E and D are the encoder and
decoder of the pre-trained VAE, z is the latent tensor, and x̂
is the denoised image [26].

Thus, making any changes directly in the latent space
tends to result in corrupted images in the pixel domain. As
shown in Figure 4, altering the content of the latent ten-
sor may shatter the representation of the image in latent
space. Additionally, to align the latent tensor with the in-
tended transformation, retraining or fine-tuning the model
is often required [6]. In contrast, the translation from pixel
to latent space effectively projects the pixel distribution into
the latent distribution. This process ensures that all infor-
mation present in the pixel space is coupled into the latent
space, making it easier to fuse with text features.

3.4. Diffusion Prism

As proved in Section 3.3, latent operation poses a high
risk of domain collapse. Thus, we employ image manipu-
lation in the pixel domain in this paper, which allows for
minimal yet effective transformations by introducing arti-
ficial signals, or noise. In addition to blending noise into
the initial image, we also introduce chromatic aberration
as an additional form of domain warping. This process in-
volves shuffling pixel values across channels, which simu-
lates optical distortion without compromising the structural
integrity of the input image.

When using Prism in practical applications, we typically
derive the mean and standard deviation from a reference im-



Figure 6. Noise type comparison, the inputs are binary masks with different types of noise, and the outputs are the generated images with
the proposed method.

age to emulate a specific style, as shown in Figure 1. How-
ever, in the experiments, we use a random matrix as the
sample image I to ensure the maximum diversity. Specifi-
cally, we evaluate the pixel distribution in each color chan-
nel by calculating:

µ =
1

N

∑
x,y

I(x, y),

σ =

√
1

N

∑
x,y

(I(x, y)− µ)2,

where µ and σ are the mean and standard deviation of the
pixel values, N is the total number of pixels in a sample
image I , and I(x, y) is the pixel value at position (x, y).
Furthermore, we incorporate the original color information
with µ and σ into the mask M , along with artificial noise n:

n ∼ N (µ, σ) (7)

M(x, y) =(M(x, y) · σ + µ) + n (8)

This process introduces controlled variations via samples
from a standard normal distribution. Note that this normal
distribution is different than the denoise sampler, as men-
tioned in Equation 1. This approach ensures that the gener-
ated image has both structural integrity from the mask and
sufficient visual variability from the added artificial noise.

3.5. Impact of Noise in Prism

To further explore how adding artificial noise to the ini-
tial image affects the generated image’s diversity and back-
ground details, Gaussian noise with varying standard devi-
ation σ was introduced at the pixel level, as shown in Fig-
ure 7. As a result, Figure 7 demonstrates the significant
impact that noise has on the diversity of the generated im-
ages. When noise is introduced into the initial images, even
in small amounts, it drastically alters the background tex-
ture, resulting in richer and more varied background details
compared to images generated from noise-free inputs. This
is also validated in the Table 1. The degree of diversity in

Figure 7. Mask diffusion process: adding Gaussian noise into the
input image can increase the richness of the background. Denois-
ing step: 10, text prompt scale: 10, denoising strength: 0.3, text
prompt: ”a dendrite sample”.

the final images is directly proportional to the amount of
noise added to the initial image, supporting our hypothesis
outlined in Section 3.

In addition, we investigated how different noise types af-
fect the richness and detail of the generated images. We
experimented with various types of noise, including Gaus-
sian noise, salt-and-pepper noise, and Perlin noise [9], by
applying each to the initial image and measuring the result-
ing information entropy. As shown in Figure 6, even a small
amount of artificial signal can enhance background synthe-
sis, and different types of noise lead to varying levels of
background detail in the generated images. For instance,
coarse noise patterns tend to generate blurred backgrounds,
while fine noise results in more intricate textures, as shown
in Figure 6.

4. Experiments

Our experiments focus on evaluating two key aspects of
the generated dendrite samples: data diversity and morphol-
ogy consistency to the input masks. Then, we compare our
proposed method (Prism) against other approaches using



Figure 8. Qualitative test. We employ three different diffusion frameworks (standard latent diffusion, control-based diffusion, and ours) to
obtain sample datasets. The input is binary masks and all frameworks use image-to-image diffusion to generate samples.

conventional evaluation metrics.

4.1. Qualitative Results

Figure 8 presents the qualitative results generated by dif-
ferent diffusion frameworks, including standard latent diffu-
sion [26], control-based diffusion methods [40, 42], and the
proposed Diffusion Prism. The inputs are binary masks, and
the outputs are image-to-image diffusion-generated sam-
ples. As shown in the figure, vanilla SD1.5 produces real-
istic samples; however, as the denoising strength increases,
significant morphological details are lost. ControlNet, when
paired with a specific pre-processor (Canny), achieves bet-
ter results than other pre-processors, yet the generated back-
grounds still lack diversity. Uni-ControlNet improves both
diversity and morphological consistency, addressing some
of these issues. In comparison, the proposed Diffusion
Prism demonstrates superior performance in both visual
realism and diversity, achieving the best overall quality
among the evaluated methods.

4.2. Quantitative evaluation

To quantitatively assess the performance of our method,
we conduct comparisons with both vanilla SD1.5 (Stable
Diffusion v1.5) [26], ControlNet (SD1.5) [40], and Uni-
ControlNet (SD 1.5) [42]. For fairness, we apply the Prism
module on the vanilla SD1.5 and keep the diffusion param-
eters consistent across all experiments. Specifically,

• Denoising steps, refer to the number of iterations in the

denoising process, we use 10 in all experiments.

• Denoising strength, controls the balance between noise
and the input image during the generation process. We
use the value 0.3 in the vallina SD 1.5 and the proposed
Prism experiments to ensure the morphology consis-
tency as explained in Section 3, and we use the value
0.99 in other control-based diffusion methods to en-
sure maximum variation since their morphology will
be less impacted by the denoising strength.

• Text prompt: The text prompt used in all cases is set
to ”a realistic dendrite sample” to ensure consistency
across different models.

• The text prompt scale controls how strongly the model
adheres to the text prompt during image generation,
also known as the guidance scale. We use 10 it in all
experiments.

In the proposed Prism method, we apply standard Gaus-
sian noise with a mean of µ = 0 and set the color sampling
to complete randomness (I ∼ N ). To analyze the impact on
morphology and diversity, we vary the standard deviation σ
of the noise from 0 to 1.
Normalized FID (nFID): The Fréchet Inception Distance
(FID) is a widely used metric for evaluating the quality and
diversity of generated images by comparing their distribu-
tion to real images [30,36]. In our experiments, we compute



Figure 9. Model performance comparison. (a) is the nFID-SSIM plot, (b) is the CLIP-SSIM plot, and (c) is the nFID-CLIP plot

the Normalized FID (nFID) by comparing the images gen-
erated using Prism and other diffusion approaches against
those from a baseline model (SD 1.5). A lower nFID value
indicates that the generated images are more structurally
and texturally similar to the ground truth. We utilize the
EMDS-6 dataset [41], which closely matches the style of
the real dendritic patterns, to calculate the nFID [6]. The
features for this calculation are extracted using the stan-
dard Inception model [30] provided in the torchvision
package from PyTorch. For the evaluation, we prepared
multiple noise settings, generating 10, 000 images for each
setting to compute and normalize the FID scores.
Morphology Similarity: To assess morphology consis-
tency, we extract the binary masks from the generated sam-
ples using random forest and then compute the structural
similarity index measure (SSIM) between the binary mask
and the generated image [24]. This method is reliable
and accurate as the original binary masks can be used for
ground-truth labels to supervise the random forest model.
The SSIM algorithm captures structural similarities and en-
ables the evaluation of how well the generated images pre-
serve the structure of the input. The detailed experiment
process is shown in Figure 10. For convenience, we use the
ControlNet with the canny method for comparison due to
its better performance, as shown in Figure 8.
CLIP Score: Additionally, we measure the text-image
similarity through the CLIP Score, which is a measure of
how well the generated images align with the textual or
visual prompts [25]. We use the same CLIP (ViT-B/32)
model, which encodes both images and texts into a shared
embedding space. A higher CLIP Score indicates that the
generated images better align with the semantics of the in-
put prompt.
FID-Similarity Test: For reference, we use full denoising
strength (1.0) to evaluate the worst quality, as shown in Ta-
ble 1. As illustrated in Figure 9(a), ControlNet achieves
the highest CLIP similarity score, indicating that the mor-
phology of its generated images is closely aligned with the
input masks. However, its FID score remains high, indicat-

Figure 10. Process of SSIM calculation. Supervised random forest
models will be used to predict the mask of generated samples, then
the SSIM will be calculated based on the predictions and ground
truth

Table 1. Performance Comparison

Method nFID-10k ↓ CLIP Score ↑ SSIM ↑
SD1.5 [26] 0.6039 28.73 0.9692
ControlNet (Best) [40] 0.8531 27.97 0.9801
Uni-ControlNet [42] 0.8311 28.01 0.9378
Fully Random (denoise strength = 1.0) 0.8893 27.77 0.5067

Prism (noise Std. = 0.01) 0.5238 28.78 0.9697
Prism (noise Std. = 0.05) 0.4594 29.42 0.9636
Prism (noise Std. = 0.1) 0.4444 29.47 0.9566
Prism (noise Std. = 0.5) 0.4241 29.40 0.9254
Prism (noise Std. = 1.0) 0.4887 29.19 0.9254

ing lower quality. As illustrated in Figure 8, although the
input image’s structure is well preserved, it does not blend
seamlessly with the generated background.

In contrast, the images generated by Prism, with a noise
level of σ = 0.01, maintain a comparable SSIM (0.92 −
0.97) while enhancing diversity, as shown in Table 1. As
the noise level increases, the FID continues to improve until
σ = 0.5. Beyond this point, excessive noise degrades the
input signal in the pixel space, leading to a reduction in both
image quality and similarity.



CLIP Score-Similarity Test: As shown in Figure 9(b),
Prism-generated images achieve higher CLIP scores due to
their diverse backgrounds and realistic dendritic patterns.
In comparison, the CLIP score of ControlNet falls below
that of vanilla SD 1.5, suggesting that controllable image-
to-image diffusion models such as ControlNet and Uni-
ControlNet may not be optimal for this particular task.
FID-CLIP Score Test: As demonstrated in Figure 9(c),
Prism consistently outperforms other methods in both
text-image alignment and diversity without significantly
compromising image similarity. This balance showcases
Prism’s ability to generate visually diverse and semantically
consistent images.

Figure 11. Ablation study. (a) demonstrate the visual effect of the
proposed noise module and chromatic aberration. (b) shows the
effect of different modules in terms of nFID score.

4.3. Ablation Study

In this section, we evaluate the two key components of
the Prism: controllable noise and chromatic aberration. As
shown in Figure 11(b), we conducted tests to measure the
FID of generated images under different settings. The re-
sults demonstrate that both noise injection and chromatic
aberration significantly enhance image quality and diver-
sity. Notably, the inclusion of chromatic aberration allows
for a more effective use of noise, leading to better results
compared to the noise-only approach, as shown in Figure
11(a). Table 2 shows that not only the quality of the image
can be improved with both modules, but also they boost the
text-image alignment and the morphology consistency. The
combination of these two techniques results in more diverse
and higher-quality outputs, confirming their importance in
improving the overall performance of the model.

Table 2. Ablation Study

Method (best) nFID-10k ↓ CLIP Score ↑ SSIM ↑
SD1.5 0.6039 28.73 0.9692
SD+Prism (noise-only) 0.5330 (-0.0709) 28.78 (-0.05) 0.9718 (-0.0026)
SD+Prism (chroma-only) 0.5727 (-0.0312) 29.03 (-0.30) 0.9726 (-0.0034)
SD+Prism (noise+chroma) 0.4241 (-0.1798) 29.47 (-0.74) 0.9697 (-0.0005)

5. Discussion
We further evaluated the potential of the proposed Diffu-

sion Prism for data augmentation across other biometric ap-
plications. Specifically, Figure 12 illustrates its application
to enhancing binary masks of retina fundus pattern [29], fin-
gerprint sample [33], and Purkinje neuron sample [18]. The
generated samples present realistic styles and diverse back-
grounds while maintaining consistent morphology aligned
with the input binary masks, which proved the adaptability
and effectiveness in other domains.

Figure 12. Diffusion Prism in biometric applications. (a) is Retina
Fundus mask with text prompt: ”a realistic retina fundus sample”,
(b) is Fingerprint mask with text prompt: ”a broken fingerprint
with ink”, and (c) is Purkinje neuron mask, with text prompt: ”a
realistic neuron sample”

6. Conclusion
In this paper, we presented the Diffusion Prism, a sim-

ple yet effective technique for generating diverse and mor-
phologically consistent images from sparse binary masks.
After comprehensively analyzing the signal transmission in
image-to-image diffusion, we proposed an effective com-
bination of controlled noise and chromatic aberration to en-
hance diversity without sacrificing the structural integrity of
the input masks. The experimental results on dendritic pat-
terns demonstrated that our method significantly improves
the diversity of generated images, outperforming baseline
and other methods in both quantitative evaluations and vi-
sual comparisons. We also performed the method on other
biometric samples, which offers a promising mask-to-image
solution in various practical applications.
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