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Figure 1. Sample results of editing Human-Object Interaction in the source image (left). Existing methods overly preserve the structure,
making interaction edits ineffective. Our method focuses on modifying interactions while maintaining the subject and object identity.

Abstract

This paper presents InteractEdit, a novel framework for
zero-shot Human-Object Interaction (HOI) editing, ad-
dressing the challenging task of transforming an existing in-
teraction in an image into a new, desired interaction while
preserving the identities of the subject and object. Unlike
simpler image editing scenarios such as attribute manip-
ulation, object replacement or style transfer, HOI editing
involves complex spatial, contextual, and relational depen-
dencies inherent in humans-objects interactions. EXxisting
methods often overfit to the source image structure, limiting
their ability to adapt to the substantial structural modifica-
tions demanded by new interactions. To address this, In-
teractEdit decomposes each scene into subject, object, and
background components, then employs Low-Rank Adapta-
tion (LoRA) and selective fine-tuning to preserve pretrained

interaction priors while learning the visual identity of the
source image. This regularization strategy effectively bal-
ances interaction edits with identity consistency. We further
introduce IEBench, the most comprehensive benchmark for
HOI editing, which evaluates both interaction editing and
identity preservation. Our extensive experiments show that
InteractEdit significantly outperforms existing methods, es-
tablishing a strong baseline for future HOI editing research
and unlocking new possibilities for creative and practical
applications. Code will be released upon publication.

1. Introduction

Human-Object Interaction (HOI) understanding has be-
come a pivotal research direction in computer vision, en-
abling breakthroughs in activity recognition [54], aug-
mented reality [46, 84], and human-robot collaboration
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[14, 32]. Recent progress in HOI detection and gener-
ation has significantly enhanced our ability to recognize
and simulate human-object interactions. However, the task
of editing existing HOIs remains largely unexplored and
poses unique challenges. Unlike detection and generation
[25, 28, 34, 42, 49], HOI editing requires modifying the
interaction while preserving the original identity of the
subject and object, a task complicated by the intricate rela-
tionships and dependencies between these elements.

Despite notable advancements in image editing [70],
most methods focus on altering attributes, objects, or styles,
often assuming a rigid structural layout. Interaction edit-
ing, in contrast, requires substantial structural changes
to align with new interactions while maintaining subject and
object identity. This complexity makes HOI editing a sig-
nificantly harder and less addressed problem in the field.
For instance, consider an image of a person holding skate-
board as illustrated in Fig. 1. Editing the interaction to de-
pict the person ride skateboard involves not only changing
the action but also substantially modifying the spatial ar-
rangement and poses while ensuring the identity remains
consistent. Such capabilities enhance gaming and virtual
worlds, e-commerce, and visual storytelling by allowing
modifications to character actions, refining product interac-
tions in ads, and refining interactions in narrative scenes.

In this work, we propose a novel zero-shot interaction
editing task, which takes on four core challenges:

a) Intricate Interaction Relationships: The interdepen-
dent spatial and contextual relationships between sub-
jects, objects, and actions make direct edits difficult
without disrupting the overall realism.

b) Rigid Image Structure: Interaction editing requires
non-rigid structural changes to align with new interac-
tions while preserving the identity, but existing methods
often overfit to the source image structure.

c) Loss of Pretrained Knowledge: During fine-tuning,
the critical knowledge about target interactions in pre-
trained models may be corrupted, leading to suboptimal
edits that fail to accurately reflect desired modifications.

d) Lack of Evaluation Metrics: The absence of a stan-
dardized benchmark for interaction editing hinders
meaningful comparisons between methods.

To address these challenges, we propose InteractEdit
(see Fig. 2), a novel framework designed to regularize fine-
tuning to prevent overfitting while preserving target inter-
action priors. Our approach enables zero-shot HOI editing
without requiring reference images of target interactions.
Rather than processing the entire image as a whole, we de-
compose the HOI into subject, object, and background, en-
coding them as distinct concept clues.

To further combat overfitting, we implement Low-Rank
Adaptation (LoRA) [26], which applies low-rank updates
to the attention weights. LoRA captures the critical at-

tributes of the subject and object while excluding struc-
tural details that could hinder non-rigid interaction edits.
Our editing process is also enhanced by selective training
mechanisms that specifically target essential attention com-
ponents, crucial for balancing interaction modification with
identity consistency. We keep Query weights (W) fixed to
preserve target interaction knowledge from the pretrained
model, maintaining the model ability to query and inter-
pret the target interaction-relevant. Only the Key and Value
weights (W% and W) are trained to learn and adapt to the
appearance of the source image.

To evaluate the effectiveness of InteractEdit, we estab-
lished IEBench, namely InteractEdit Benchmark, the first
benchmark for standardized evaluation of interaction edit-
ing methods. It introduces the HOI Editability score, which
measures how well the edited image reflects the target inter-
action, and Identity Consistency, which evaluates how well
the identity of the subject and object are preserved. Ad-
ditionally, the composite Overall score offers a balanced
measure of interaction editability and identity consistency
before and after editing, facilitating a thorough evaluation
and comparison between different methods.

Our main contributions are summarized as follows:

(i) We introduce a novel zero-shot HOI editing task,
which modifies interactions in existing images while
preserving the identity, without requiring reference
images of the target interaction. To support this task,
we introduce IEBench, a comprehensive benchmark
to evaluate interaction editing methods.

(i) We propose InteractEdit, a new framework for HOI
editing that leverages a disassembly-reassembly strat-
egy to decouple and reassemble HOI components,
disentangling intricate relationships for effective edit-
ing. To mitigate issues like overfitting and loss of
interaction priors, we incorporate LoRA and selec-
tive fine-tuning mechanisms to constrain unnecessary
changes. These techniques guide fine-tuning to adapt
to the source image’s appearance while preserving in-
teraction knowledge in the pretrained model.

(iii) Extensive experiments show that InteractEdit signifi-
cantly outperforms existing image editing approaches
on the HOI editing task, achieving higher interaction
edit success while maintaining identity consistency.
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first sys-
tematic framework for zero-shot interaction editing,
addressing key challenges that remain underexplored
and providing a foundation for future research.

2. Related Work

Human-Object Interactions (HOIs) are typically repre-
sented using interaction pairs (human, action, object) along
with bounding boxes that localize the human and the object
within an image. The task of HOI detection involves identi-



fying these interactions by detecting humans and objects in
an image and classifying the action that connects them. Re-
cent advances in HOI detection [20, 40, 42, 49, 86, 87] have
addressed challenges related to recognizing rare and unseen
interactions, improving the generalizability of models.

HOI generation [16, 25, 28, 34], is a recently emerging
field that focuses on generating images conditioned on spec-
ified HOI triplets. For example, InteractDiffusion [25] em-
ploys diffusion models to generate images based on given
triplets and bounding boxes, producing scenes that align
with the specified interaction. While HOI generation is
valuable for data augmentation and creative applications, it
does not address the need to edit existing interactions within
images. Interaction editing requires the ability to modify an
interaction while preserving the original identity.

Our proposed work aims to address this gap by present-

ing a framework for interaction editing. This framework en-
ables modification of existing HOI in images, ensuring that
the visual integrity of the original elements is maintained
while changing the interaction.
Diffusion Models [24, 60, 71, 72, 74] generate high-quality
images by progressively refining noisy data and are more
stable than traditional models like GANs [9]. Condi-
tional diffusion models guide this process using various
inputs, including text prompts [18, 59, 63-065, 67], layout
[2,7,43,62, 80, 89], personalized embeddings [85] and vi-
sual conditions [52, 88]. While HOI-based diffusion models
[25] enable interaction-aware generation, editing existing
interactions while preserving identity coherence remains
underexplored. Our work leverages diffusion models with
text conditioning for interaction editing.

Image Editing Diffusion Models can be categorized into
single- or multi-subject customization, local editing, text-
guided image editing, and image translation [70]. Single-
[11, 41, 68] or multi- [21, 38, 47, 48, 50, 58, 77, 79] sub-
ject customization involves generating or modifying im-
ages containing one or more specific subjects by provid-
ing a small subset of images of the subject. Local edit-
ing [10, 55, 56, 69] includes object manipulation [83]
(adding, removing, replacing objects), attribute manipu-
lation (changing color or texture), spatial transformation
[44, 69] (translation, scaling, local distortion), and inpaint-
ing [78] (filling missing parts of an image). Text-guided
image editing [3, 4, 17, 22, 27, 35, 73, 75, 76] involves us-
ing natural language prompts to direct changes in images,
allowing for targeted or broad modifications such as alter-
ing style, adding objects, or changing attributes based on
descriptive input. Image translation [33, 51] covers both
style change (applying new visual styles) and transforming
images from a source domain, like depth maps, to a target
domain, such as photorealistic images. Mainstream subject
customization methods often rely on a set of images, limit-
ing their practicality. Break-A-Scene [ 1] has shown the po-

tential to learn multi-concepts from a single image, which is
crucial for real-world image editing where obtaining multi-
ple images is impractical.

Interaction editing is distinct from these tasks. Unlike
conventional methods that modify object attributes or po-
sitions while maintaining the overall structure, interaction
editing focuses on changing only the interaction while pre-
serving the identity. A concurrent work, HOIEdit [82], ad-
dresses HOI editing using multiple reference images of tar-
get interactions. It relies on a collection of reference exam-
ples to guide the editing process, which limits its practical-
ity in real-world scenarios where obtaining multiple refer-
ence images containing the target interactions is either in-
feasible or inconvenient.

Unlike HOIEdit, our method enables zero-shot HOI edit-

ing by preserving pretrained interaction knowledge, elimi-
nating the need for reference images of target interactions,
and making it applicable to diverse editing tasks. To the best
of our knowledge, this is the first work to systematically ad-
dress zero-shot interaction editing.
LoRA [26] is widely used in diffusion-based image edit-
ing for fine-tuning acceleration [73], character and con-
cept injection [19], and style transfer [12]. In contrast, we
leverage LoRA in a new role: as an effective regulariza-
tion technique, capturing essential attributes while ignoring
fine-grained structural details to enable non-rigid edits.

3. Method

Given an input image Iource that contains an initial human-
object interaction represented as a triplet (S, Zoriginal; ©),
where s is subject, o is object and #originat s their interac-
tion, our goal is to semantically modify their interaction to
a target interaction et This modification aims to preserve
the original identity of the subject s and the object o, while
allowing necessary background adjustments. The resulting
image liuger should depict the scene with the new interac-
tion 4arger, Maintaining the realism and coherence of the new
human-object interaction (s, Ltarget 0), while preserving the
identity of the original subject and object.

3.1. Preliminary

Image editing generally involve two stages: inversion and
editing. The inversion algorithm Fj,, encodes an input im-
ages into inversion clues ®, which capture the key infor-
mation needed for reconstruction. Our work focuses on this
stage. These inversion clues are then used in the editing
stage to generate the desired content. The inversion process
is represented as:

P = Env (Isource7 Cvsource) P ( l)

where Cyouce represents the original text prompt. In the
editing stage, the algorithm integrates the inversion clues ®



Inversion (Fine-Tuning)

~ disassemble /\

e ei-------__Source

selective finetune

Frozen E Editing
[I] LoRA ;
Trainable | xT reassemble
' "
== ?f ¥ 2] ' w
: ﬁ s
= E

Reconstructed Edited

¥ v ¥
Csource="| @5 ovd | @ at q)bg o — Text Encoder

Ctarget =" D ride ®, at cI:‘bg !

Figure 2. Overview of the InteractEdit framework. HOI components are disassembled into subject, object, and background clues during
inversion (Sec. 3.3). LoRA regularization enables non-rigid edits by capturing essential attributes while ignoring fine-grained structural
details (Sec. 3.4). Selective fine-tuning preserves interaction priors while adapting to the source image’s identity (Sec. 3.5). Editing
reassembles these components with the target interaction, using trained LoRA weights to guide the diffusion model (Sec. 3.6).

into the base model to reconstruct an image that preserved
the original content while adhering to the new target instruc-
tion. The edit algorithm F.g;; generates the edited image as
follow:

Itarget = Fedit(q)y Ctargel)7 (2)

where Ciarger represents the target text prompt.
Break-A-Scene [1] is an inversion technique that bridges
Textual Inversion [13] and DreamBooth [66] for single-
image multi-concept extraction. Given an input image
Lsource and a set of N masks {M;}Y | representing distinct
concepts, it extracts the textual clues {@z}ﬁl which can
be incorporated into the target text prompts to generate new
instances of these concepts. Additionally, Break-A-Scene
fine-tunes the model weights ®y to retain the source image
information to improve reconstruction. While effective at
disentangling explicit concepts like static objects, it strug-
gles with non-rigid editing, such as HOI editing, which re-
quires altering the spatial relationships and poses of subjects
and objects. Its fine-tuning process tends to overfit the origi-
nal structures, limiting adaptability to new interactions. Our
approach imposes regularized inversion process on Break-
A-Scene framework to better support non-rigid HOI edits.

3.2. InteractEdit: Overall framework

The inversion process fine-tunes the pretrained model on
the source image to enable the reconstruction during edit-
ing. Without constraints, this fine-tuning tends to overfit
the structural details of the source image, corrupting criti-
cal knowledge about target interactions encoded in the pre-
trained model. This undermines the goal of zero-shot HOI
editing, which relies on pretrained priors to align the im-
age structure with the target interaction. Preserving target
interaction knowledge is crucial, as it exists only in the pre-
trained model and cannot be inferred from the source image.
Thus, an effective inversion process must balance adapting
to the source image and retaining interaction priors essential

for accurate editing.

Fig. 2 presents the overall framework of InteractEdit.
Sec. 3.3 describes the disassembly of the HOI into its indi-
vidual components, Sec. 3.4 explains how Low-Rank Adap-
tation mitigates overfitting, while Sec. 3.5 details how se-
lective fine-tuning preserves the interaction prior of the pre-
trained model while learning the visual identity from the
source image. Finally, Sec. 3.6 outlines the editing process.
More details are given in supplementary.

3.3. Disassemble Human-Object Interaction

Editing HOI in images is particularly challenging due to
the highly coupled relationships between the human, ob-
ject, and background. Directly editing this interdependent
relationships often leads to one of two outcomes: either the
interaction fails to change as intended, or the original visual
identity is not preserved.

To address this issue, we disassemble the HOI concept
into its constituent elements: the human (subject), the ob-
Jject, and the background. This disassembly is accomplished
using Break-A-Scene [1], which encodes these elements
into individual concepts clues, ®;, ®, and ®,,. How-
ever, with Break-A-Scene, these concept clues will overfit
to the structural details of the original image, including spa-
tial relationships, arrangements, and poses, if all parameters
are fine-tuned without sufficient regularization. This leads
to memorization of specific structural configurations rather
than learning generalizable representations. Additionally, it
corrupts the target interaction prior in the pretrained model,
reducing the adaptability to new interactions.

As aresult, the model struggles with non-rigid edits, lim-
iting its ability to alter poses or spatial layouts. This over-
fitting prevents effective HOI editing, causing the generated
edits fail in reflecting the desired modifications.



3.4. Regularizing Inversion with LoRA

We hypothesize that fully fine-tuning the model causes
overfitting to the source image, thereby limiting its adapt-
ability to new target interactions. To address this, we adopt
Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) [26], which applies low-
rank updates to the attention weight matrices. These up-
dates capture only the essential attributes required for iden-
tity preservation while ignoring structural details that hinder
non-rigid interaction edits.
Each LoRA-adapted weight matrix W is expressed as:

W = Werigina + AW, AW = AB', 3)

where A € R¥*" and B € R%*", with r as the rank hyper-
parameter and d as the dimensionality of weight matrix.
Training only the low-rank matrices A and B constrains
the model’s fine tuning capacity, preventing overfitting to
the source image and preserving critical target interaction
knowledge encoded in the pretrained model. LoRA re-
tains the important target interaction knowledge while al-
lowing the model to learn and reconstruct the identity of
the source image. This balance enables effective interaction
edits while maintaining identity consistency and adapting to
interaction modifications. We apply LoRA to the U-Net.

3.5. Selective Fine-Tuning for Prior Retention

The diffusion models use a U-Net architecture, which
comprises multiple blocks arranged in an encoder-decoder
structure. Each block incorporates self-attention and cross-
attention mechanisms to capture relationships within the
image features and between the image and conditioning in-
formation, respectively.

In each attention layer, input features are transformed
into Query (@), Key (K) and Value (V) representations.
The attention mechanism is described as:

QKT
en

where Q = XWC K = XWX andV = XWV are linear
transformations of the input X using weight matrices W<,
W, and WV, respectively, and d}, is the dimensionality of
the Key vectors used for scaling. () encodes what features
a token is “looking for,” K represents what features a token
offers to be attended to, and V' carries the actual information
used to generate the output.

For HOI editing, we aim to retain the pretrained model’s
interaction knowledge while learning the visual character-
istics of the source image. To achieve this, we employ a
selective fine-tuning strategy:

Attention(@, K, V) = Softmax ( ) vV, @)

¢ Self-Attention Layer capture spatial dependencies
within an image. To retain the model’s ability to recog-
nize and encode interaction-relevant structural features,
we freeze the Query weights (Wscglf). Only Key (WX))

and Value (W);) weights are trained to learn the visual
traits of the source image.

* Cross-Attention Layers align text-based conditioning
with image features. Similarly, we keep I/Vc(;_')OSS fixed to
preserve the model’s ability to retrieve relevant interac-
tion information from the text prompt. Meanwhile, we
train WX and WY to incorporate the visual traits from
the source image.

By freezing the Query weights in both self- and cross-
attention, the model retains its ability to attend to relevant
features for interaction reasoning while selectively modi-
fying Key and Value weights to adjust appearance without
corrupting interaction priors. This approach ensures a bal-
ance between interaction editability and identity preserva-
tion, allowing the model to generalize effectively to diverse
interaction edits.

3.6. HOI Editing

The fine-tuning phase learns inversion clues as follows:
P = [®S7 (bm (bbgy <I)fl] = F}nv(Isourcea Csource)7 (5)

where ®,,®,,Py, are the textual clues representing the sub-
ject, object, and background, respectively, and ®y repre-
sents the fine-tuned model weights.

In the editing phase, we generate an image that depicts
the target interaction while preserving the original identity.
To achieve this, we reassemble the textual concept clues
(®s, ®,, and Py,) into a new prompt that replaces the origi-
nal action 4riginal With the target interaction %aeec. The target
prompt Cigreey 18 structured as:

Clarget = “aphoto of [®,] direer [Po] at [Prg] "

With the target prompt prepared, we generate the edited im-
age Iieer using the diffusion model €y and selectively fine-
tuned parameters Pr. The generation of Iy, is performed
through the iterative denoising process starting from ran-

dom noise zp. At each timestep ¢, where t = T,T —
1,...,1, the model predicts the denoised image:
zi—1 = €9(2¢, 1, Clarger; Pri)- (6)
The final output image i is obtained when ¢ = 0:
Targer = 2Zo. (N

This iterative denoising process serves as a practical real-
ization of Eq. (2), where @ including the textual clues (P,
®,, Ppg) and LoRA weights Dy

In this process, the fine-tuned weights ®y guide the syn-
thesis by integrating the visual identity learned from the in-
version stage, while the textual clues (P, ®,, Pyg) provide
semantic guidance for maintaining identity. The remaining
pretrained parameters retain the target interaction knowl-
edge. This ensures that the generated image adheres to the
target interaction %rge; Specified by the prompt Carger, While
preserving the identity of the source image.



Table 1. Comparison of InteractEdit with existing baselines in
terms of HOI editability evaluated on IEBench. Bold indicates
the best, underline denotes the second-best.

HOI Identity
Method Overall Editability | Consistency
Null-Text Inversion [22, 53] | 0.3873 0.390 0.385
PnP Diffusion [76] 0.4220 0.240 0.604
MasaCtrl [5] 0.3703 0.260 0.481
HOIEdit [82] 0.3658 0.240 0.492
Imagic [35] 0.3923 0.192 0.593
CDS [57] 0.4065 0.194 0.619
DAC [73] 0.3555 0.160 0.551
LEDITS++ [3] 0.2933 0.150 0.437
InstructPix2Pix [4] 0.3903 0.269 0.512
ReNoise [15] 0.4033 0.274 0.533
TurboEdit [8] 0.4140 0.326 0.502
SVDiff [21] 0.4045 0.255 0.554
EditFriendlyDDPM [31] 0.4143 0.320 0.509
DDS [23] 0.4070 0.226 0.588
InfEdit [81] 0.4000 0.179 0.621
Break-A-Scene [1] 0.3673 0.142 0.593
Break-A-Scene XL 0.3825 0.165 0.600
InteractEdit 0.5308 0.504 0.558

4. Interaction Editing Benchmark (IEBench)

While HOI editing has been previously explored in
HOIEdit, its evaluation remains limited by a small-scale
benchmark covering only 3 actions. In response, we in-
troduce a more comprehensive benchmark with 25 actions
across 13 objects, 28 source images, 100 source images to
target interaction pairs. Moreover, HOIEdit primarily re-
lies on text-image and image-image similarity for evalua-
tion, which fails to reliably measure edit success, as CLIP
is known to be deficiencies in action recognition [39]. To
address these issues, we introduce a robust benchmark and
propose more precise metrics for evaluating HOI editing.
HOI Editability measures the success of HOI editing task
by assessing whether the target interaction is correctly gen-
erated. We use PViC [87], a state-of-the-art HOI detector,
to identify interaction in the edited image. If the targeted
interaction is detected, the edit is scored 1.0; otherwise, 0.0.
The HOI Editability score is the average success rate across
all generated images.

Identity Consistency (IC) assess how well the identity of
the subject and object are preserved after editing. Back-
ground consistency is excluded, as some interaction edits
inherently require background modifications. For both the
source and edited images, we use GroundingDINO [45] to
detect the subject and object based on their textual labels,
then apply the Segment Anything Model (SAM) [37] to ob-
tain segmentation masks. These masked regions are used to
extract feature embeddings via DINOv2 [61], and the co-
sine similarity is computed between the embeddings from
the source and edited images. The IC score is the mean
similarity of the subject and the object, averaged over all
generated images. DINOV2 is chosen for feature extraction

due to its strong object-centric representation and ability to
capture fine-grained details, making it well-suited for as-
sessing identity consistency in edited images.

To evaluate the performance of HOI editing comprehen-
sively, we combine HOI Editability and Identity Consis-
tency into an overall evaluation metric, the IEBench Over-
all Score (0):

_ HOI Editability + Identity Consistency
= 5 .

This composite score equally weighs HOI Editability and
visual consistency, ensuring a balanced evaluation that re-
flects both the objective of modifying interactions and the
importance of preserving visual identity.

We construct IEBench from HICO-DET [6], selecting
source images and target interactions based on the follow-
ing criteria: (1) the source image must depict a single HOI
instance, (2) the target interaction must be plausible for the
object category, and (3) the target interaction must produce
significant visual changes. IEBench consists of 100 source
image and target interaction pairs derived from 28 source
images, each with 3 to 5 target interactions. It is designed
to assess how well methods modify interactions while pre-
serving identity. We hope that it will serve as a valid bench-
mark to advance future research for this task. More details
are in Sec. 11 of supplementary.
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5. Experiments

We conducted experiments at 512x512 resolution, basing
our method on Stable Diffusion XL [63]. Following Break-
A-Scene [1], we use the two-stage training approach. In
the first stage, we optimize only textual clues @, ®,, Py,
for 1000 steps with a learning rate of 5e-4. In the second
stage, we jointly trained the LoRA weights ®4 and the tex-
tual clues for 200 additional steps with a learning rate of le-
4. Both stages utilize Adam optimizer [36] with a batch size
of 1 and weight decays of 1e-4. During the inference stage,
we set the number of denoising steps to 7" = 50. When
possible, we run all methods on SDXL v1.0, while others
are run on their respective default base models. Additional
implementation details are in Sec. 8 of supp. material.

5.1. Qualitative results

Figure 3 presents a qualitative comparison with existing
baselines, highlighting the effectiveness of our method in
balancing HOI editability and identity consistency. Exist-
ing methods typically struggle to address both aspects si-
multaneously. NTT and InstructPix2Pix fail to preserve the
identity of the subject and object, while InfEdit, CDS, and
Break-A-Scene retain the identity but rigidly adhere to the
structural composition of the source image, limiting their
ability to adapt to the target interaction. For example, when
modifying blow cake to hold cake, NTI correctly renders
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Figure 3. Qualitative comparison with baselines. The Source column shows the source image and its original interaction. Two target inter-
actions are generated per instance. Our method achieves the best HOI editability. More comparisons are in Figs. 6 and 7 (supplementary).

Table 2. Ablation study of InteractEdit. Disass., SFT, and LoRA
represents Disassemble HOI, Selective Fine-Tuning, and Regular-
ization with LoRA.

Method Disass. SFT LoRA | Overall | . HOL Identity
Editability | Consistency
Baseline 0.3820 0.143 0.621
w/o SFT & LoRA | v 0.3825 0.165 0.600
w/o LoRA v v 0.4378 0.274 0.602
w/o SFT v v 0.5090 0.466 0.552
w/o Disass. v v 0.4840 0.401 0.567
Ours v v v 0.5308 0.504 0.558

the hold cake action but drastically alters the appearance of
the person and cake, making them unrecognizable.

In contrast, our method is the only approach capable of
successfully generating the hold cake interaction while pre-
serving visual identity. This success stems from integrating
LoRA and selective fine-tuning during the inversion. LoRA
acts as a regularization mechanism, preventing overfitting to
the structural details of the source image, whereas the selec-

Source Base ine wiosrraLora w/o LORA w/o SFT W/O Disass. Ou

blo cake — hold cake
AT
o’

hold skateboard — r1de skateboard
Figure 4. Qualitative ablation study. The row below image shows
the source and target interaction.

P@

tive fine-tuning helps preserve the target interaction knowl-
edge in the pretrained model. Together, these techniques
allow our method to effectively modify interactions while



ensuring visual consistency. More qualitative results are in
Sec. 9 of the supp. material.

5.2. Quantitative results

For each pair of source image and target interaction in
IEBench, we generate 10 outputs using different random
seeds, resulting in a total of 1000 edited images. Table 1
compares our method against existing baselines in terms
of HOI editability, Identity Consistency (IC), and Overall
score. Our approach outperforms all others, shedding new
light on the task of HOI editing.

For HOI Editability score, our method achieves 0.504,
marking a notable improvement of 29.2% over the best per-
forming baseline, NTI. For identity consistency, our method
scores 0.558, successfully preserving identity while facili-
tating substantial changes in interaction. Balancing these
aspects, our method achieves the highest Overall score of
0.5308, significantly surpassing PnP Diffusion, by 25.8%.

These results empirically demonstrate that our method
substantially enhances interaction editability while preserv-
ing good identity consistency, achieving the optimal balance
among all baselines. This improvement is driven by our
LoRA-based inversion regularization, which prevents over-
fitting to the source image, and our Selective Fine-Tuning
strategy, which retains the target interaction knowledge.

5.3. Ablation studies

HOI editing presents significant challenges, such as overfit-
ting to the source image and ineffective use of pretrained in-
teraction knowledge, limiting the adaptability to new target
interactions. To address these issues, we conduct an abla-
tion study to assess the contributions of our selective fine-
tuning strategy and Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA). The re-
sults are summarized in Tab. 2 and visualized in Fig. 4. The
baseline refers to SDXL with DreamBooth [66] and Textual
Inversion [13].

Disassembling the HOI components using Break-A-
Scene provides a minor improvement in HOI editability,
raising the score from 0.143 to 0.165. This indicates that
while concept disentanglement helps in separating subject,
object, and background, it alone is insufficient for effec-
tive interaction editing. Selective fine-tuning, which in-
volves training only the Key and Value matrices while keep-
ing Query weights fixed, allows the model to preserve pre-
trained target interaction knowledge while learning the ap-
pearance features of the source image. This approach boosts
the HOI Editability score to 0.274 and maintains identity
consistency. To further counter overfitting, we incorpo-
rate LoRA, which limits model capacity by updating only
low-rank matrices. This prevents corruption of pretrained
interaction knowledge and preserves critical structural and
semantic features. With LoRA, the HOI Editability score
climbs to 0.504, with a slight decrease in identity consis-

68.2%

HOIEdit
EditFriendlyDDPM
Break-A-Scene XL

NTI
TurboEdit
Ours

8.2% 8.7% 8.7%

1.8% 4.4%

Figure 5. User Preferences

tency, yet achieving the highest Overall score of 0.5308.

Without selective fine-tuning, the HOI Editability score
falls to 0.466, demonstrating that training all attention com-
ponents compromises the model’s capacity to retain tar-
get interaction knowledge. Likewise, without disentangling
HOI components, the HOI Editability score drops to 0.401,
showing that entangled representations hinder effective in-
teraction modifications.

These findings underscore that our proposed selective
fine-tuning and LoRA on disentangled representations ef-
fectively work together to balance interaction modification
and identity preservation, addressing the fundamental chal-
lenges in HOI editing.

5.4. User study

To assess user preferences, we conducted a study involv-
ing 30 participants who were asked to choose the best result
from six different methods applied to 15 interaction edits.
Fig. 5 shows that 68.2% preferred our method, TurboEdit
and NTI each received 8.7%, Break-A-Scene XL achieved
8.2%, EditFriendly DDPM obtained 4.4%, and HOIEdit
was only 1.8%. The strong preference for our approach
underscores the effectiveness of our approach in skillfully
modifying interactions while maintaining identity, achiev-
ing a balance between realism and editing success. More
details are in Sec. 10 of the supp. material.

6. Conclusion

This paper introduces a novel zero-shot interaction editing
task and proposed InteractEdit to tackle its challenges. HOI
editing remains a formidable problem, requiring interaction
modifications while preserving identity. Existing methods
struggle to balance HOI editability and identity consistency,
as some overfit to the source image and overwrite pretrained
interaction priors, while others fail to effectively leverage
these priors, leading to suboptimal edits. To address this,
InteractEdit employs a LoRA-based inversion regulariza-
tion to mitigate overfitting and a selective fine-tuning strat-
egy to preserve target interaction knowledge while adapting
appearance from the source image. Extensive quantitative
and qualitative evaluations demonstrate that our method sig-
nificantly outperforms state-of-the-art approaches, setting a
new benchmark for HOI editing.
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Supplementary Material

7. Framework Details

We build on Break-A-Scene [1] and treat the subject, object
and background as three distinct concepts. In each source
image, the HOI is represented by these components, en-
coded as randomly initialized, learnable token embeddings
(Ps, @y, Ppg). These embeddings are incorporated into text
prompts and optimized during fine-tuning. Each concept
is associated with a mask M;, where ¢ € s, o0, bg, which
defines its spatial region within the image. At each train-
ing step, a subset of k& < N concepts is randomly selected,
and a corresponding text prompt Cyoyree 18 constructed. For
example, if the subject and background are chosen, the text
prompt takes the form: “a photo of [®] and [®y,].” Follow-
ing Break-A-Scene, a masked version of standard diffusion
loss is then applied, ensuring that only the pixels covered
by the selected concept masks contribute to optimization:

Leee = Ez,ewN(O,l),t “|6 O My — EG(Ztv t, Csource) © MU”%] ,

€))
where z; is the noisy latent at timestep ¢, Cyource 18 the text
prompt, My is the union of the corresponding masks, € is
the added noise, and, €4(+) is the denoising network.

To further disentangle different concepts, an additional
loss is imposed on the cross-attention maps to explicitly
align each concept token ®; with its corresponding spatial
region defined by the mask M;, where ¢ € s, o, bg (subject,
object, and background). The cross-attention loss is defined
as:

Lawn = Eq i [|CAs(®s,2) — M;3] (10)

where CAy(®P;, z;) is the cross-attention map between the
token ®; and the noisy latent z,. The U-Net contains atten-
tion layers at various resolutions. For our method, cross-
attention maps are extracted at a 16x16 resolution, aver-
aged across all corresponding U-Net layers, and normal-
ized to the range (0,1). This regularization ensures that
each learned concept token effectively corresponds to its
spatial region, preventing entanglement between different
concepts.

The total loss combines the masked reconstruction loss
and the cross-attention alignment loss:

Ltolal = Erec + Aattn‘catma (1 1)

where Ay = 0.01 following Break-A-Scene.

We fine-tune the model on the source image at a resolu-
tion of 512x512 and generate edited images at 1024x1024,
aligning with the native resolution of Stable Diffusion
XL. During fine-tuning, we integrate LoRA regularization

(Sec. 3.4) and Selective Fine-Tuning (Sec. 3.5) to balance
identity preservation and interaction adaptability.

Within the U-Net architecture, we adopt a selective train-
ing approach where only the Key (Wg) and Value (Wy/)
weights in the self-attention and cross-attention layers are
updated, while the Query (W) weights remain frozen.
These updates are performed using low-rank modifications
with LoRA to constrain fine-tuning and prevent overfitting.
Specifically, the original pretrained weights (Woriginal) re-
main frozen, and only the low-rank LoRA weights (A and
B) are trained. Together, these LoRA-adapted weights
across all U-Net blocks form @y , which encapsulates the
learned adjustments that adapt the model to the source im-
age while maintaining interaction priors.

8. Implementation Details

To facilitate fair comparisons in the HOI editing task, we
re-implemented existing methods as part of our benchmark.
This re-implementation aims to standardize evaluation prac-
tices and support future research efforts in this area. The
re-implemented methods will be made open-source along-
side our benchmark. In this section, we provide detailed
descriptions of how each method was implemented.
Null-Text Inversion [53] is implemented with Prompt-to-
Prompt [22], following the official code '. Null-Text Inver-
sion enables real-image inversion, and the editing process
is performed with Prompt-to-Prompt. For inversion, we use
a null inversion prompt (‘*”’), while for editing, the target
prompt follows the format: “a photo of [subject] [target in-
teraction] [object]”. We use Stable Diffusion v1.5 with a
guidance scale of 7.5 and 50 sampling steps.

PnP Diffusion [76] is implemented following the official
diffusers code . We adhere to the default hyperparameters:
7 = 0.8, 74 = 0.5, timesteps = 50 and use Stable Diffu-
sion 2.1. For inversion, we use a null inversion prompt (‘’),
while for editing, the target prompt follows the format: “a
photo of [subject] [target interaction] [object]”.

MasaCtrl [5] is implemented following the official code °.
We use Stable Diffusion v1.4 as are unable to reproduce the
method on Stable Diffusion XL. We follow the default hy-
perparameters: S = 4, L = 10. For inversion, we use a null
inversion prompt (“’), while for editing, the target prompt
follows the format: “a photo of [subject] [target interaction]
[object]”.

HOIEdit [82] is implemented following the official code



https://github.com/google/prompt-to-prompt
https://github.com/MichalGeyer/pnp-diffusers
https://github.com/TencentARC/MasaCtrl
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Figure 6. Qualitative comparison with more existing baselines. The Source column shows the source image and its original interaction.
For each instance, two target interactions are generated. Our method demonstrates the best HOI editability.

*. We use Stable Diffusion v1.4 and follow the default hy-
perparameters: S = 4,L = 10. Following the paper, for
inversion, we use a null inversion prompt (‘”’), while for
editing, the target prompt follows the format: “[subject] jRy,
[object]”, which yields the best outcome in preserving iden-
tity while accurately modifying the interaction, where Ry,
is trained interaction token using ReVersion [29]. To train
the interaction token, for all 25 actions in IEBench, we ran-
domly select 10 images as the training image.

Imagic [35] is implemented following the community-
provided code °. We use Stable Diffusion v1.5 and adopt
the default hyperparameters from the community code: n =
1.2, Although this value differs from the official implemen-

4https://github.com/Kenneth-Wong/hoiedit

Shttps://github.com/huggingface/diffusers/blob/
main/examples/community/imagic_stable_diffusion.
19

tation, we find it produces better results in our experiments.
For editing, the target prompt is formatted as: “a photo of
[subject] [target interaction] [object]”.

CDS [57] is implemented following the official code ©. We
use Stable Diffusion v1.5 and follow the default hyperpa-
rameters: (.., = 3.0, ¢pps = 1.0. For inversion, we use a
source prompt which follows the format: “a photo of [sub-
ject] [source interaction] [object]”, while for editing, the tar-
get prompt follows the format: “a photo of [subject] [target
interaction] [object]”.

DAC [73] is implemented following the official code 7. We
use Stable Diffusion v2.1 and follow the default hyperpa-
rameters: annealing of 0.8, and use a guidance scale of 4.0
and 30 inference steps. For abduction 1, which performs

Shttps : / / github . com /
ContrastiveDenoisingScore
"https://github.com/xuesong39/DAC

HyelinNAM /
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Figure 7. Qualitative comparison with more existing baselines.
The Source column shows the source image and its original inter-
action. For each instance, two target interactions are generated.
Our method demonstrates the best HOI editability.

the inversion, we use a source prompt which follows the
format: “a photo of [subject] [source interaction] [object]”,
while for abduction 2, which related to the editing, we use
the target prompt follows the format: “a photo of [subject]
[target interaction] [object]”.

LEDITS++ [3] is implemented following the official code
¥, We use Stable Diffusion XL and follow the default pa-
rameters: edit guidance scale of [5.0, 10.0] and edit thresh-
old of [0.9, 0.85] with edit direction of [reverse, forward] for
source and target concepts. Since LEDITS++ requires the
invert prompt to be the target concept, we let it be ”[source
interaction]”, while the target prompt is ”[target interac-
tion]”.

InstructPix2Pix [4] is

implemented  follow-

8https://github.com/huggingface/diffusers/tree/
main/src/diffusers/pipelines/ledits_pp

7, We use

weight

ing the community-provided code
Stable Diffusion XL based pretrained
diffusers/sdxl-instructpix2pix-768
and adopt the following hyperparameters: image guidance
of 1.5, guidance scale of 3.0 and 100 inference steps. The
target prompt is formatted as: “Make [subject] [target
interaction] [object]”, as the method requires the prompt to
be given as an instruction.
ReNoise [15] is implemented following the official code
10, We use Stable Diffusion XL Turbo and use the follow-
ing hyperparameters: 4 inversion steps, 4 inference steps,
9 renoise steps, Apair = 20.0, Apach-xkr. = 0.065. For inver-
sion, we use a source prompt which follows the format: “a
photo of [subject] [source interaction] [object]”, while for
editing, the target prompt follows the format: “a photo of
[subject] [target interaction] [object]”.
TurboEdit [8] is implemented following the official code
', We use Stable Diffusion XL Turbo and use the follow-
ing hyperparameters: pseudo-guidance scale w = 1.5 and
4 denoising steps. For inversion, we use a source prompt
which follows the format: “a photo of [subject] [source in-
teraction] [object]”, while for editing, the target prompt fol-
lows the format: “a photo of [subject] [target interaction]
[object]”.
SVDiff [21] is implemented following the community-
provided code '°. We use Stable Diffusion v1.5. For in-
version, we use a source prompt which follows the format:
“a photo of [subject] [source interaction] [object]”, while
for editing, the target prompt follows the format: “a photo
of [subject] [target interaction] [object]”.
Edit Friendly DDPM [30] is implemented following the
official code '*. We use Stable Diffusion v1.5 and use the
following default hyperparameters: strength = 15, Ty, =
36,n = 1 and 100 inference steps. For inversion, we use a
source prompt which follows the format: “a photo of [sub-
ject] [source interaction] [object]”, while for editing, the tar-
get prompt follows the format: “a photo of [subject] [target
interaction] [object]”.
DDS [23] is implemented following the official code '*. We
use Stable Diffusion v2.1 and use the default hyperparame-
ters. For inversion, we use a source prompt which follows
the format: ‘““a photo of [subject] [source interaction] [ob-
ject]”, while for editing, the target prompt follows the for-
mat: “a photo of [subject] [target interaction] [object]”.
InfEdit [81] is implemented following the official code

Shttps://github.com/huggingface/diffusers/tree/
main/examples/instruct_pix2pix
Onttps://github.com/garibida/ReNoise-Inversion
Uhttps://github.com/GiilDe/turbo-edit
2pttps://github.com/mkshing/svdiff-pytorch
Bhttps://github.com/inbarhub/DDPM_inversion
Ypttps://github.com/google /prompt - to - prompt /
blob/main/DDS_zeroshot.ipynb
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5. Following the paper, we use Stable Diffusion v1.5

( SimianLuo/LCM Dreamshaper_v7 ) and use the
following default hyperparameters: source guidance scale
of 1, target guidance scale of 2, cross replace steps of
0.3, self replace steps of 0.3, target blend threshold of 0.3,
source blend threshold of 0.3, and inference steps of 15.
For inversion, we use a source prompt which follows the
format: “a photo of [subject] [source interaction] [object]”,
while for editing, the target prompt follows the format: “a
photo of [subject] [target interaction] [object]”.
Break-A-Scene [1] is implemented following the official
code '°. We use Stable Diffusion v2.1 and use the follow-
ing default hyperparameters: Ay, = 0.01. We fine-tune
400 steps in stage 1 and 800 steps in stage 2 with the de-
fault learning rate of 5e-4 and 2e-6, which we found to work
well empirically. For fair comparison, we re-implement
Break-A-Scene XL which is based on Stable Diffusion XL
(SG161222/RealVisXL.v4.0 ). Weuse Ay = 0.01
and fine-tune 1000 steps in stage 1 and 200 steps in stage 2,
with a learning rate of 3e-4 and 2e-6 respectively, which we
found to work well empirically.

8.1. Resources Analysis

To analyze the resource usage of each method, we evaluate
the time and memory consumption, as detailed in Tab. 3. All
experiments are conducted using a single NVIDIA A100
SXM4 80GB GPU, and the analysis is based on the resource
usage required to complete IEBench. For most image edit-
ing methods, the total time taken is the sum of the time spent
on source image inversion (28 inversions) and generating
the edited images (1000 edits). However, some methods
deviate from this standard workflow:

* HOIEdit: Requires training an interaction token for each
action. For IEBench, with 18 different target actions, the
training process takes a total of 58,320 seconds.

 Imagic: Performs inversion using both the target prompt
and source images, requiring 100 inversions for IEBench.

* DAC: Involves two types of inversion: Induction-1 (once
per source image, 28 inversions) and Induction-2 (per
source-target pair, 100 inversions, see Others column
in Tab. 3).

* InstructPix2Pix: Requires extensive pretraining on a
large instruction-image pair dataset. The pretraining
dataset'’, contains 313010 edit instruction-image pairs.
InstructPix2Pix was trained for 15,000 steps using 8x
NVIDIA A100 GPUs with a batch size of 32 '*.

* ReNoise: Performs inversion for each generated image,
resulting in 1000 inversions for IEBench.

* TurboEdit: Integrates inversion into the editing process.

15https://github.com/sledfgroup/InfEdit
16nttps://github.com/google/break-a-scene
timbrooks/instructpix2pix-clip-filtered
Bhttps : / / huggingface . co / diffusers / sdxl -
instructpix2pix—-768
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Figure 8. User preferences for each interaction edit.

Due to the inherent properties of latent inversion, some
methods (Null-Text Inversion with Prompt-to-Prompt, PnP
Diffusion, MasaCtrl, HOIEdit, LEDITS++, and Edit-
Friendly DDPM) initialize the editing from a fixed inverted
noise rather than random noise, resulting in deterministic
editing outcomes with no variation across multiple genera-
tions. Nevertheless, to ensure a fair comparison with other
methods, we report the time required to generate 10 edits,
maintaining consistency with the evaluation protocol.

Our proposed method, InteractEdit, achieves comparable
computational efficiency to existing methods while signif-
icantly enhancing HOI editability. Unlike HOIEdit, which
relies on costly interaction token training, InteractEdit oper-
ates in a zero-shot manner without requiring interaction in-
version. Furthermore, InteractEdit requires less than 15GB
of GPU memory, making it practical for mainstream GPUs.

9. More Qualitative Results

In Fig. 6, we provide a more visual comparison on same
source images as in Fig. 3 for methods that are not in the
main paper. Fig. 12 extends the comparison to additional
source images. Compared to other methods, our method
successfully enables interaction edits while maintaining the
identity.
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Table 3. Comparison between InteractEdit and existing baselines in terms of resource cost. Total time taken is computed as the total
required time to complete IEBench, while average time taken is averaged over the number of image generated. Most methods perform
inversion per source image and editing per generated image, except for HOIEdit, Imagic, DAC, ReNoise, and TurboEdit, which follow
different workflows. ' indicates methods requiring pretraining, pretraining time is not included in this table. * “Others” refers to the total
time taken for training interaction tokens. ¥ “Others” refers to Induction-2, which requires 100 times. For further details, refer to Sec. 8.1.

Time Taken (s) Total | Average | GPU Memory (GB)
Method Base Inversion | Editing | Others | (min) (s) Inversion | Editing
NTI SDvl1.5 18.81 4.56 85 5.09 11.14 11.15
PnP SDv2.1 50.16 130 7.81 3.84 7.97
MasaCtrl SDvl.4 3.68 10.36 174 10.46 6.07 12.48
HOIEdit SDvl.4 46.93 14.07 | 81000* | 1606 96.38 11.07 20.57
Imagic SDvl1.5 244.98 3.81 472 28.31 18.83 19.93
CDS SDvl1.5 - 34.19 570 34.19 - 10.23
DAC SDv2.1 330.52 5.07 335.88% | 799 4791 16.43 9.71
LEDITS++ SDXL 4.13 4.46 76 4.58 9.45 9.45
InstructPix2Pix f SDXL - 74.44 1241 74.44 - 12.36
ReNoise SDXL Turbo 4.99 0.36 89 5.35 8.38 9.36
TurboEdit SDXL Turbo - 1.31 22 1.31 - 23.88
SVDiff SDvl1.5 330.01 22.4 527 31.64 15.89 12.65
Edit Friendly DDPM | SDv1.5 9.07 5.79 101 6.04 6.32 6.95
DDS SDv2.1 - 9.23 154 9.23 - 7.32
InfEdit SDvl1.5 - 3.92 65 3.92 - 15.58
Break-A-Scene SDv2.1 274.3 1.42 152 9.10 27.79 4.09
Break-A-Scene XL SDXL 502.15 5.34 323 19.40 65.84 14.55
InteractEdit SDXL 466.27 5.92 316 18.98 14.11 14.74
10. User Study Details Edits involving a sports ball, such as kick — catch/drib-

We select NTI, TurboEdit, and EditFriendly DDPM for the
user study as they were the most effective interaction edit-
ing methods before our approach. HOIEdit is included due
to its specialization in HOI editing, while Break-A-Scene
XL serves as our baseline. For a fair comparison, the par-
ticipants selected the best result from six methods across 15
interaction edits, with options randomly shuffled to mini-
mize bias.

To assess user preferences, we conducted an online sur-
vey where participants were instructed to evaluate the edits
based on three criteria: (1) adherence to the target inter-
action—how well the edit reflects the intended action, (2)
identity consistency—whether the subject and object retain
their original appearance, and (3) realism—how natural and
visually plausible the edit appears.

In our user study, participants evaluated edits rang-
ing from subtle action transitions to significant pose and
structural modifications. Complex edits such as jump —
hold/ride/sit on skateboard require adjusting both the sub-
ject’s pose and the spatial relationship with the object,
making them particularly challenging for existing meth-
ods. Similarly, ride — feed/wash/kiss horse involve close-
contact interactions that demand precise alterations to the
subject’s positioning while preserving identity consistency.

ble/hold ball assess a model’s ability to modify hand and
foot placement while maintaining a natural transition be-
tween actions. Similarly, hold — jump/ride/sit on skate-
board require adapting the subject’s posture while ensuring
the skateboard remains a consistent object in the scene. Fi-
nally, hand-object interaction edits like hit — catch/hold/hit
ball evaluate whether the model can effectively modify the
action without introducing artifacts or unnatural grasp on
the object. These diverse edits allow us to assess how well
different methods handle a range of interaction modifica-
tions, from subtle changes to full-body pose adjustments.

Fig. 8 provides insights into user preferences for differ-
ent interaction edits. Across 14 out of 15 interaction ed-
its, our method is the most preferred. In some more chal-
lenging edits, such as hold skateboard — sit on skateboard
and ride horse — kiss/wash/feed horse, our method signifi-
cantly outperforms others, due to its ability to modify inter-
action while preserving identity. For more common inter-
action, like kick ball — dribble ball, hit ball — catch/throw
ball, preferences are more diverse, suggesting that multiple
methods can achieve reasonable results in simpler interac-
tion modifications.



Figure 9. Source images included in IEBench, covering a diverse range of human-object interactions.

Table 4. Objects and Their Candidate Target Interactions in
IEBench.

Object Target Interactions
Broccoli cut, eat, hold, smell, wash
Dining table | clean, eat at, sit at
Skateboard hold, jump, ride, sit on
Chair hold, lie on, sit on, stand on
Book carry, hold, read
Snowboard | hold, jump, ride
Surfboard hold, jump, ride, sit on
Sports ball catch, dribble, hit, hold, kick, throw
Cake blow, cut, eat, hold, make
Horse feed, kiss, ride, walk, wash
Dog feed, groom, hug, walk, wash
Pizza cut, eat, hold, make, pick up
Cat feed, hold, hug, kiss, wash
11. IEBench Details

Our proposed IEBench consists of 28 source images cover-
ing 25 actions and 13 objects, forming a total of 100 unique
( source image, target interaction ) pairs. The full set of ac-
tions includes: feed, make, pick up, sit on, hit, ride, walk,
cut, eat at, jump, throw, dribble, smell, kick, hug, eat, hold,
catch, sit at, wash, stand on, kiss, groom, carry, and lie

on. The objects included in the benchmark are: skateboard,
chair, pizza, broccoli, horse, book, snowboard, cat, cake,
dining table, sports ball, dog, and surfboard.

To ensure diverse and meaningful interaction editing sce-
narios, each object is paired with multiple target interac-
tions, as detailed in Tab. 4. The complete set of source im-
ages used in IEBench is illustrated in Fig. 9.

Listing | describes the process of determining whether
an edited image successfully reflects the target interaction
using an HOI detector, while Listing 2 outlines the method
for computing identity consistency by comparing feature
embeddings of the subject and object in the source and
edited images.

The final evaluation scores for each method are obtained
by averaging HOI Editability (binary success rate) and Iden-
tity Consistency (cosine similarity) across all instances in
IEBench, providing a comprehensive assessment of both in-
teraction accuracy and appearance preservation.

12. More Ablation Studies

Fig. 10 presents the effect of varying the rank of Key and
Value matrices, rx and ry, on HOI editability, showing a
sharp decline when ry exceed ry . Fig. 11 evaluates their
impact on Identity Consistency, showing that both high 7
with low 7y and low rx with high ry lead to poor consis-
tency. while increasing the rank generally improves HOI
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Figure 10. HOI editability for different ranks of K and V.
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Figure 11. Identity consistency for different ranks of K and V.

editability, excessively high values may lead to diminished
gains. We set both rx and ry to 64, achieving a balance
between HOI editability and Identity Consistency.

13. Societal Impact

Our work on human-object interaction (HOI) editing has
the potential to benefit multiple fields while also presenting
ethical considerations that must be carefully managed.

On the positive side, our method enables more precise
and efficient image editing, which can support applications
in education, entertainment, accessibility, and digital con-
tent creation. In gaming and virtual worlds, it allows for
more diverse and realistic character interactions, enhanc-

I def compute_hoi_match (edited_image,

act, obj):

wnn
Compute HOI Match by detecting interactions
in the edited image.

Args:

edited_image: Edited image.

act: Action (verb) for the target
interaction.

obj: Object for the target interaction.
Returns:

score (1 if successful, else 0).
mnow
# Step 1: Detect all interactions in the
edited image
detections = HOIDetector.detect (edited_image)
# Step 2: Filter interactions based on target

action and object with a confidence

threshold
matches = HOIDetector.filter(

detections,

act,

obj,

confidence=0.1,

)

# Step 3: Select the interaction with the
highest confidence

score = 1 if len(matches) > 0 else 0

return score

Listing 1. Pseudocode for computing HOI match

ing user immersion. In e-commerce and advertising, busi-
nesses can generate adaptable product demonstrations with-
out requiring extensive photoshoots. In visual storytelling,
artists and content creators can efficiently modify interac-
tions to better convey narratives. Additionally, this tech-
nology could aid educational tools by providing interactive
visual explanations of real-world interactions.

However, the ability to modify interactions in existing
images also introduces ethical risks, particularly regarding
misuse and misinformation. The potential to alter interac-
tions in photographs raises concerns about deepfake-style
manipulation, deceptive content, and misleading visual nar-
ratives. There is a risk that such technology could be used
for unethical purposes, such as fabricating events or mod-
ifying evidence. Ensuring responsible usage requires clear
guidelines, watermarking, or detection mechanisms to pre-
vent misuse in sensitive contexts.

14. Limitations

While InteractEdit enables effective zero-shot HOI editing,
it has several limitations. First, it relies on the pretrained
diffusion model’s prior knowledge, making it struggle with



I def compute_identity_consistency (source_image, edited_image, subject_label, object_label):

5 nnn

3 Compute Identity Consistency (IC) by comparing subject and object embeddings.

5 Args:

6 source_image (Image): Original source image.

7 edited_image (Image): Edited image generated by the HOI editing model.
8 subject_label (str): Label of the subject (e.g., "person").

9 object_label (str): Label of the object (e.g., "dog", "ball").

10

11 Returns:

12 float: Average cosine similarity score between subject and object embeddings.
14 # Step 1: Detect subject and object bounding boxes in source and edited images

15 source_subject_box = GroundingDINO.detect_entity (source_image, subject_label)

16 source_object_box = GroundingDINO.detect_entity (source_image, object_label)

17 edited_subject_box = GroundingDINO.detect_entity (edited_image, subject_label)

18 edited_object_box = GroundingDINO.detect_entity (edited_image, object_label)
19

20 # Step 2: Segment subject and object using SAM with detected bounding boxes
21 source_subject_mask = SAM.segment (source_image, source_subject_box)

2 source_object_mask = SAM.segment (source_image, source_object_box)

23 edited_subject_mask = SAM.segment (edited_image, edited_subject_box)

24 edited_object_mask = SAM.segment (edited_image, edited_object_box)

26 # Step 3: Extract feature embeddings using SigLIP

27 source_subject_feat = SigLIP.extract_features (source_image, source_subject_mask)
28 source_object_feat = SigLIP.extract_features (source_image, source_object_mask)
29 edited_subject_feat = SigLIP.extract_features (edited_image, edited_subject_mask)

30 edited_object_feat = SigLIP.extract_features (edited_image, edited_object_mask)

32 # Step 4: Compute cosine similarity for subject and object
33 subject_similarity = cosine_similarity (source_subject_feat, edited_subject_feat)
34 object_similarity = cosine_similarity (source_object_feat, edited_object_feat)

36 # Step 5: Compute final Identity Consistency score (average of subject & object similarity)
37 identity_consistency = (subject_similarity + object_similarity) / 2

39 return identity_consistency

Listing 2. Pseudocode for computing Identity Consistency

uncommon or unseen interactions, leading to unrealistic ed-
its when prior knowledge is lacking. Enhancing the model’s
knowledge base or incorporating additional guidance could
address this issue.

Second, InteractEdit is limited to modifying a single in-
teraction per image and cannot handle multiple simultane-
ous interactions, which are common in real-world scenar-
ios. Extending the framework to support multi-interaction
editing requires further advancements in structured interac-
tion representation.

Third, while more efficient than methods requiring full
retraining, such as HOIEdit [82], InteractEdit still involves
fine-tuning, making it more computationally demanding
than purely text-guided editing. Reducing resource over-
head while maintaining edit quality remains an important
direction for future work.
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Figure 12. More qualitative comparison. Our method demonstrates the best HOI editability.
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