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Abstract

In the task of reference-based image inpainting, an addi-
tional reference image is provided to restore a damaged tar-
get image to its original state. The advancement of diffusion
models, particularly Stable Diffusion, allows for simple for-
mulations in this task. However, existing diffusion-based
methods often lack explicit constraints on the correlation
between the reference and damaged images, resulting in
lower faithfulness to the reference images in the inpainting
results. In this work, we propose CorrFill, a training-free
module designed to enhance the awareness of geometric
correlations between the reference and target images. This
enhancement is achieved by guiding the inpainting process
with correspondence constraints estimated during inpaint-
ing, utilizing attention masking in self-attention layers and
an objective function to update the input tensor according
to the constraints. Experimental results demonstrate that
CorrFill significantly enhances the performance of multiple
baseline diffusion-based methods, including state-of-the-art
approaches, by emphasizing faithfulness to the reference
images.

1. Introduction
Image inpainting aims to restore damaged regions of a

target image. This task is inherently ill-posed, as any plausi-
ble outcome could be considered valid. Consequently, gen-
eral image inpainting approaches are insufficient for faith-
fully recovering the original content of the images. To
address this issue, reference-based image inpainting intro-
duces supplementary images, known as reference images, to
guide the recovery process for damaged regions [15]. These
reference images can be photographs of the same scene with
the target image, taken from different viewpoints or at dif-
ferent time slots. With the guidance of reference images,
it becomes more practical to restore the target image to its
original state.

Denoising diffusion probabilistic models [9] excel as
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Figure 1. Overview. (a) The reference and target images are
stitched side by side, serving as inputs to the model. (b) Reference-
based inpainting using an inpainting fine-tuned Stable Diffu-
sion [19] that employs our training-free correspondence guidance.
(c) Our method captures more reliable correlations between ref-
erences and targets than previous methods [2], thereby avoiding
incorrect geometry and unwanted objects.

generative models, producing high-quality and diverse im-
ages [5], and showing significant potential in reference-
based inpainting [2, 22, 24–26]. Existing diffusion-based
methods for reference-based inpainting [24, 25] focus on
training or fine-tuning an image-conditioned model to fill
damaged regions based on reference images. However, they
lack direct awareness of the relationships between targets
and references, which is crucial for earlier approaches based
on geometry matching [30, 32]. Without this awareness,
diffusion models merely conditioned on reference images
fail to ensure correct reference-target geometric correlation,
leading to inpainting results that do not fully adhere to the
content of the references, thus losing faithfulness. As shown
in Figure 1, methods lacking direct reference-target aware-
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ness suffer from unwanted objects in the generated results
and can lead to incorrect scene layouts, or geometry as well.

In this work, we propose CorrFill, a plug-in module
for reference-based inpainting diffusion models. It esti-
mates image correspondences between targets and refer-
ences, guiding the inpainting process with these correspon-
dences as constraints, thereby preserving reference-target
geometric relationships. To condition the inpainting process
on the reference image, we stitch the reference and the tar-
get into a single image as input, allowing the self-attention
layers in the diffusion models to attend across the reference
and the target [2]. As demonstrated in Figure 1, our method
collects self-attention scores at each denoising step, com-
putes the correspondence, and guides the subsequent de-
noising step using this correspondence. It is worth noting
that, in the context of reference-based inpainting, the ap-
plication of existing image correspondence methods is hin-
dered by the presence of damaged regions within the target
image, rendering these methods ineffective for obtaining ac-
curate correspondences.

Based on the observation that self-attention scores of in-
painting diffusion models on the stitched image present the
primitive approximations of correspondence [2] even in the
damaged regions, we propose utilizing the correspondences
derived from attention scores as the explicit constraints for
guidance. As illustrated in Figure 1, the derived correspon-
dence approximation is updated with the newly produced
attention scores at each iteration, which is then used to
guide the next iteration of denoising. This cyclic interaction
between correspondence approximation and inpainting en-
ables joint improvement, progressively refining the inpaint-
ing process to achieve a more faithful result. Furthermore,
this method does not introduce additional learnable mod-
ules, making it a general strategy for reference-based in-
painting diffusion models to improve the faithfulness to the
reference images.

Our key contributions are summarized as follows: First,
we propose CorrFill, a plug-in module for diffusion mod-
els, which utilizes correspondences as the explicit con-
straints to enhance the faithfulness to the reference images
in reference-based inpainting. Second, the cyclic enhance-
ment strategy employed in CorrFill facilitates the deriva-
tion of correspondence approximations for damaged im-
age pairs without the need for additional training. This
is achieved through the joint refinement of the inpainting
process and the correspondence approximations. Third,
our approach increases the performances of multiple dif-
fusion model-based approaches on datasets RealEstate10K
and MegaDepth.

2. Related Work
Reference-based Image Inpainting. Reference-based
image inpainting aims to restore images to their original

states with additional knowledge provided by reference im-
ages. Geometry-based methods [30, 32] rely on geometric
estimations, resulting in complex pipelines and a tendency
for error propagation, particularly when dealing with large
damaged regions and insufficient overlapping areas.

The profound capability of the diffusion models [9]
in image generation reveals their potential to perform
reference-based inpainting without the need for complex
pipelines. Specifically, Stable Diffusion [19], notable for its
capability of high-quality text-to-image generation, spurs
active development of various downstream applications, in-
cluding image-conditioned generation. Excelling in con-
trollable generations with fine-grained guidance, image-
conditioned variants of Stable Diffusion [14,26,29] demon-
strate significant potential for the reference-based image in-
painting task. For instance, [2,22,25,26] address reference-
based inpainting in an end-to-end manner based on Stable
Diffusion.

Yang et al. [25] retrain a Stable Diffusion model to con-
dition the generation process on the CLIP embedding [17]
of the reference image. LeftRefill [2] employs prompt tun-
ing techniques on a pre-trained text-to-image model, Stable
Diffusion Inpainting, to avoid exhaustive training of the en-
tire diffusion model. This method enables a text-to-image
model to work with the image condition by concatenating
the reference image and the target image side by side. Con-
sequently, it allows mutual attention across the reference
and target images via self-attention inside the diffusion U-
Net.

By adopting diffusion models conditioned on reference
images, these approaches circumvent the need for com-
plex pipelines. However, merely training a diffusion model
to generate with the reference condition is insufficient to
capture the correct reference-target correlation, potentially
leading to inconsistent results with the reference image. On
the contrary, our CorrFill achieves faithful inpainting by
guiding the generation process through the correspondences
between reference and target images.

Diffusion Models Reliable Generation. A series of work
[1, 3, 4, 6, 7, 13, 18, 20] enhances the controllability of pre-
trained text-guided diffusion models by text prompts, se-
mantic maps, layouts, or other factors, without model re-
training or fine-tuning. For instance, Balaji et al. [1] con-
trol the locations of generated objects by introducing cross-
attention masks based on the semantic masks and cor-
responding text tokens, thereby encouraging semantic at-
tributes appearing at specified image patches. Manukyan et
al. [13] propose an inpainting approach that ensures faith-
fulness to the text prompt by reducing the self-attention
scores of image tokens unrelated to the text prompt. Fur-
thermore, they design an objective function to enhance the
effect of the text prompt on the damaged regions by op-
timizing the latent input of the model using the gradients
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Figure 2. Approach overview. CorrFill jointly guides the inpainting and refines the estimated correspondences at each denoising step.
The noise tensor N ϵ, the downscaled mask M ϵ and the encoded stitched image ϵ(Iref ;tar) are concatenated into input latent tensor zT .
For each denoising step, the self-attention scores from the diffusion model are aggregated into a matching map Ct, and the correspondence
Pt are computed from Ct, where Pt are used to guide the subsequent denoising step. For visual clarity, we use the real images to picture
ϵ(Iref;tar) and z0.

of the objective function. Without additional learnable to-
kens or modules, our proposed CorrFill incorporates corre-
spondence into the inpainting process using attention masks
and latent tensor optimization, enabling training-free fine-
grained control of diffusion models.
Diffusion Models and Correspondence. The powerful
image priors of pre-trained diffusion models make them
foundational models for numerous applications beyond im-
age generation, such as image correspondence. Luo et
al. [12] calculate semantic correspondence by aggregat-
ing Stable Diffusion features across different network lay-
ers and diffusion timesteps using a lightweight network.
Zhang et al. [28] demonstrates the capability of zero-shot
semantic correspondence inherent in Stable Diffusion fea-
tures. They combine features from two vision foundation
models, DINOv2 [16] and Stable Diffusion, and perform
nearest neighbor searches based on the features to establish
semantic correspondence. While these approaches estimate
correspondence using features of intact images, we fully ex-
plore the potential of correspondence estimation with dam-
aged inputs using pre-trained inpainting diffusion models.

3. Proposed Method
This section presents the proposed method, CorrFill, a

correspondence-guided module for reference-based inpaint-
ing. Firstly, a method overview is provided. Then, we elab-
orate correspondence construction and refinement based on
the reference-target attention scores. Finally, we present a
joint process where correspondence estimation and guided
inpainting are alternately performed to facilitate each other.

3.1. Overview

Reference-based image inpainting involves a reference
image Iref ∈ Rh×w×3 and a target image Itar ∈ Rh×w×3

with damaged regions indicated by a binary mask M ∈
{0, 1}h×w. As depicted in Figure 2, our proposed method
aims to restore the damaged regions of Itar by referring to
Iref.

For ease of cross-image attention, we follow the prac-
tice used in [2] and horizontally stitch the reference and

target images to yield Iref;tar ∈ Rh×2w×3. CorrFill is de-
veloped based on pre-trained latent diffusion models [19].
To work in the latent space, the stitched image is encoded
into ϵ(Iref;tar) ∈ Rh′×2w′×d, where ϵ(·) is a variational au-
toencoder [10] and d is the dimension of the latent space.
The image latent ϵ(Iref;tar) is then concatenated with the
noise latent N ϵ ∈ Rh′×2w′×d and the resized input mask
M ϵ ∈ {0, 1}h′×2w′

, forming the input latent tensor zT ∈
Rh′×2w′×(2d+1) to the diffusion module.

For each denoising step t, it is carried out by a diffu-
sion U-Net U , which takes the latent tensor zt and corre-
spondence Pt+1 ∈ [0, 1]h

′×w′×2 computed in the previ-
ous step as input and produces zt−1 via noise estimation.
To compute correspondence, we utilize the self-attention
maps produced in the denoising process. During denois-
ing, the self-attention map At ∈ R(h′×2w′)×(h′×2w′) is
computed and represents the patch-wise similarity in the
stitched image Iref;tar at step t. We compile a matching map
Ct ∈ Rh′×w′×h′×w′

to record the consensus on patch-wise
similarities across the reference and target images of all at-
tention maps. Namely, Ct(i, j, î, ĵ) denotes the matching
degree between patch (i, j) in the target and patch (̂i, ĵ)
in the reference. To aggregate information through the de-
noising process and stabilize the matching maps, Ct is esti-
mated by considering both Ct+1 and At. We further apply
the geometric constraints to Ct to construct correspondence
Pt ∈ [0, 1]h

′×w′×2, where Pt(i, j) is the corresponding nor-
malized coordinate in the reference of patch (i, j) in the
target. The correspondence Pt serves as the input and can
facilitate denoising and inpainting in the next step t− 1.

3.2. Attention-Consensus Correspondence

With correspondence guidance, inpainting models can
identify the most relevant parts to fill damaged regions,
while avoiding interference from irrelevant parts. However,
existing correspondence estimation approaches cannot find
correspondences inside the damaged region. Inspired by
semantic correspondence estimation using pre-trained dif-
fusion models [12, 27, 28], we explore the capability of
generalizing an inpainting diffusion model to joint corre-
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Figure 3. Correspondences in the early stage. The image on
the left highlights the masked regions of the target and their most
attended positions in the reference, indicated by colors, at the very
first denoising step. The image on the right depicts a few corre-
spondences computed at the first denoising step.

spondence estimation and image inpainting. Unlike meth-
ods [27, 28] using nearest neighbor search with diffusion
features, we take self-attention scores as similarity matrices
so that these scores can serve as the common domain for
both correspondence estimation and image inpainting.

As shown in Figure 3, the self-attention scores present
the correlation between references and targets even in the
early generation stages. However, the attention map from
a single attention layer is often less informative. To ad-
dress this, we aggregate attention maps through accumu-
lation across different layers. Specifically, we rescale av-
eraged attention maps at different layers to a common size
of (h′ × 2w′ × h′ × 2w′) and sum them up, resulting in
aggregated attention map At. Since correspondence is es-
tablished across the reference and target images, we con-
sider only the parts of self-attention scores where queries
are from the target and key-value pairs are from the ref-
erence. Therefore, the target-to-reference attention map
Atar2ref

t ∈ Rh′×w′×h′×w′
, a submatrix of At, is extracted

accordingly.
To calculate correspondence, we compute the match-

ing map Ct by merging all aggregated attention maps un-
til the current timestep, i.e., Ct =

∑T
τ=t A

tar2ref
τ . The rea-

son we choose to calculate correspondences using consen-
sus of the aggregated attention scores from multiple layers
and timesteps is to eliminate the individual biases in certain
layers and timesteps.

With the matching map Ct, the correspondence Pt(i, j)
for target token (i, j) is presented as the corresponding ref-
erence token and is determined via

Pt(i, j) = argmax
(̂i,ĵ)

Ct(i, j, î, ĵ), (1)

where (i, j) and (̂i, ĵ) are the coordinates of the target and
reference tokens, respectively.

3.3. Correspondence Refinement

As the self-attention mechanism is essential to propagat-
ing reference content to the damaged regions in the target,
target query tokens attending to irrelevant reference tokens
typically lead to incorrect inpainting results. Since the pre-
liminary correspondences Pt are established by referring to

merely individual reference-target token pairs, they are not
stable. Guiding the inpainting process solely on these corre-
spondences fails to prevent the target tokens from attending
to irrelevant tokens. To this end, we propose a correspon-
dence refining strategy, including filtering and smoothing,
to eliminate the inaccurate correspondence in Pt.

Correspondence Filtering. Given that the effective cor-
respondences only reside in the overlapping areas of the
reference and target images, it is clear that not every tar-
get token has a corresponding reference token. We observe
that the target tokens not located in the overlapping regions
tend to exhibit strong attention to certain reference tokens.
We define these strongly attended but irrelevant reference
tokens as dominant tokens. They need to be removed from
correspondence constraints to avoid wrong feature propa-
gation. Dominant tokens are identified by the presence of
strong attention from diverse target tokens in Pt. In prac-
tice, we consider reference tokens with more than a cer-
tain number of corresponding target tokens as dominant,
and their associated correspondences are probably outliers
and, therefore, are excluded from Pt. We empirically set
the threshold to four tokens and observe that this parame-
ter is insensitive to the experimental results. Additionally,
we notice that some target tokens within the overlapping re-
gions are also affected by the dominant tokens, resulting in
incorrect inpainting results. Hence, we save these excluded
outlier correspondences as P o

t , which are used to mitigate
the adverse effects they caused through guidance.

Correspondence Smoothing. We introduce a smoothing
mechanism based on the observation that when an incorrect
inpainting result is present, a portion of target tokens at the
center of the masked area (i.e., the damaged region) exhibit
incorrect correspondences. Conversely, their surrounding
tokens, located around the edges of the mask, give more
accurate correspondences and demonstrate attention scores
consistent across different attention layers and timesteps.
Therefore, we employ neighborhood weighted averages for
smoothing correspondence, which corrects misleading cor-
respondence, aiming to alleviate the presence of unwanted
objects and incorrect geometry.

To calculate neighborhood weighted averages on the
correspondence, we create a displacement matrix Dt ∈
Rh′×w′

indicating the differences between each target to-
ken and its corresponding reference tokens in coordinate,
i.e., Dt(i, j) = Pt(i, j) − (i, j). Next, we construct the
consensus matrix Wt ∈ Rh′×w′

by assigning the match-
ing score Ct(i, j, Pt(i, j)) to Wt(i, j) for target token (i, j),
whose corresponding reference token is Pt(i, j). For out-
lier correspondences P o

t , we set their consensus value to
zero, and therefore they are ignored during the smoothing
process. The neighborhood weighted average of Dt is then
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Figure 4. Correspondence guidance in the diffusion U-Net. At
each denoising step t, the denoising process is guided by the corre-
spondences estimated in the previous step, Pt+1, through attention
masking with mt and optimizing zt using the objective function
S(·). The generated attention maps Atar2ref

t are then employed to
further refine the estimated correspondences Pt by updating the
matching map Ct.

calculated using Wt as weights as follows:

D∗
t (i, j) =

1

|Wt(i, j)|
∑

(̂i,ĵ)∈N (i,j)

Dt(̂i, ĵ) ·Wt(̂i, ĵ), (2)

where N (i, j) is the set of neighborhood tokens of token
(i, j), and |Wt(i, j)| =

∑
(̂i,ĵ)∈N (i,j) Wt(̂i, ĵ). In this for-

mulation, we can propagate more accurate correspondences
with higher degrees of consensus to those tokens of incor-
rect correspondences in the form of displacements, and the
smoothed displacements are converted back to correspon-
dences through P ∗

t (i, j) = D∗
t (i, j) + (i, j). The value of

the smoothed correspondence P ∗
t is then assigned back to

the original correspondence: P ∗
t → Pt.

3.4. Cyclic Enhancement

By applying correspondence constraints to the denois-
ing process, CorrFill establishes a cyclic enhancement that
jointly improves the correspondence and inpainting pro-
cesses at each iteration, progressively guiding the genera-
tion toward a faithful result. Figure 4 illustrates one cycle of
the cyclic enhancement during a denoising step. Given the
estimated correspondence Pt+1 from the previous step, we
guide the denoising process of the diffusion model by em-
ploying attention masks mt across all self-attention layers
and further enhancing the input latent zt with an objective
function S. The produced attention map Atar2ref

t is then used
to enhance the estimated correspondence Pt+1 to Pt for the
next step through updating the matching map Ct.

Attention Masking. To integrate correspondence con-
straints into the diffusion model, we employ attention masks
within each self-attention layer. These attention masks are
incorporated into the affinity matrix to modulate the influ-
ence of different value tokens.

The attention mechanism evaluates the contribution of
value tokens through the affinity matrix, expressed as
QK⊤/

√
da ∈ R(h′×2w′)×(h′×2w′), where Q and K are

query and key token vectors, respectively, and da is the em-
bedding dimension. For ease of discussion, we focus on
operations conducted at a scale of 1/8, while these opera-
tions are consistent across all attention layers, regardless of
scale. The attention mask mt ∈ R(h′×2w′)×(h′×2w′) adjusts
the contribution of value tokens by adding either negative or
positive values to the affinity matrix, resulting in the modi-
fied attentions: (QKT +mt)/

√
da ∈ R(h′×2w′)×(h′×2w′).

We represent the attention mask in the shape of
h′ × 2w′ × h′ × 2w′, which preserves the spatial context
for both the queries and keys. We define a slice of the atten-
tion mask for a token (i, j) as mij

t ∈ Rh′×2w′
, denoting the

part where the dot product between the query (i, j) and all
keys occurs. The attention masks are composed according
to the estimated correspondence Pt+1 from the previous de-
noising step. For a target token (i, j) whose correspondence
is not an outlier, the element in the slice mij

t is defined by

mij
t (̂i, ĵ) =





v, if (̂i, ĵ) ∈ N (Pt+1(i, j)),

−∞, if (̂i, ĵ) ∈ R−N (Pt+1(i, j)),

0, otherwise,
(3)

where v represents a small positive number, N (Pt+1(i, j))
denotes the neighboring tokens of Pt+1(i, j), and R refers
to the set of all reference tokens. When the attention mask is
applied to a self-attention layer, this slice of the mask boosts
the attention values of the corresponding areas, thereby pro-
moting attention for the relevant tokens. Conversely, it di-
minishes the attention values for other reference tokens,
preventing them from being attended to.

For outlier tokens in P o
t+1, the values assigned to their

slices are defined as follows:

mij
t (̂i, ĵ) =

{
−∞, if (̂i, ĵ) ∈ R ∩N (P o

t+1(i, j)),

0, otherwise,
(4)

This slice of the attention mask prevents the token (i, j)
from attending to the irrelevant area, which is identified
by the outlier correspondences. The remaining elements of
the attention mask are assigned to 0, thereby preserving the
original attention values for those tokens.

Latent Tensor Optimization. Similar to the observations
made in recent studies on reliable generation within diffu-
sion models [4, 13], we notice that solely employing atten-
tion masking is insufficient for steering inpainting towards
the desired outcomes. To address this issue, we adopt a
similar strategy, utilizing the produced constraints for fur-
ther guidance by optimizing the latent tensor zt with an ob-
jective function S. The core concept is to optimize zt in
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Method RealEstate10K MegaDepth

PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓

Paint-by-Example Baseline 20.03 0.8528 0.1379 20.48 0.8274 0.1138
+CorrFill 21.57(+1.54) 0.8724(+0.0196) 0.1097(-0.0282) 21.02(+0.54) 0.8343(+0.0069) 0.1014(-0.0124)

IP-Adapter-Plus Baseline 21.26 0.8704 0.1127 21.33 0.8394 0.0989
+CorrFill 25.10(+3.84) 0.8990(+0.0286) 0.0642(-0.0485) 22.14(+0.81) 0.8473(+0.0079 0.0838(-0.0151)

Side-by-side Baseline 23.32 0.8941 0.0856 22.89 0.8538 0.0850
+CorrFill 25.81(+2.49) 0.9092(+0.0151) 0.0552(-0.0304) 23.24(+0.35) 0.8571(+0.0033) 0.0777(-0.0073)

LeftRefill Baseline 26.71 0.9163 0.0443 23.60 0.8649 0.0653
+CorrFill 26.97(+0.26) 0.9175(+0.0012) 0.0427(-0.0016) 23.60 0.8649 0.0651(-0.0002)

Table 1. Quantitative results. We demonstrate the evaluations of 4 different baselines: Paint-by-Example [25], IP-Adapter-Plus [26],
Side-by-side [2] and LeftRefill [2], with and without the application of our CorrFill on the dataset RealEstate10K and MegaDepth.

a direction that aligns with the desired outcomes, specifi-
cally by ensuring that the attention of a token adheres to the
pattern prescribed by Pt+1.

As depicted in Figure 4, we collect attention maps from
all self-attention layers within U . Similar to the process
producing Atar2ref

t , the attention maps are reshaped, resized,
and used to extract the target-to-reference submatrix, result-
ing in (Al)

tar2ref
t , where l denotes the layer it is collected

from. Instead of aggregating them, we calculate their gra-
dients of the objective function S separately and update the
input latent zt by gradient descent. The objective function
S is defined as follows:

S((Al)
tar2ref
t ) = BCE(Sigmoid(Norm((Al)

tar2ref
t )), E(Pt+1)), (5)

where function Norm(·) normalize matrix (Al)
tar2ref
t , and

BCE(·) is the weighted binary cross-entropy to [0, 1] E(·)
turns Pt+1 into a one-hot tensor of the same shape as
(Al)

tar2ref
t . In this formulation, the input latent zt is opti-

mized toward a direction where its attention maps are en-
couraged to adhere to the correspondence constraint.

Implementation Details. Our proposed CorrFill is devel-
oped based on Stable Diffusion v2 Inpainting1 [19], de-
signed to work as a plug-in compatible with various diffu-
sion models. The image resolution for both target and refer-
ence images is set to 512× 512, while the size of the latent
representation for the stitched image ϵ(Iref;tar) is 64 × 128.
DDIM [21] sampling is used for efficient generation, with
the number of sample steps set to 50. Further details, in-
cluding the choices of parameters, are provided in the sup-
plementary.

4. Experiments
4.1. Experimental Settings

Datasets. Since there is no publicly available benchmark
for this task, we follow previous works [2, 30] to prepare
the dataset for evaluation. We conducted experiments on

1https://huggingface.co/stabilityai/stable-diffusion-2-inpainting

subsets sampled from two datasets: RealEstate10K [31]
and MegaDepth [11]. We sampled 500 pairs of references
and targets from each dataset and generated the inpainting
masks based on the content of image pairs.

Before the sampling process, we cropped the images into
squares and resized them to a resolution of 512 × 512. To
identify suitable images for experimentation with reference-
based inpainting, we utilized the mid-level vision similarity
metric DreamSim [8]. Images from the same scene are con-
sidered to form an image pair if the DreamSim distance is
below 0.2. This threshold indicates that the image pair ex-
hibits a certain degree of similarity in both appearance and
semantics, making it suitable for evaluating reference-based
inpainting. To prevent images in a pair from being overly
similar, the pairs with distance below 0.1 are discarded for
RealEstate10K, for its images are likely to be overly similar
compared to those in MegaDepth.

To consistently reflect the capability of reference-based
inpainting, we generate inpainting masks based on content
in the references and targets. Specifically, we employ fea-
ture matching [23] to identify corresponding keypoints on
the intact image pairs, subsequently creating masks that
cover portions of these keypoints on the target images. This
approach ensures that the recovery process for damaged re-
gions relies on the content of the reference images. To
simulate real-world applications, the masks are randomly
generated, combining the shape of a rectangle with several
strokes. The generated dataset will be publicly available.

Evaluation Metrics. We follow the common practice [2,
30, 32] and employ three evaluation metrics: Peak Signal-
to-Noise Ratio (PSNR), Structural Similarity Index (SSIM)
and Learned Perceptual Image Patch Similarity (LPIPS).
These metrics evaluate the similarities between restored tar-
gets and their ground truths.

4.2. Experimental Results

Our method serves as a plug-in module. We perform a
thorough comparison of our method with four existing base-
lines in Table 1 and Figure 5.
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Figure 5. Qualitative results. We present the qualitative results with four different baselines and their counterparts integrated with our
method on two datasets. We highlight the problematic regions in the results of the baseline methods that our approach can effectively
address by enclosing them in red boxes. The inpainting masks are generated based on the content in image pairs.

Baselines. The comparison baselines achieve reference-
based inpainting through various techniques. LeftRefill [2]
stitches the reference and target images side by side, fill-
ing damaged regions with Stable Diffusion Inpainting [19],
and incorporating prompt-tuning technique to learn an op-
timized prompt embedding specifically for the reference-
based inpainting task. Side-by-side inpainting [2] is a vari-
ant of LeftRefill, which does not employ the prompt-tuning
technique. In practice, we implement Side-by-side by pro-
viding an empty text prompt, which means that the model
is not given any explicit instructions regarding our task.

Although Paint-by-Example [25] is designed for
reference-based inpainting, its goal does not completely
align with those of other baselines. Rather than restor-
ing damaged regions by adhering to the fine-grained de-
tails of the reference image, this method focuses on gen-
erating plausible results based solely on the semantic at-
tributes of the reference images. While it is conditioned
on the reference images using their CLIP embeddings, it
introduces an information bottleneck by considering only
the global attributes, leading to a loss of fine-grained de-
tails. IP-Adapter-Plus [26] presents another approach that
conditions the diffusion model on the CLIP embeddings of
the reference images. In contrast to Paint-by-Example, IP-
Adapter-Plus retains fine-grained details by incorporating
all spatial tokens of CLIP embeddings.

To compare against these baseline methods, we integrate

CorrFill into them. For LeftRefill and Side-by-side, since
they already employ the same formulation of stitched image
inputs, we directly apply CorrFill to their diffusion mod-
els. For Paint-by-Example and IP-Adapter-Plus, we modify
their inputs to match the stitched reference formulation and
then apply our CorrFill.

Quantitative Results. We evaluate four baseline meth-
ods and their counterparts involving CorrFill module. As
shown in Table 1, our method consistently shows improve-
ment across all baselines on RealEstate10K.

With CorrFill, the performance of Side-by-side is ele-
vated to 25.81dB in PSNR, increased by 2.49dB. Since
the model of Side-by-side is not specifically designed for
reference-based inpainting, these improvements highlight
the effectiveness of CorrFill in enhancing the model’s
awareness of reference-target correlations. While IP-
Adapter-Plus preserves the appearance details in the ref-
erence images, it struggles to capture correct spatial cor-
relations. CorrFill significantly improves its performance
by 3.84dB in PSNR through incorporating correspondence
constraints. Although the enhanced results of Paint-by-
Example are inferior to those of other approaches due to
the re-training of the model on a slightly different task,
CorrFill still enhances their performance by incorporating
additional reference content. CorrFill further improve the
performance of LeftRefill, which is the state-of-the-art ap-
proach to the best of our knowledge.
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Baselines Module Components PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓

Side-by-side

Baseline 23.32 0.8941 0.0856
+ Attention Masking 23.70 0.8995 0.0736
+ Outlier Filtering 24.36 0.9031 0.0692
+ Correspondence Smoothing 24.37 0.9030 0.0694
+ Latent zt Optimization 25.81 0.9092 0.0552

LeftRefill

Baseline 26.71 0.9163 0.0443
+ Attention Masking 26.45 0.9153 0.0458
+ Outlier Filtering 26.78 0.9165 0.0438
+ Correspondence Smoothing 26.79 0.9166 0.0438
+ Latent zt Optimization 26.97 0.9175 0.0427

Table 2. Ablation study on key components of CorrFill. The
ablation study on key components of CorrFill is conducted with
Side-by-side and LeftRefill [2] baselines, on RealEstate10K
dataset. It is important to note that outlier filtering and correspon-
dence smoothing can only be implemented when attention mask-
ing is enabled.

The improvements on the challenging MegaDepth
dataset are more limited due to the significant changes in
viewpoints, which can lead to failures in correspondence
estimation. Additionally, the nature of the dynamic scenes
may diminish the benefits gained from strictly adhering
to the reference images. Despite these challenges, Cor-
rFill still demonstrates clear improvements for Paint-by-
Example, IP-Adapter-Plus, and Side-by-side across all eval-
uation metrics.

Qualitative Results. Figure 5 presents a quality compari-
son of four baseline methods and their variants integrated
with CorrFill. In the comparison involving IP-Adapter-
Plus, Side-by-side, and LeftRefill on the RealEstate10K
dataset, our method effectively addresses the issues present
in the baseline results, including the removal of unwanted
objects in (c) and the correction of incorrect scene layouts
in (a),(b), and (c). While our method does not completely
resolve all issues in Paint-by-Example, it still achieves a
higher level of faithfulness in the results. In the compar-
isons on MegaDepth, results exhibiting greater faithfulness
can be observed when compared to most of the baselines.

4.3. Ablation Study

We perform an ablation study by incrementally activat-
ing different key components of CorrFill to assess the im-
pact of each component in Table 2. As attention mask-
ing serves as a prerequisite for outlier filtering and corre-
spondence smoothing, our analysis reveals that the corre-
spondence refinement strategies effectively enhance perfor-
mance when applied in conjunction with attention mask-
ing. Although the improvement brought by correspondence
smoothing may seem subtle, it can be the crucial component
for correcting incorrect content in certain cases, and an ex-
ample is provided in the supplementary. The optimization
of the latent tensor zt further boosts performance, while also
benefiting from the correspondence refinements.

Figure 6. Failure cases. The image on the left depicts the esti-
mated correspondences. The image on the right shows the inpaint-
ing result of CorrFill integrated on LeftRefill [2]. In the first row,
the repetitive structures and complex geometry introduce ambigu-
ity in correspondence estimation. In the second row, the incorrect
orientation of the statue’s head demonstrates that correspondence
constraints in 2D space are inadequate when faced with significant
changes in viewpoint due to a lack of 3D awareness.

5. Conclusion

We propose CorrFill, a training-free module that in-
corporates correspondence constraints into reference-based
image inpainting diffusion models. CorrFill achieve higher
degrees of faithfulness to the reference images in the in-
painting results by guiding the inpainting process with cor-
respondence between the reference and target images. To
perform this guidance, we exploit the capability of diffusion
models to estimate correspondence during the inpainting
process, and we utilize this correspondence to constrain the
inpainting through self-attention masking and input latent
optimization. Experimental results demonstrate the effec-
tiveness of CorrFill in enhancing reference-target correla-
tions in the inpainting results for multiple baseline methods.
CorrFill improves performance across these baselines on
RealEstate10K and MegaDepth datasets, pushing the lim-
its for state-of-the-art reference-based inpainting methods.

Limitations. As shown in the first row of Figure 6, Cor-
rFill fails to faithfully restore damaged regions when en-
countered with scenes featuring complex geometry or repet-
itive structures, which introduce significant ambiguity when
estimating correspondences. In the second row, although
CorrFill successfully captures the reference-target correla-
tion, the incorrect orientation of the statue’s head suggests
that our correspondence constraints in 2D space are sus-
ceptible to the significant geometric variations of objects,
which require advanced 3D prior.
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In this supplementary material, we provide implemen-
tation details, showcase examples to support our proposed
approaches, and present advanced analyses of the proposed
method.

A. Implementation Details
A.1. Implementation Details of Baselines

For comparisons, we implement all baseline methods us-
ing the Python library Diffusers [3]. For Paint-by-Example
[4], we utilize their publicly released model weights. Side-
by-side [1] is essentially an inpainting base model, and we
directly utilize Stable Diffusion v2 Inpainting model1 as
its implementation. In the case of LeftRefill [1], we use
the same model of Side-by-side and incorporate LeftRe-
fill’s learned prompt embedding. We integrate IP-Adapter-
Plus [5] module into a Stable Diffusion Inpainting model
using their released pre-trained weights.

A.2. Implementation Details of CorrFill

CorrFill modify baseline models by substituting the at-
tention processing function across all self-attention layers.
Correspondence estimation and attention masking are then
carried out in the substituted function. We also collect the
attention maps used to optimize input latent tensor zt in the
attention processing function, and the gradients are com-
puted in the denoising main loop of the diffusion models.
Since optimizing zt requires additional memory, a gradi-
ent accumulation strategy can be employed to trade off in-
ference time for lower memory requirements. We conduct
the experiments using an NVIDIA RTX A5000 GPU with
24GB of memory.

A.3. Details of Dataset Sampling

RealEstate10K is a video dataset comprising approxi-
mately 80,000 clips sourced from YouTube. Given that the
clips are recorded by cameras with stable trajectories, adja-
cent frames tend to exhibit high similarity. Therefore, when

*Now at MediaTek Inc., Taiwan.
1https://huggingface.co/stabilityai/stable-diffusion-2-inpainting

selecting image pairs from RealEstate10K, we specifically
consider frames that are separated by 30 frames during the
sampling process.

A.4. Choices of Parameters

The parameters used in the comparisons presented in the
main papers are reported in Table 1. Stepa and Stepo repre-
sent the number of steps guided by attention masking and
latent tensor optimization, respectively, out of a total of
50 sampling steps. Wina is the radius that determines the
neighborhood of a token used in the creation of attention
masks, and Wins is the radius that determines the neigh-
borhood for the weighted average used in attention smooth-
ing. Stra and Stro indicate the value v added to the attention
mask and the weight for controlling the guidance strength
of latent tensor optimization, respectively.

We selected the parameters by evaluating the subsets of
our datasets. During this evaluation, we tested various pa-
rameter settings and observed their responses in the results
of different baseline methods and datasets. The general
strategy is to increase the influence of guidance for the com-
binations that can significantly benefit from enhanced faith-
fulness.

B. Effectiveness of Proposed Components
B.1. Attention Smoothing

In the quantitative ablation study presented in the main
paper, the performance gains from attention smoothing are
not particularly significant. However, we provide one ex-
ample demonstrating how attention smoothing serves as a
crucial component in achieving accurate inpainting results
in Figure 1.

B.2. Correspondence Update Policies

In this section, we demonstrate the effectiveness of two
policies including cyclic enhancement and accumulation
of attention maps over timesteps. We conduct a compar-
ison of the correctness of the estimated correspondences
against two counterparts excluding the two policies on
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Parameter Paint-by-Example IP-Adapter-Plus Side-by-side LeftRefill

RealEstate10K MegaDepth RealEstate10K MegaDepth RealEstate10K MegaDepth RealEstate10K MegaDepth

Stepa 50 25 25 25 50 25 5 5
Stepo 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 5
Wina 4(t) 4(t) 0.3(i) 5(t) 2(t) 3(t) 0.3(i) 2(t)
Wins 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.05 0.2
Stra 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0
Stro 2 0.5 2 0.5 2 0.5 0.5 0.5

Table 1. List of parameters. The comparisons presented in the main papers are conducted using these parameters. (t) indicates that the
value refers to the number of tokens, and (i) denotes that the value is the ratio to the size of encoded images, i.e., h′. For Wins, all the
values are the ratios to the size of encoded images.

Figure 1. Importance of Smoothing. An example where corre-
spondence smoothing is the pivotal component for correcting the
incorrect geometry in the result of the baseline [1].

RealEstate10K. To estimate the correctness of the corre-
spondences, we generate pseudo-ground truth correspon-
dences using an image matching method [2]. We define a
correspondence with an error within the size of one token
as a correct correspondence. The counterpart that does not
accumulate attention scores over time utilizes the most re-
cently produced correspondences for guidance. The coun-
terpart without cyclic enhancement is guided by the corre-
spondences computed in the first step. The average numbers
of correct correspondences during different stages of the in-
painting process are illustrated in Figure 2. The counterpart
“No acc” fails to achieve stability, while “No cyc.” relies
on the correspondence produced in the first step for guid-
ance, resulting in inferior results. The PSNR performance
results for “Ours”, “No acc.”, and “No cyc.” are 27.39dB,
27.34dB, and 27.25dB, respectively.

C. Further Analysis

C.1. Time Efficiency

We analyze the average execution time for the inpainting
of a single input with different key components enabled,
following the experimental settings described earlier. The

50 40 30 20 10 1

1,400
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1,800

2,000
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T

No. of Correct Correspondences Ours
No acc.
No cyc.

Figure 2. Numbers of correct correspondences. The graph
illustrates the numbers of correct correspondences for three ver-
sions of CorrFill. “T” denotes the timesteps of the reverse process,
where inpainting progresses from T = 50 to 0. “Ours” represents
our proposed method, which utilizes cyclic enhancement and es-
timates correspondences using aggregated attention scores across
different timesteps. “No acc.” and “No cyc.” are the counter-
parts that exclude the accumulation of attention maps and cyclic
enhancement, respectively.

Method Execution Time(s) Change(s)

Baseline 6.69 -
+ Attention Masking 13.77 +7.08
+ Outlier Filtering 14.97 +1.20
+ Correspondence Smoothing 15.76 +0.79
+ Latent zt Optimization 66.52 +50.76

Table 2. Time analysis of key components of CorrFill. The
execution times for the inpainting of an input were measured while
incrementally enabling the key components. The baseline used in
the analysis is LeftRefill.

average execution times with LeftRefill as the baseline are
reported in Table 2, which indicates that the latent input
optimization contributes the most additional execution time
within the proposed method. The increase in execution time
is primarily attributed to the necessity of gradient calcula-
tion during each denoising iteration.

C.2. Extreme Case

Since CorrFill is an improvement method designed to
enhance faithfulness, it encounters certain extreme cases

2



Figure 3. Results with large masks. The inpainting and out-
painting results for the baseline method and CorrFill are presented.
The first two rows depict the inpainting results, while the last row
illustrates the outpainting results. All masks cover 50% of the tar-
get images. CorrFill cannot consistently enhance the results due
to the significant degradation in the inpainting performance of the
baseline method.

that challenge its performance, particularly when baseline
models struggle to address them. While we previously dis-
cussed the issue of significant geometric variation in the
main paper, another notable challenge for the baseline mod-
els involves large masks. The ratios of masked pixels for
our generated pairs of inputs typically range from 10% to
40%. We find that when faced with larger masks, the in-
painting results produced by LeftRefill tend to degrade to a
point where CorrFill is unable to enhance faithfulness ef-
fectively. Figure 3 illustrates this limitation of CorrFill that
it relies on the robustness of the baseline model. While Cor-
rFill successfully improves the results for the first row, it
does not yield similar improvements for the other cases.
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