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Fig. 1: PowerPaint is the first versatile image inpainting model that simultaneously
achieves state-of-the-art results in various inpainting tasks, including text-guided object
inpainting, object removal, shape-guided object inpainting with controllable shape-
fitting, outpainting, etc. [Best viewed in color with zoom-in]

Abstract. Advancing image inpainting is challenging as it requires fill-
ing user-specified regions for various intents, such as background filling
and object synthesis. Existing approaches focus on either context-aware
filling or object synthesis using text descriptions. However, achieving
both tasks simultaneously is challenging due to differing training strate-
gies. To overcome this challenge, we introduce PowerPaint, the first
high-quality and versatile inpainting model that excels in multiple in-
painting tasks. First, we introduce learnable task prompts along with
tailored fine-tuning strategies to guide the model’s focus on different
inpainting targets explicitly. This enables PowerPaint to accomplish var-
ious inpainting tasks by utilizing different task prompts, resulting in
state-of-the-art performance. Second, we demonstrate the versatility of
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the task prompt in PowerPaint by showcasing its effectiveness as a neg-
ative prompt for object removal. Moreover, we leverage prompt interpo-
lation techniques to enable controllable shape-guided object inpainting,
enhancing the model’s applicability in shape-guided applications. Finally,
we conduct extensive experiments and applications to verify the effec-
tiveness of PowerPaint. We release our codes and models on our project
page: https://powerpaint.github.io/.

Keywords: Image inpainting · Object removal · Diffusion model

1 Introduction

Image inpainting aims to fill in user-specified regions in an image with plausible
content [4]. It has been widely applied in various practical domains, including
photo restoration [3, 17, 19] and object removal [22, 30, 37]. Recently, with the
increasing popularity of text-to-image (T2I) models [24, 25, 27, 41], inpainting
has become even more essential. It provides a flexible and interactive approach
to mask unsatisfactory regions in generated images and regenerate them for
achieving perfect results [33,34].

Despite the significant practical benefits, achieving high-quality versatile im-
age inpainting remains a challenge [19,30,37]. Early works focus on context-aware
image inpainting, where models are trained by randomly masking a region in an
image and reconstructing the original content [19,22,37]. Such a design aims to
incorporate the image context into the inpainted regions, resulting in coherent
and visually pleasing completions. However, these models encounter challenges
when it comes to synthesizing novel objects since they rely solely on the context
to infer the missing content [30, 37]. Recent advancements have seen a shift to-
wards text-guided image inpainting, where a pre-trained T2I model is fine-tuned
using masks and text descriptions, resulting in remarkable outcomes in object
synthesis [25, 33–35]. However, these approaches introduce a bias that assumes
the presence of objects in the masked regions. To remove unwanted objects for
a clean background, these models often require extensive prompt engineering
or complex workflow. Moreover, these methods remain vulnerable to generating
random artifacts that lack coherence with the image context [33,34].

In this paper, we introduce PowerPaint, the first versatile inpainting model
that excels in both text-guided object inpainting and context-aware image in-
painting. Our approach capitalizes on the use of distinct learnable task prompts
and tailored training strategies for each task, enabling PowerPaint to handle
multiple inpainting tasks within a single model. Specifically, PowerPaint is built
upon a pre-trained T2I diffusion model [25]. To fine-tune the T2I model for
different inpainting tasks, we introduce two learnable task prompts, Pobj and
Pctxt, for text-guided object inpainting and context-aware image inpainting,
respectively. Pobj is optimized by using object bounding boxes as masks and
appending Pobj as a suffix to the text description, while Pctxt is optimized
with random masks and Pctxt itself as the text prompt. Through such train-
ing, Pobj is able to prompt the PowerPaint to synthesize novel objects based

https://powerpaint.github.io/
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on text descriptions, while using Pctxt can fill in coherent results according to
the image context without any additional text hints. Moreover, the learned task
prompt in PowerPaint has effectively captured the intrinsic pattern of the task
and can be extended to facilitate powerful object removal. In particular, existing
T2I models employ a classifier-free guidance sampling strategy, where a nega-
tive prompt can effectively suppress undesired effects [8, 13]. By leveraging this
sampling strategy and designating Pctxt as the positive prompt and Pobj as the
negative prompt, PowerPaint effectively prevents the generation of unwanted
objects and promotes seamless background filling in the target region, leading
to a significant improvement in object removal [25].

To demonstrate the versatility of our task prompts, we further explore a
novel prompt interpolation operation for object inpainting, enabling controllable
shape-fitting degree to the mask. This task involves balancing text-guided object
inpainting in the central region of the mask with context-aware background filling
near the periphery. During training, we randomly expand object segmentation
masks to create inpainting masks and interpolate between Pctxt and a new task
prompt, Pshape, based on the expanded area ratio. After training, users can
control the shape-fitting degree to the mask by interpolating between Pctxt and
Pshape. Our main contributions are as follows:

– To the best of our knowledge, PowerPaint is the first versatile inpainting
model that achieves state-of-the-art results in multiple inpainting tasks.

– We demonstrate the versatility of the task prompts in PowerPaint, show-
casing their capability for object removal by negative prompts and object
inpainting with controllable shape-fitting by prompt interpolation.

– We conducted extensive experiments including both quantitative and qual-
itative evaluations, to verify the effectiveness of PowerPaint in addressing a
wide range of inpainting tasks.

2 Related Work

Image Inpainting. With the significant progress of deep learning, some works
have gained remarkable achievements by leveraging generative adversarial net-
works [3–5, 7, 10, 37–40]. These approaches often randomly mask any regions in
an image and are optimized to recover the masked region [21, 22, 37]. Through
such optimization, these models are able to fill in the region with content that is
coherent with the image context. However, these approaches can not infer new
objects from the image context and fail to synthesize novel contents.

Recent advancements have been greatly promoted by text-to-image diffusion
models [8, 12,24,27]. Specifically, SD-Inpainting [25] and ControlNet-Inpainting
[41] are both built upon the large-scale pre-trained text-to-image model, i.e.,
Stable Diffusion [25]. They fine-tune a pre-trained T2I model for inpainting with
random masks as the inpainting masks and image captions as the text prompt.
Despite some good results, these models often suffer from text misalignment and
fail to synthesize objects that align with the text prompt. Smartbrush and Ima-
gen Editor propose to address this issue by using paired object-description data
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for training [33,34]. However, these models tend to assume that there are always
objects in the missing regions, losing the ability to perform context-aware image
inpainting. We highlight that, through learning different task prompts for differ-
ent tasks, PowerPaint significantly improves the alignment of text and context,
leading to state-of-the-art results in both context-aware image inpainting and
text-guided object inpainting.
Adapting Text-to-Image Models. Text-to-image models have achieved re-
markable advances recently, showcasing their ability to generate realistic and
diverse images based on natural language descriptions [24, 25, 27]. These mod-
els have opened up a wide range of applications that utilize their generative
power [9, 14, 26, 29, 31, 43]. One notable example is DreamBooth, which fine-
tunes the model to associate specific visual concepts with textual cues, enabling
users to create personalized images from text [26]. Textual Inversion uses a sin-
gle word vector to encode a unique and novel visual concept, which can then
be inverted to generate an image [9]. Furthermore, Kumari et al. [14] propose a
method to simultaneously learn multiple visual concepts and seamlessly blend
them with existing ones by optimizing a few parameters. Instead of learning
concept-specific prompts, we propose the utilization of task-specific prompts
to guide text-to-image models to achieve various tasks within a single model.
Through fine-tuning both the textual embeddings and model parameters, we
establish a robust alignment between the task prompts and the desired targets.

3 PowerPaint

To fine-tune a pre-trained text-to-image model for high-quality and versatile
inpainting, we introduce three learnable task prompts: Pobj, Pctxt, and Pshape,
as shown in Figure 2. By incorporating these task prompts along with tailored
training strategies, PowerPaint is able to deliver outstanding performance in
various inpainting tasks, including text-guided object inpainting, context-aware
image inpainting, object removal, and shape-guided object inpainting.

3.1 Preliminary

PowerPaint is built upon the well-trained text-to-image diffusion model, i.e.,
Stable Diffusion, which comprises forward and reverse processes [25]. In the
forward process, a noise is added to a clean image x0 in a closed form,

xt =
√
ᾱtx0 +

√
1− ᾱtϵ, ϵ ∼ N (0, I), (1)

where xt is the noisy image at timestep t, and ᾱt denotes the corresponding
noise level. In the reverse process, a neural network parameterized by θ, denoted
as ϵθ, is optimized to predict the added noise ϵt. This enables the generation
of images by denoising step by step from Gaussian noise. A classical diffusion
model is typically optimized by:

L = Ex0,t,ϵt∥ϵt − ϵθ(xt, t)∥22. (2)
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Fig. 2: Overview. PowerPaint fine-tunes a text-to-image model with two learnable
task prompts, i.e., Pobj and Pctxt, for text-guided object inpainting and context-aware
image inpainting, respectively. After training, Pobj can be further used as a negative
prompt with classifier-free guidance sampling for effective object removal. We further
introduce Pshape for shape-guided object inpainting, which can be extended by prompt
interpolation with Pctxt to control the degree of shape-fitting for object inpainting.

To fine-tune Stable Diffusion for inpainting, PowerPaint begins by extending the
first convolutional layer of the denoising network ϵθ with five additional channels
specifically designed for the masked image x0⊙ (1−m) and masks m. The input
to PowerPaint consists of the concatenation of the noisy latent, masked image,
and masks, denoted as x′

t. Additionally, the denoising process can be guided by
additional information such as text y. The model is optimized by:

L = Ex0,m,t,y,ϵt∥ϵt − ϵθ(x
′
t, τθ(y), t)∥22, (3)

where τθ(·) is the CLIP text encoder. Importantly, PowerPaint extends the text
condition by incorporating learnable task prompts, which serve as guidance for
the model to accomplish diverse inpainting tasks.

3.2 Learning with Task Prompts

Context-aware image inpainting and text-guided object inpainting are promi-
nent applications in the field of inpainting, each demanding distinct training
strategies for optimal results [22, 25, 37]. To seamlessly integrate these two dis-
tinct objectives into a unified model, we propose the use of two learnable task
prompts dedicated to each task. These task prompts serve as guidance for the
model, enabling it to effectively accomplish the desired inpainting targets.
Context-aware Image Inpainting. Context-aware image inpainting aims to
fill in the user-specified regions with content that seamlessly integrates with the
surrounding image context. Previous studies have shown that training models
with random masks and optimizing them to reconstruct the original image yields
the best results [19, 22, 37]. This training strategy effectively encourages the
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(a) Original Image (b) Adobe Firefly (c) PowerPaint

Fig. 3: To remove objects from crowded image context, the commercial product, Adobe
Firefly [1], tends to copy from the context (as circled in the green bounding box), while
PowerPaint successfully erases the objects.

model to attend to the image context and fill in coherent content. To achieve
this, we introduce a learnable task prompt, denoted as Pctxt, which serves as the
text condition during training. Additionally, we randomly mask the image region
as part of the training process. During model fine-tuning, Pctxt is optimized by:

pctxt = argmin
p

Ex0,m,t,p,ϵt∥ϵt − ϵθ(x
′
t, τθ(p), t)∥22, (4)

where p is randomly initialized as an array of tokens and then used as input to
the text encoder. This formulation enables users to seamlessly fill in regions with
coherent content without explicitly specifying the desired content.
Text-guided Object Inpainting. Synthesizing novel objects that cannot be
inferred solely from the image context often requires additional guidance pro-
vided by text prompts. Successful approaches in this area have leveraged paired
object-caption data during training, allowing the model to generate objects that
align with the provided text prompts [25,33,34]. To achieve this, we introduce a
learnable task prompt, denoted as Pobj, which serves as the task hint for text-
guided object inpainting. Specifically, Pobj shares similar optimization functions
as Equation (4), but with two differences. First, for a given training image, we
utilize the detected object’s bounding box as the inpainting mask. Second, we
append Pobj as a suffix to the text description of the masked region, which serves
as the input to the text encoder. After training, our model effectively learns to
inpaint images based on either the given context or text descriptions.
Object Removal. PowerPaint can be used for object removal, where users can
use a mask to cover the entire object and condition the model on the task prompt
Pctxt to fill in coherent content. However, it becomes more challenging when
attempting to remove objects in crowded contexts. As shown in Figure 3, even
state-of-the-art solutions like Adobe Firefly [1], while generating visually pleasing
content, tend to synthesize objects within the masked region. We suspect that
the inherent network structure, which includes attention layers, leads to the
model paying excessive attention to the context. This makes it easier for the
model to ‘copy’ information from the crowded context and ‘paste’ it into the
masked region, resulting in object synthesis instead of removal.
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Fig. 4: Illustration of prompt interpolation. To enable object inpainting with a
controllable shape-fitting degree, we randomly expand the object segmentation mask
and interpolate Pctxt and Pshape according to the expanded area ratio.

Fortunately, Pctxt and Pobj can be combined with a powerful classifier-free
guidance sampling strategy [13] to achieve effective object removal. This strategy
transforms the denoising process into the following form:

ϵ̃θ = w · ϵθ(x′
t, τθ(pctxt), t) + (1− w) · ϵθ(x′

t, τθ(pobj), t), (5)

where Pctxt is considered a positive prompt, while Pobj is considered a negative
prompt, and w is the guidance scale. The classifier-free guidance strategy works
by decreasing the likelihood conditioned on the negative prompt and increasing
the likelihood conditioned on the positive prompt for the sample. With this
design, the likelihood of generating objects can be effectively decreased to achieve
object removal, as demonstrated in Figure 3. This outcome indicates that the
task prompts in PowerPaint have successfully captured the patterns associated
with different inpainting tasks.
Controllable Shape Guided Object Inpainting. In this part, we explore
shape-guided object inpainting, where the generated object aligns well with the
given mask shape. To achieve this, we introduce a third task prompt, denoted
as Pshape, which is trained using precise object segmentation masks and object
descriptions, following previous works [34]. However, we have noticed that relying
solely on Pshape can lead the model to overfit the mask shape while disregarding
the overall shape of the object. For instance, when provided with the prompt “a
cat" and a square mask, the model may generate cat textures within the square
mask without considering the realistic shape of a cat.

To address the above limitation and offer users a more reasonable and control-
lable shape-guided object inpainting, we propose task prompt interpolation. We
start by randomly dilating the object segmentation masks using a convolutional-
based dilation operation D, which is denoted as,

m′ = D(m, k, it) (6)

where k denotes the kernel size, and it denotes the iteration of dilation. This
generates a set of masks with varying fitting degrees to the object shape. For
each training mask, we calculate the area ratio, α, representing the fitting degree.
A larger α indicates a closer fit to the mask shape, while a smaller α indicates
a looser fit. To perform prompt interpolation, we append Pshape and Pctxt

as suffixes to the text description y and separately input them into the CLIP
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Text Encoder. This yields two text embeddings. By linearly interpolating these
embeddings based on the value of α, as shown in Figure 4, we obtain the final
text embedding, which is denoted as:

τ ′θ = (1− α) · τθ(y, pctxt) + α · τθ(y, pshape). (7)

After training, users can adjust the value of α to control the fitting degree of the
generated objects to the mask shape.

3.3 Implementation Details

We fine-tune the task prompts in the embedding layer of the CLIP text encoder
and the U-Net based on the SD v1.5 model. PowerPaint was trained for 25K iter-
ations on 8 A100 GPUs with a batch size of 1024 and a learning rate of 1e-5. We
use the semantic segmentation subset of OpenImage v6 [15] as the main dataset
for multi-task prompt tuning. In addition, following Smartbrush [34], we use
segmentation labels and BLIP captions [16] as local text descriptions. Simulta-
neously, we treat the text-to-image generation task as a special case of inpainting
(mask everything), and use the image/text pairs from the LAION-Aesthetics v2
5+ [28] for training. The main task and the text-to-image generation task have
probabilities of 80% and 20%, respectively, in the training phase.

4 Experiments

Baselines. We select the most recent and competitive inpainting approaches for
fair comparisons. We list them with brief introductions below:

– LaMa [30] is built upon a generative adversarial network [10] and achieves
state-of-the-art in large mask inpainting.

– LDM-Inpainting [25] is finetuned from a text-to-image latent diffusion
model for inpainting without text prompt.

– Blended Diffusion [2] achieves text-guided inpainting by leveraging a language-
image model (CLIP) [23].

– Stable Diffusion [25] achieves text-guided inpainting by blending the un-
masked latent in each denoising step.

– SD-Inpainting [25] fine-tuned Stable Diffusion with random masks and
image caption for inpainting.

– CN-Inpainting [41] controls Stable Diffusion for inpainting by a controlnet
that encodes masked images.

– SmartBrush [34] fine-tuned Stable Diffusion with object masks of varying
granularity and localized text descriptions.

Evaluation Benchmarks. To make fair comparisons with SOTA approaches,
we adopt the most commonly-used datasets for inpainting following previous
works [25,30,34]. First, we evaluate object inpainting on OpenImages [15] and
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Table 1: Quantitative comparisons with state-of-the-art models for text-guided object
inpainting with bounding box masks.

OpenImages [15] MSCOCO [18]
Local-FID↓ FID↓ CLIP Score↑ Local-FID↓ FID↓ CLIP Score↑

Blended Diffusion [2] 35.66 8.07 27.05 35.11 8.66 24.91
Stable Diffusion [25] 16.75 6.59 26.79 20.28 7.15 25.13

ControlNet-Inpainting [41] 14.74 5.66 26.87 17.10 6.18 25.01
SD-Inpainting [25] 12.71 4.76 26.66 15.77 5.65 24.81
Smartbrush [34] 9.57 4.40 27.61 11.77 5.20 25.89

PowerPaint 9.41 4.38 27.56 11.61 5.12 25.95

Table 2: Quantitative comparisons with state-of-the-art models for shape-guided ob-
ject inpainting with object layout masks.

OpenImages [15] MSCOCO [18]
Local-FID↓ FID↓ CLIP Score↑ Local-FID↓ FID↓ CLIP Score↑

Blended Diffusion [2] 22.69 6.87 26.60 26.22 6.31 24.89
Stable Diffusion [25] 13.94 4.98 26.47 18.23 5.44 24.60

ControlNet-Inpainting [41] 11.96 4.54 26.45 17.15 5.25 24.58
SD-Inpainting [25] 10.73 3.93 26.31 16.15 5.09 24.53
Smartbrush [34] 8.01 3.65 27.10 11.11 4.67 25.60

PowerPaint 7.96 3.61 27.14 11.04 4.61 25.62

MSCOCO [18] datasets, following Smartbrush [34]. Each dataset comprises ap-
proximately 10K images and corresponding masks. Second, we evaluate context-
aware image inpainting on Places2 [44]. We sample 10k images from the test set
of Places2 and generate random masks as inpainting masks following Rombach
et al. [25,30]. In this setting, there is no text prompt provided for evaluation and
the inpainting model should fill in regions according to image contexts. Finally,
we evaluate the performance of image outpainting without text prompt on 10K
images from Flickr-Scenery, which are the most representative and natural
use-cases of outpainting, following Cheng et al . [6, 32,36].
Evaluation Metrics. We use five Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) [11], Local-
FID [34], CLIP Score [23], LPIPS [42], and aesthetic score [28] as numeric metrics
for different inpainting tasks, following common settings [6,25,30,33,34]. Specif-
ically, we use FID and Local-FID for global and local image visual quality. The
CLIP Score is used in text-guided object inpainting to evaluate the alignment
of generated visual content with the text prompt. Since context-aware image
inpainting aims at recovering the randomly masked regions according to image
contexts, we use the original image as ground truths and use LPIPS to evalu-
ate the reconstruction performance. Finally, we introduce an aesthetic score for
outpainting, which aims to evaluate the extended content for pleasing scenery.

4.1 Comparisons with State-of-the-Art

Quantitative Comparisons. We report quantitative evaluation on various in-
painting benchmarks following previous works [30, 34]. For text-guided object
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Table 3: Quantitative comparisons for context-aware image inpainting on Places2 [44].

40-50% masked All samples
FID ↓ LPIPS↓ FID ↓ LPIPS↓

LaMa [30] 21.07 0.2133 3.48 0.1193
LDM-Inpaint [25] 21.42 0.2317 3.42 0.1325
SD-Inpainting [25] 19.73 0.2322 3.03 0.1312

SD-Inpainting(‘background’) 19.21 0.2290 2.82 0.1293
SD-Inpainting(‘scenery’) 18.93 0.2312 2.84 0.1306

SmartBrush [34](‘scenery’) 87.21 0.2812 15.21 0.1579
PowerPaint 17.91 0.2225 2.59 0.1263

Table 4: Quantitative comparisons for outpainting on Flickr-Scenery [6].

FID ↓ Aesthetic Score↑
LaMa [30] 16.63 5.01

LDM-Inpainting [25] 11.00 5.10
SD-Inpainting [25] 58.38 5.22

SD-Inpainting(‘background’) 24.67 5.25
SD-Inpainting(‘scenery’) 13.31 5.30

SmartBrush [34](‘scenery’) 105.99 4.79
PowerPaint 10.16 5.33

inpainting and shape-guided object inpainting, we use bounding box masks and
object layout masks for testing on OpenImages [15] and MSCOCO [18], respec-
tively. The results in Table 1 and Table 2 demonstrate that PowerPaint is able
to generate realistic and diverse images that satisfy both the text and shape
constraints. In particular, PowerPaint achieves state-of-the-art in terms of both
visual quality and text alignment for object inpainting.

For context-aware image inpainting, we include text-free inpainting models,
i.e., LaMa [30] and LDM-Inpaint [25], and the strongest baselines in Table 1 and
2, i.e., SD-Inpainting for further comparison. The quantitative results shown in
Table 3 demonstrate that PowerPaint guided by a task-specific prompt, outper-
forms the baseline in effectively filling missing regions while better matching the
image context. To conduct a thorough comparison, we use a default text prompt
of "background" and "scenery" with SD-Inpainting, and compare it with Pow-
erPaint using Pobj as a negative prompt. Notably, we observed that using Pobj

as a negative prompt effectively reduces the generation of random artifacts and
preserves a coherent background that aligns with the image context. This im-
provement leads to significantly improved inpainting results.

We report the quantitative comparison for image outpainting in Tab. 4. Since
image outpainting is often required to extend the image with content that is both
aesthetically pleasing and coherent, we employed FID and aesthetic scores for
its quantitative evaluation. As indicated in Table 4, our model demonstrates
superior image and aesthetic quality compared to the baseline models.
Qualitative Comparisons. The qualitative comparison in Figure 12, 6 and 7
show that our model has achieved state-of-the-art performance in text-guided
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Fig. 5: Compared with SOTA approaches, PowerPaint shows better text alignment
and visual quality for text-guided object inpainting.

Input + Mask LDM-Inpainting SD-Inpainting Adobe Firefly PowerPaintLaMa

Fig. 6: Compared with SOTA approaches, PowerPaint shows better context alignment
for context-aware image inpainting.

object inpainting, context-aware image inpainting, and outpainting. For text-
guided object inpainting, existing models often fail to synthesize objects that
are faithful to the text prompt. For example, in the fourth case, CN-Inpainting
and SD-Inpainting are hard to generate trousers in the region and can only fill
the region with backgrounds. PowerPaint is able to synthesize high-fidelity ob-
jects according to the text prompt with both bounding box masks and object
layout masks. For context-aware image inpainting and outpainting, our model
outperforms both text-free and text-based inpainting models significantly. Tak-
ing the second case in Figure 6 as an example, LaMa tends to synthesize blurry
results due to its limited generation capacity, while Adobe Firefly [1] tends to
generate random objects in the region, which goes against the users’ intention.
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SD-Inpainting(‘background’)

SD-Inpainting(‘scenery’)

PowerPaint

Adobe Firefly

Fig. 7: Compared with SOTA approaches, PowerPaint shows more pleasing results for
image outpainting with a large expand.

Table 5: User study. PowerPaint is preferred by users across three groups of user
study, namely object inpainting, object removal and image outpainting.

Tasks Baselines Preference
Shape Text Alignment Realism

Object Inpainting
PowerPaint 48.3% 50.8% 40.5%
SmartBrush 40.4% 37.3% 39.1%

SD-Inpainting 11.3% 11.9% 20.4%

Object Removal Baselines PowerPaint SD-Inpainting LaMa
Preference 73.2% 11.6% 15.2%

Outpainting Baselines PowerPaint SD-Inpainting LDM-Inpainting
Preference 62.6% 22.8% 14.6%

User study. We conducted user studies for a more comprehensive comparison.
Specifically, we deliver three groups of user studies for text-guided object inpaint-
ing, object removal, and outpainting, respectively. For each group, we randomly
sample test images and show the inpainting results to volunteers anonymously.
To ensure stable and convincing results with minimal user effort, we specifically
selected the two strongest baselines for each user study group according to their
quantitative and qualitative results, instead of considering all baselines.

In each trial, we introduce different inpainting tasks to the volunteers and ask
them to choose the most satisfying results per different targets. Specifically, for
the object inpainting task, we conducted a more detailed investigation into user
preferences, examining aspects including shape, text alignment, and realism. We
have collected 2,995 valid votes and conclude the results in Table 5. The results
show that our model is preferred in all three tasks.

4.2 Ablation Study

Effectiveness of Learnable Task Prompt. To verify the effectiveness of task
prompt learning, we compare our model with the variant of tuning with un-
learnable rare identifiers [26]. In this variant, we use different rare identifiers
to denote different tasks with the same training strategies as PowerPaint. The
quantitative comparison in Table 6 shows that a learnable task prompt can be
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Table 6: Ablation study on learnable task prompt. Under the same training strategies,
learning with learnable task prompt outperforms the one with unlearnable identifiers.

object inpainting context inpainting
Local-FID↓ FID↓ CLIP Score↑ FID↓ LPIPS↓

identifier 13.03 5.42 25.72 3.11 0.1312
PowerPaint 11.61 5.12 25.95 2.59 0.1263

Table 7: Ablation study on single unified model VS task-specific models. We also
include the results of fine-tuning SD-Inpainting on the same fine-tuning dataset.

OpenImages [15] / MSCOCO [18] Local-FID ↓ FID ↓ CLIP Score ↑

SD-Inpainting-tuned (bbox) 12.83 / 15.75 4.74 / 5.67 26.71 / 24.84
Task-specific Model (bbox) 9.51 / 11.66 4.36 / 5.11 27.58 / 25.90

PowerPaint (bbox) 9.41 / 11.61 4.38 / 5.12 27.56 / 25.95
SD-Inpainting-tuned (layout) 10.94 / 16.20 3.91 / 5.06 26.47 / 24.55
Task-specific Model (layout) 8.03 / 11.01 3.60 / 4.59 27.18 / 25.57

PowerPaint (layout) 7.96 / 11.04 3.61 / 4.61 27.14 / 25.62

Inpainting / Outpainting FID ↓ LPIPS ↓ FID ↓ Aesthetic Score ↑

SD-Inpainting-tuned 2.80 0.1302 12.65 5.31
Task-specific Model 2.68 0.1264 10.24 5.31
PowerPaint (ours) 2.59 0.1263 10.16 5.33

better compatible with the description and conditions (i.e., masked images and
masks) for different inpainting targets, leading to better results.
Single unified VS task-specific. We trained separate task-specific models for
text-guided object inpainting, shape-guided object inpainting, and context-aware
image inpainting. The quantitative results in Tab. 7 show that PowerPaint, as
a versatile model, achieves comparable performance to the task-specific models,
sometimes even better results. This indicates the effectiveness of incorporating
task prompts in a unified model without compromising performance.
Fine-training dataset. To alleviate concerns regarding inconsistencies in pre-
training datasets, we conducted additional experiments by fine-tuning the SD-
Inpainting [25] model on the fine-tuning dataset utilized by PowerPaint, namely,
OpenImages [15] and LAION Aesthetics v2 5+ [28]. Our results demonstrate
marginal improvements over the baseline when fine-tuning on the same dataset,
consistent with the observations made by Smartbrush [34].

4.3 Applications and Limitations

Object Removal. We find it challenging to remove objects from crowded image
contexts for inpainting models based on diffusion model, which often copies con-
text objects into regions due to the intrinsic network structure (i.e., self-attention
layers). We show in Figure 8 that, combined with classifier-free guidance strat-
egy, our model uses Pobj as a negative prompt so that it can prevent generating
objects in regions for effective object removal.
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Input + Mask PowerPaintAdobe Firefly

Fig. 8: Object removal in comparison with Adobe Firefly [1].
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Fig. 9: Application of shape-guided object inpainting.

Shape-Guided Object Inpainting. Given a mask, PowerPaint enables users
to control the fitting degree to the mask shape by adjusting the interpolation
of two leaned task prompts, i.e., Pctxt and Pshape. Results in Figure 9 show
that PowerPaint can synthesize high-fidelity results that are faithful to both the
mask shape and text prompt.
Limitations. First, the visual quality can be constrained by the capabilities
of the underlying text-to-image diffusion model. Second, in the case of shape-
guided object inpainting, achieving a fitting degree with extremely small values
is challenging. This limitation stems from the fact that there are few instances
in which the object occupies a very small area during training.

5 Conclusions

We present PowerPaint as a versatile inpainting model that achieves state-of-
the-art performance across multiple inpainting tasks. We attribute the success
of PowerPaint to the utilization of task prompts and tailored optimal train-
ing strategies. We conduct extensive experiments and applications to verify the
effectiveness of PowerPaint and the versatility of the task prompt through ap-
plications of removal and object inpainting with controllable shape-fitting.
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6 Appendix

We have included our codes, models, and supplementary material as part of our
submission. This material provides additional results of the qualitative compari-
son with state-of-the-art approaches in Section A. Furthermore, we present more
application results in Section B. Specifically, in Section B.1, we demonstrate ob-
ject removal. In Section B.2, we showcase shape-guided object inpainting with
a controllable fitting degree. Additionally, in Section B.3, we discuss the combi-
nation of our approach with ControlNet [41].

A Qualitative Comparisons

We present a comprehensive comparison of PowerPaint with state-of-the-art
methods in various inpainting tasks. These tasks include text-guided object in-
painting, shape-guided object inpainting, context-aware image inpainting, and
image outpainting. To ensure fairness, the results we showcase are randomly
sampled, avoiding any cherry-picking to provide a more accurate demonstration.

Text-guided object inpainting. In addition to Fig. 5 in the main paper, we
provide additional qualitative results of text-guided object inpainting in Fig. 10
and Fig. 11 for a more comprehensive comparison. For these comparisons, we
carefully selected the most recent and competitive baselines, including Stable
Diffusion [25], CN-Inpainting [41], SD-Inpainting [25], and SmartBrush [34].

As shown in Fig. 10 and Fig. 11, the first column displays the input image,
the prompt used for inpainting, and the target inpainting region marked in red.
Subsequently, we compare the inpainting results generated by state-of-the-art
approaches and PowerPaint. Stable Diffusion, as demonstrated in the results,
utilizes a method introduced in SDEdit [20] to extend a text-to-image model for
image inpainting. While Stable Diffusion can occasionally fill in regions based
on the text prompt, it struggles to generate content coherent with the image
context. CN-Inpainting and SD-Inpainting, fine-tuned for inpainting based on
Stable Diffusion, exhibit more coherent inpainting results. However, during the
fine-tuning process, these methods use random masks and image captions for
training, which often results in misalignment with the prompt describing the in-
painting region. SmartBrush, a model specifically trained for text-guided object
inpainting, is included for comparison. We can observe that PowerPaint achieves
comparable object inpainting results that effectively match the text descriptions
and input images. Notably, PowerPaint is a versatile inpainting model that also
excels at object removal, a task that SmartBrush struggles to accomplish.

Shape-guided object inpainting. In addition to Fig. 5 in the main paper, we
provide additional object inpainting results in Fig. 12 by using exact object lay-
outs as inpainting masks. Similar to the results of text-guided object inpainting
using bounding boxes as inpainting masks in Fig. 10 and Fig. 11, Stable Diffu-
sion struggles to fill in inpainting regions with content that matches the image
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Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush        PowerPaint“Lenmon”

“Shark”

“Flower”

“Rose”

“Coffee cup”

“Sunflower”

“Vase”

“Tea”

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush        PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush        PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush        PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush        PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush        PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush        PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush        PowerPaint

Fig. 10: Text-guided object inpainting. We compare PowerPaint with Stable Dif-
fusion [25], CN-Inpainting [41], SD-Inpainting [25] and SmartBrush [34]. PowerPaint
shows state-of-the-art text alignment and visual quality. [Best viewed with zoom-in in
color]
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Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint“Sea turtle”

“Bread”

“Trousers”

“Frog”

“Sea turtle”

“Grape”

“Lizard”

“Sheep”

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint

Fig. 11: Text-guided object inpainting. We compare PowerPaint with Stable Dif-
fusion [25], CN-Inpainting [41], SD-Inpainting [25] and SmartBrush [34]. PowerPaint
shows state-of-the-art text alignment and visual quality. [Best viewed with zoom-in in
color]
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context. CN-Inpainting and SD-Inpainting show better results in completing
user-specified regions with coherent content. However, these methods may fail
to synthesize content that satisfies the prompt description. For example, in the
third case in Fig. 12, both CN-Inpainting and SD-Inpainting fail to generate a
sea turtle in the results.

Both SmartBrush and PowerPaint, on the other hand, excel at generating
pleasing results that not only match the text prompt and image context but
also align well with free-form object layouts. This success can be attributed to
their optimal training strategy for object inpainting, which incorporates object
masks and object descriptions during training. It is important to highlight the
superiority of PowerPaint as a versatile inpainting model, achieving comparable
performance in text-guided and shape-guided object inpainting tasks, even when
compared to specially-trained object inpainting models like SmartBrush.

Context-aware image inpainting. In addition to Fig. 6 in the main paper, we
provide an additional qualitative comparison with state-of-the-art approaches in
Fig. 13. In the case of context-aware image inpainting, users do not need to pro-
vide any prompt, and the inpainting model is expected to fill in the region with
reasonable results that are coherent with the image context. This technique is
often used in automatic image restoration or batch object removal. We carefully
selected the baselines for context-aware image inpainting for comparison, includ-
ing LaMa [30], Stable Diffusion [25], CN-Inpainting [41], and SD-Inpainting.

In Fig. 13, we observe that LaMa, an inpainting model based on a generative
adversarial network, has limitations in synthesizing realistic and visually pleasing
results. On the other hand, Stable Diffusion, CN-Inpainting, and SD-Inpainting
produce more visually appealing results, leveraging the generative capabilities of
large diffusion models. However, these methods often rely on prompt engineering
to achieve satisfactory outcomes, and in the absence of detailed prompts, they
may introduce random artifacts into the results. In contrast, PowerPaint stands
out among existing methods by generating realistic and coherent content that
aligns with the image context without any text hints. For example, in the second
case of Fig. 13, PowerPaint successfully completes the black goose by consider-
ing the shape and context of the goose’s neck around the inpainting mask. In
the third case of Fig. 13, where a significant portion of the image is occluded,
PowerPaint is able to produce a coherent completion with natural textures.

Image outpainting. With the increasing demand for adapting image or video
content to different platforms, such as portrait mode in TikTok or landscape
mode on a laptop, image outpainting has become increasingly important. The
goal of image outpainting is to expand the boundaries of an image with realis-
tic and coherent content that matches the image’s context. In addition to the
results presented in Figure 7 of the main paper, we provide additional quali-
tative comparisons with state-of-the-art approaches in Figure 14. We compare
PowerPaint with LaMa [30], LDM-Inpainting [25], CN-Inpainting [41], and SD-
Inpainting [25] in terms of their performance in image outpainting, which repre-
sents the state-of-the-art inpainting techniques.
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Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint“Squash”

“Rhinoceros”

“Sea turtle”

“Panda”

“Otter”

“Airplane”

“Flower”

“High heels”

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint

Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     SmartBrush         PowerPaint

Fig. 12: Shape-guided object inpainting. We use exact object layout masks as
inpainting masks. We compare PowerPaint with Stable Diffusion [25], CN-Inpainting
[41], SD-Inpainting [25] and SmartBrush [34].PowerPaint shows state-of-the-art text
alignment and shape alignment. [Best viewed with zoom-in in color]
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Input + Mask LaMa         Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting       PowerPaint

Input + Mask LaMa         Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting       PowerPaint

Input + Mask LaMa         LDM-Inpainting   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting       PowerPaint

Input + Mask LaMa         Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting       PowerPaint

Input + Mask LaMa         Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting       PowerPaint

Input + Mask LaMa         Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting       PowerPaint

Input + Mask LaMa         Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting       PowerPaint

Input + Mask LaMa         Stable Diffusion   CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting       PowerPaint

Fig. 13: Context-aware image inpainting. Users do not need input text prompts
for context-aware image inpainting. We compare PowerPaint with LaMa [30], Stable
Diffusion [25], CN-Inpainting [41] and SD-Inpainting [25]. PowerPaint can synthesize
high-quality and context-aware results. [Best viewed with zoom-in in color]
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Input + Mask LaMa         LDM-Inpainting CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     PowerPaint

Input + Mask LaMa         LDM-Inpainting CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     PowerPaint

Input + Mask LaMa         LDM-Inpainting CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     PowerPaint

Input + Mask LaMa         LDM-Inpainting CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting    PowerPaint

Input + Mask LaMa         LDM-Inpainting  CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting   PowerPaint

Input + Mask LaMa         LDM-Inpainting CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting    PowerPaint

Input + Mask LaMa         LDM-Inpainting CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting    PowerPaint

Input + Mask LaMa         LDM-Inpainting CN-Inpainting    SD-Inpainting     PowerPaint

Fig. 14: Image outpainting. We compare PowerPaint with LaMa [30], LDM-
Inpainting [25], CN-Inpainting [41] and SD-Inpainting [25] with various outpainting
masks. PowerPaint is able to expand the input image with much more reasonable and
visually pleasing results. [Best viewed with zoom-in in color]
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As shown in Figure 14, we evaluate image outpainting using three types
of outpainting masks. LaMa struggles to extend the image context with large
inpainting masks and often produces unclear textures due to its limited genera-
tive capacity. LDM-Inpainting, CN-Inpainting, and SD-Inpainting, on the other
hand, are capable of generating pleasing results in most cases, due to their power-
ful generative capacity by the large pre-trained diffusion models. However, these
methods sometimes overlook the image context and generate random artifacts,
as demonstrated in the seventh case in Figure 14. In contrast, PowerPaint as a
high-quality and versatile image inpainting model, is capable of extending the
image context with visually pleasing and globally coherent content without the
need for prompt engineering.

B Application Results

In addition to the results presented in Section 4.4 of the main paper, this section
provides additional results on various inpainting applications using PowerPaint.
Specifically, we explore object removal in Appendix B.1, shape-guided object
inpainting with an adjustable fitting degree in Appendix B.3, and the integration
of PowerPaint with ControlNet [41] in Appendix B.3.

Input + Mask Adobe Firefly Ours Input + Mask Adobe Firefly Ours

Fig. 15: Object removal. We compare PowerPaint with Adobe Firefly [1], a com-
mercial product likely based on a large text-to-image model. Following Adobe Firefly’s
guidelines, we utilize their tool for object removal and find that PowerPaint outper-
forms it, demonstrating superior results. [Best viewed with zoom-in in color]
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B.1 Object Removal

In addition to Figure 8 in the main paper, we provide further comparison results
with Adobe Firefly [1] for object removal in Figure 15 to address concerns about
cherry-picking. As depicted in Figure 15, removing objects from crowded image
contexts poses a challenge. We suspect that the network’s inherent structure,
particularly the attention layers, tends to focus excessively on the context and
inadvertently copy content from the surrounding areas. Consequently, Adobe
Firefly often synthesizes random objects in the inpainting regions.

With the use of learnable task prompts, PowerPaint has successfully captured
the distinctive patterns associated with various inpainting tasks. Specifically, the
Pobj prompt has learned to generate objects in the masked regions, while the
Pctxt prompt has learned to focus on synthesizing content that aligns with
the image context. Through the classifier-free guidance sampling strategy [13],
PowerPaint designates Pctxt as the positive prompt and Pobj as the negative
prompt. This encourages the model to generate coherent content while avoiding
the generation of new objects, resulting in effective object removal.

B.2 Controllable Shape-Guided Object Inpainting

In addition to Figure 9 in the main paper, we provide additional visual results
for controllable shape-guided object inpainting in Figure 16. PowerPaint demon-
strates the ability to interpolate between the Pctxt and Pshape prompts, allowing
for a trade-off between context-aware image inpainting around the contours of
the inpainting mask and text-guided object inpainting in the center of the mask.

As depicted in Figure 16, when provided with an accurate object layout and a
high value for the shape fitting degree, such as α = 0.95, PowerPaint synthesizes
the object precisely according to the text prompt and the shape of the inpainting
mask. Conversely, when given a rough inpainting mask (e.g., a bounding box)
and a lower value for the shape fitting degree, such as α = 0.5, PowerPaint
generates an object with a reasonable shape without excessively conforming to
the shape of the inpainting mask. The results demonstrate that PowerPaint
faithfully adheres to the shape of the inpainting mask, the text prompt, and the
desired fitting degree, resulting in realistic and controllable inpainting outputs.

B.3 PowerPaint with ControlNet

We evaluated the compatibility of PowerPaint with various ControlNets [41],
enabling users to incorporate additional conditions for guiding the inpainting
process. We tested four ControlNets: canny edge, depth, hed boundary, and hu-
man pose. Our results, shown in Figures 17 to 20, demonstrate that PowerPaint

https://huggingface.co/lllyasviel/sd-controlnet-canny
https://huggingface.co/lllyasviel/sd-controlnet-depth
https://huggingface.co/lllyasviel/sd-controlnet-hed
https://huggingface.co/lllyasviel/sd-controlnet-openpose
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Fig. 16: Controllable shape-guided object inpainting. Users have the flexibility
to synthesize objects with precise shapes by providing accurate object layouts with a
high fitting degree, such as α = 0.95. Alternatively, they can utilize a coarse object
inpainting mask (e.g., a bounding box) and set a relatively lower value for the shape-
fitting degree, such as α = 0.5, to fill in an object with a reasonably plausible shape.
[Best viewed with zoom-in in color]
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effectively generates high-quality images aligned with the provided ControlNet
conditions. This highlights the versatility of PowerPaint in leveraging existing
ControlNets for achieving controllable image inpainting.
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Fig. 17: Visual results of PowerPaint with the ControlNet conditioned on canny.
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