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Abstract

Instruction-based image editing has made a great pro-
cess in using natural human language to manipulate the vi-
sual content of images. However, existing models are lim-
ited by the quality of the dataset and cannot accurately lo-
calize editing regions in images with complex object rela-
tionships. In this paper, we propose Reinforcement Learn-
ing Guided Image Editing Method(InstructRL4Pix) to train
a diffusion model to generate images that are guided by
the attention maps of the target object. Our method max-
imizes the output of the reward model by calculating the
distance between attention maps as a reward function and
fine-tuning the diffusion model using proximal policy opti-
mization (PPO). We evaluate our model in object insertion,
removal, replacement, and transformation. Experimental
results show that InstructRL4Pix breaks through the limita-
tions of traditional datasets and uses unsupervised learning
to optimize editing goals and achieve accurate image edit-
ing based on natural human commands.

1. Introduction
Instruction-based image editing has made a great pro-

cess in using natural human language to manipulate the vi-
sual content of images. Diffusion models [1] have been
widely used in image editing [2].Instruction-based editing
[3] [4] [5] enables humans to give editing commands di-
rectly to images, rather than relying on detailed descrip-
tions [6] [7] [8]. In order to obtain the training data for
edit task, InstructPix2Pix [9] use GPT-3 [10] and Prompt-
to-Prompt [6] to generate datasets and train the diffusion
model on these dataset. However, the capabilities of GPT-3

*These authors contributed equally to this work.
†Corresponding author.

and Prompt-to-Prompt limit the quality of this dataset, mak-
ing existing image editing methods less effective in editing
images with complex relationships.

Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) [11] is a reinforce-
ment learning algorithm that directly optimizes the policy to
find the policy that maximizes the expected payoff.DDPO
[12] models the denoising process of a diffusion model as a
multi-step Markov Decision Process (MDP) and optimizes
the diffusion model using the PPO.

Inspired by DDPO, we propose the Reinforcement
Learning Guided Image Editing Method(InstructRL4Pix) to
train a diffusion model to generate images that are guided
by the attention maps of the target object. Our method max-
imizes the output of the reward model by calculating the
distance between attention maps as a reward function and
fine-tuning the diffusion model using proximal policy op-
timization (PPO). To train the InstructRL4Pix, we adopt
MagicBrush [13] as our pre-training dataset. We evaluate
our model in object insertion, removal, replacement, and
transformation. Our model realizes accurate local editing
based on human commands while preserving the features
of the original image. Our contributions are summarised as
follows:

• We propose the Reinforcement Learning Guided Im-
age Editing Method (InstructRL4Pix), which can suc-
cessfully handle complex editing scenarios and no
longer limited by the GPT-3 and Prompt-to-Prompt
features.

• We introduce a training method that allows for train-
ing without touching the edited image and modeling
the similarity between the attention maps to guide the
editing process.
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“Let the player 

wear a red hat”

“Let the patch of 

flowers be daffodils”

“Swap the cupcake 

with a piece of cake”

“make one of the 

boys have brown hair”

Figure 1. We introduce Reinforcement Learning Guided Image Editing Method(InstructRL4Pix) to unsupervised optimize instruction-
based image editing for various editing tasks. The bottom is the edit instruction, the middle is the input image, and the top is the output
image after InstructRL4Pix editing.

2. Related Works

The beginning text-guided image editing uses GAN to
improve the flexibility and accessibility of image visual
content based on natural instructions. [14] [15]. The dif-
fusion model [1] has greater controllability, which includes
training methods [16] [17], testing-time finetuning meth-
ods [8] [7], and training & finetuning free methods [18]
[19]. Unlike them, instruction-based image editing ac-
cepts human commands directly, including object inser-
tion, removal, replacement, and transformation. Recent
approaches have improved the editing quality in terms of
synthesizing input target instruction triples [9]. However,
their editing ability is either limited by the GPT-3 [10] and
Prompt-to-Prompt [6] capabilities. In this paper, we calcu-
late the distance between attention maps as a reward func-
tion and fine-tuning the diffusion model using proximal pol-
icy optimization (PPO), which accurately limits the editing
area of the image and improves the model’s editing perfor-
mance on complex images.

3. Method

We propose the Reinforcement Learning Guided Image
Editing Method(InstructRL4Pix) to train a diffusion model
to generate images that are guided by the attention maps of
the target object. We calculate the distance between atten-
tion maps as a reward function and fine-tuning the diffusion
model using proximal policy optimization (PPO).

3.1. Reward Function

Attention Map Loss. Given an input image V , mask im-
age M and an instruction X , we want the editing model to
generate an output image O that contains the target object
specified by X . We use the mask image M to generate the
ground-truth attention map a1 that indicates the real loca-
tion of the target object in V .

By computing the cross-attention between the encoded
text and the intermediate features of the denoisers ϵθ, the
pre-trained InsPix2Pix editing model generates the refer-
ence attention map a1 from X .

Attention(Q,K, V ) = M · V (1)

where M = softmax
(
QKT

√
d

)
(2)

Here, we are primarily concerned with the cross-attention
map M , which is observed that it is closely related to the
structure of the image [6].Mij represents the weight of the
value of the j − th token on the pixel i. In addition, the
cross-attention mask is specific to a certain time step, and
we get a different attention mask Mt at each time step t.
We define a1 as the average of all tokens over the entire
sampling time.

a1 =
1

N

N∑
n=1

(
1

T

T−1∑
t=0

Mt) (3)
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Figure 2. Overview of Reinforcement Learning Guided Image
Editing Method(InstructRL4Pix) to train a diffusion model to gen-
erate images that are guided by the attention maps of the target ob-
ject. InstructRL4Pix breaks through the limitations of traditional
datasets and uses unsupervised learning to optimize editing goals
and achieve accurate image editing based on natural human com-
mands.

Where N is the number of tokens in the instruction X , T is
the diffusion steps.

The attention map loss is defined as the cosine similarity
between a1 and a2, which measures how well the editing
model can align the target object with the instruction.

Latt =
a1 · a2

∥a1∥∥a2∥
(4)

The attention map loss can be seen as a proxy for the per-
ceptual quality of the output image, as it encourages the
editing model to preserve the semantic content of the input
image and modify only the relevant region.

Clip Loss. Clip Loss is a regularization term that penal-
izes the editing model for generating output images that are
too different from the input images in terms of pixel values.
The Clip Loss is defined as the mean absolute error (MAE)
between the input image and the output image, clipped by a
threshold τ :

Lclip = MAE(V,O) · I(MAE(V,O) > τ) (5)

where I is an indicator function. The Clip Loss prevents
the editing model from making drastic changes to the input
image.

Total Reward Function The total reward function is a
weighted sum of these losses:

r(x0,V,X ) = Latt + α · Lclip (6)

where α is the hyperparameter that controls the trade-off
between different objectives. We optimize this loss using
PPO algorithm as described in Section 3.2.

3.2. Reinforcement Learning Guided Image Editing

Modeling editing model as Multi-Step MDPs. The
Markov decision process(MDP) can be formalized as
(S,A,ρ0,P ,R), where S is the state space, A is the action
space, ρ0 is the initial state distribution, P is the state trans-
fer matrix, and R is the reward function. The optimization
objective of reinforcement learning is to maximize the cu-
mulative payoff of the strategy:

JRL(π) = Eτ∼p(τ |π)

T∑
t=0

R(st, at) (7)

We formulate the image editing task as an MDP, where
the state is the input imageV , the action is a noise mask ap-
plied to the image, and the reward is the function mentioned
in Section 3.1.

Following DDPO, we align the denoising process of the
diffusion model based editing model with that of the MDP
so that the optimization objective JRL(π) is Equivalent to
J (π):

J (π) = EV∼p(V),X∼p(X ),x0∼pθ(x0|(V,X )[r(x0,V,X )]
(8)

Policy Gradient Estimation To optimize , it is then nec-
essary to estimate its gradient. We use PPO for gradient
estimation of J (π):

∇J (π) = E
[
&

(
clip

(
pθ(xt−1|xt,V,X )

pθold(xt−1|xt,V,X )
, 1− ϵ, 1 + ϵ

)

&∇θ log pθ(xt−1|xt,V,X ) · r(x0,V,X )

)]
(9)

Once the estimates are obtained, an optimization algorithm
can be applied to optimize the parameters of the diffusion
model to maximize.

4. EXPERIMENT
4.1. Implementation Details

Datasets and Evaluation Metrics. We use MagicBrush
[13] as our pre-training data. It comprises 10K (source im-
age, instruction, target image) triples. However, we only
use the source image, mask image and instruction from the
dataset, without using the target image, which avoids the
impact on the model training due to the quality of the tar-
get image. For a comprehensive evaluation, we consider
various editing aspects. We selected 2 existing instruction-
based image editing models: InstructPix2Pix [9] and Fine-
tuned InsPix2Pix on MagicBrush [13] to compare with our
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place a penguin in the picture

Figure 3. Sample progressions of the same cue and random seeds
during training. The attention map of the samples will tend to
localize more faithfully to the correct editing region.

results. All methods are evaluated on MagicBrush test set.
We use the L1 and L2 to measure the standard pixel differ-
ence between the generated image and ground truth image.
Additionaly, CLIP-T [20] is used to measure text-image
alignment by the cosine similarity between the local de-
scription and the CLIP embedding of the generated image.
Finally, SSIM [23] and PSNR [24] are used to measure the
quality of the generated image compared to the original im-
age.

Baselines We treat InsPix2Pix [9], a diffusion model for
instruction-based image editing, as our baseline.

Training Details We treat DDPO [12] as our basecode.
The instruction-based diffusion model F is initialized from
finetuned-insPix2Pix of MagicBrush [13]. We train the
UNet with low-rank adaptation (LoRA) [21]. We adopt
AdamW [22] with a batch size of 8 to optimize Instruc-
tRL4Pix. The learning rates of the F is 2e-4 and the hy-
perparameter α is -1, respectively. All experiments are con-
ducted in PyTorch on 4 3090 GPUs.

4.2. Evaluations

Then we evaluate the ability of InstructRL4Pix to fine-
tune Unet. The progression of finetuning is depicted in Fig-
ure 3. Qualitatively, during training, the attention map of the
samples will tend to localize more faithfully to the correct
editing region. For example, we use edit instruction ”place
a penguin in the picture”, during training, the attention map
of the samples goes from being initially localized to the left
and right to being specified to be located on the right, and
the editing effect goes from increasing the penguins on both
the left and right to increasing them only on the right. Af-
ter fine-tuning, our model has the ability to accurately edit
complex datasets.

4.3. Comparison

We first evaluate all methods on existing instruction-
based image editing tasks: InstructPix2Pix, fine-tuned In-

Table 1. Quantitative study of image editing baselines on Mag-
icBrush test set. The best results are marked in bold.

Methods L1↓ L2↓ CLIP-T↑ SSIM↑ PSNR↑

InstructPix2Pix 0.1122 0.0371 0.2764 0.6840 19.9091
MagicBrush 0.0964 0.0353 0.2754 0.7046 23.6468

InstructRL4Pix 0.0608 0.0189 0.2391 0.7978 24.2575

sPix2Pix on MagicBrush and our InstructRL4Pix. all meth-
ods are evaluated on MagicBrush test set. Table 1 shows
the results of the instruction-based image editing methods.
The results show that InstructRL4Pix has a lower L1 and
L2 and higher SSIM and PSNR compared with the exist-
ing methods, which is due to the fact that we use Clip-loss
to limit the reward function, which makes the edited image
retain most of the features of the original image. This also
resulted in edited images that did not fulfill the instructions
well, as evidenced by low CLIP-T scores.

Table 2. Ablation study. We attempt Attn-Only, Clip-Only, and
our InstructRL4Pix to edit complex images on MagicBrush test
set. Attn-Only speaks only of Attention loss as the reward function
of the model. Clip-Only uses only Clip Loss as a reward function.
And our InstructRL4Pix uses the combination of attention loss and
Clip Loss as a reward function to accurately edit images while
preserving original image features.

Methods L1↓ L2↓ CLIP-T↑ SSIM↑ PSNR↑

Attn-Only 0.0601 0.0184 0.2380 0.7545 20.0518
Clip-Only 0.0588 0.0167 0.2362 0.7596 20.3118

InstructRL4Pix 0.0608 0.0189 0.2391 0.7978 24.2575

4.4. Ablation Study

Reward Function. PPO-Guided Image Editing has
shown encouraging improvements in the precise editing of
complex scenes. Now, we intend to verify the effective-
ness of the reward function. Table 1 considers Attn-Only,
Clip-Only, and our InstructRL4Pix.Attn-Only speaks only
of Attention loss as the reward function of the model. In
contrast, Clip-Only uses only Clip Loss as a reward func-
tion. The experimental results show that Clip-Only has the
lowest L1 and L2, which is due to the fact that use Clip Loss
as a reward function causes the model to more easily gen-
erate images that are similar to the original image and lose
the editing function. Clip-T, SSIM, and PSNR metrics with
attention loss only are not as good as those of our Instruc-
tRL4Pix, which indicates that the linear combination of at-
tention loss and Clip Loss enables the model to successfully
achieve fine editing of complex images while preserving the
features of the original image.

4



5. Conclusion

In this work, we propose InstructRL4Pix, a method to
train a diffusion model to generate images that are guided
by the attention maps of the target object. Extensive exper-
iments show that InstructRL4Pix is no longer restricted to
the Prompt-to-Prompt framework and is able to accurately
localize attention maps on complex images. We have used
reinforcement learning algorithms firstly for instruction-
based image editing, and we believe that an RL-guided im-
age editing framework will contribute to future vision and
language research.
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A. Implementation Details
A.1. Model Architecture

Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) Proximal Policy
Optimization (PPO) is a policy optimization algorithm de-
signed for reinforcement learning tasks, particularly suited
for environments with high-dimensional action spaces.
PPO belongs to the class of actor-critic algorithms, where
an actor learns to predict the optimal policy, and a critic
evaluates the value function associated with that policy. The
surrogate objective function for PPO is given by:

LPPO(θ) = Eπθ
[min (rt(θ)At, clip(rt(θ), 1− ϵ, 1 + ϵ)At)]

(10)
where θ are the policy parameters, rt(θ) = πθ(at|xt)

πθold
(at|xt)

is
the probability ratio, At is an estimate of the advantage
function, and ϵ is a clipping parameter.

The objective is to minimize the surrogate objective
LPPO(θ) using gradient descent:

θnew = argmin
θ

L(θ) (11)

The advantage function At can be estimated using a vari-
ety of techniques, such as generalized advantage estimation
(GAE), which combines rewards with value estimates.

After computing the surrogate objective and estimating
the advantage function, the policy parameters are updated
to improve the policy while ensuring the update remains
within a certain threshold defined by the clipping parameter
ϵ.

Modeling editing model as Multi-Step MDPs Follow-
ing DDPO, We relate the diffusion modeling based editing
model multi-step denoising process to the MDP in the fol-
lowing way:

st ≜ (V,X , t, xt) (12)

the state of each step is defined as a tuple containing the
input image, the instruction, the denoising time step, and
the denoising result of the current time step.

π(at|st) ≜ pθ(xt−1|xt,V,X ) (13)

The strategy is the conditional distribution of the next de-
noising result given the current state.

At ≜ xt−1 (14)

The action is the result of the denoising in the next step.

P (st+1|st, at) ≜ (δV , δX , δt−1, δxt−1
) (15)

During the denoising process, the state transfer is determin-
istic after sampling the next denoising result xt−1 . There-
fore, the state transfer probability is represented here by
four Dirac delta distributions.

ρ0(s0) ≜ (p(V,X ), δT ,N (0, I)) (16)
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For the initial state distribution, the condition variable obeys
its prior distribution, and the time step T is determined, and
finally xt then obeys standard Gaussian noise.

R(st, at) ≜

{
r(x0,V,X ) t = 0

0 otherwise
(17)

During the denoising process, only the final denoising re-
sult receives a score based on the reward model mentioned
above, while the reward values during the denoising process
are all defined as 0.

Learning of InstructRL4Pix Algo.3 leverages a policy
network trained with Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO)
to iteratively generate attention maps that guide the editing
process. These attention maps are compared with ground
truth maps, facilitating the alignment of edited regions
with target objects specified in input instructions. Instruc-
tRL4Pix employs a reward function incorporating cosine
similarity between attention maps and a clip loss to regu-
late image modifications, optimizing them for both percep-
tual quality and fidelity to input images. By formulating the
image editing task as a Markov Decision Process (MDP)
and utilizing PPO for policy gradient estimation, Instruc-
tRL4Pix achieves efficient training of the editing model,
leading to improved performance and stability in generat-
ing visually coherent edited images.

Table 3. Training Diffusion for Image Editing by Reinforcement
Learning Algorithm

Algorithm InstructRL4Pix

Input: Policy network parameters θ, initial state s0
Output: Updated policy network parameters θ
Initialization: Initialize θ

Training Procedure:

for epoch = 1 to num epochs do
Sample trajectories using current policy
for trajectory in trajectories do

for t = 1 to T do
Compute advantage function At

Compute ratio ρt =
πθ(at|st)
πθold (at|st)

Compute clipped surrogate objective LPPO
Update policy parameters θ using gradient ascent

end for
Update old policy parameters θold = θ

end for

A.2. Training Details

Tab 4 presents configuration parameters for Instruc-
tRL4Pix training process. Each row represents a parameter,

including its name, description, and corresponding value or
option. The description provides detailed explanations of
each parameter, while the value column displays the ac-
tual numerical values or options adopted in the configura-
tion. These parameters cover crucial settings such as ran-
dom seed, number of epochs, model checkpoint saving fre-
quency, learning rate, and more,

A.3. Evaluation Details

We use 5 metrics to evaluate the model: L1, L2, CLIP-
T,SSIM, PSNR.

L1 L1 measures the absolute pixel-wise differences be-
tween the predicted values and the ground truth. It’s calcu-
lated as the mean of the absolute differences between corre-
sponding pixels in the predicted and ground truth images.

L1 =
1

N

N∑
i=1

|pi − gi|

Here, pi and gi are the pixel values of the predicted and
ground truth images respectively, and N is the total number
of pixels.

L2 L2 measures the squared differences between the pre-
dicted values and the ground truth. It’s calculated as the
mean of the squared differences between corresponding
pixels in the predicted and ground truth images.

L2 =
1

N

N∑
i=1

(pi − gi)
2

CLIP-T CLIP-T evaluates how well a model understands
the semantics of the image by computing the similarity be-
tween image and text embeddings using the CLIP model.
Implementation might involve using CLIP embeddings and
measuring cosine similarity between the embeddings of im-
ages and corresponding text descriptions.

SSIM SSIM (Structural Similarity Index) is a metric used
to measure the similarity between two images, considering
aspects like luminance, contrast, and structure. It evalu-
ates how perceptually similar the images are, taking into
account human visual perception. By comparing the bright-
ness, contrast, and structural information at different scales,
SSIM provides a comprehensive similarity measure ranging
from 0 to 1, where a value closer to 1 indicates higher sim-
ilarity. This metric is widely employed in image quality as-
sessment and optimization tasks, aiding in tasks such as im-
age compression, denoising, and enhancement. However,
it’s essential to acknowledge that SSIM has its limitations
and might require adjustments based on specific application
requirements.
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Let there be granite floor in the kitchen

Turn the frisbee into a soccer ball

Let the celling have wooden beams

Change the toppings to pepperoni and cheese

Have there be a basket of fruit on the counter

Input Image InstructPix2Pix InstructRL4Pix

(Ours)

Ground Truth

Figure 4
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Table 4. Training detials for IntructRL4Pix

Parameter Description Value

config.seed Seed for random number generation 42
config.logdir Top-level logging directory for checkpoint saving ”logs”
config.num epochs Number of epochs to train for 200
config.save freq Number of epochs between saving model checkpoints 50
config.num checkpoint limit Number of checkpoints to keep before overwriting old ones 5
config.mixed precision Mixed precision training ”no”
config.allow tf32 Allow tf32 on Ampere GPUs True
config.resume from Resume training from a checkpoint ””
config.use lora Whether or not to use LoRA True
config.sample.num steps Number of sampler inference steps 50
config.sample.eta Eta parameter for the DDIM sampler 1.0
config.sample.guidance scale Classifier-free guidance weight 5.0
config.sample.batch size Batch size for sampling 1
config.sample.num batches per epoch Number of batches to sample per epoch 2
config.train.batch size Batch size for training 1
config.train.use 8bit adam Whether to use the 8bit Adam optimizer True
config.train.learning rate Learning rate 2× 10−4

config.train.adam beta1 Adam beta1 0.9
config.train.adam beta2 Adam beta2 0.999
config.train.adam weight decay Adam weight decay 1× 10−4

config.train.adam epsilon Adam epsilon 1× 10−8

config.train.gradient accumulation steps Number of gradient accumulation steps 1
config.train.max grad norm Maximum gradient norm for gradient clipping 1.0
config.train.num inner epochs Number of inner epochs per outer epoch 1
config.train.cfg Whether or not to use classifier-free guidance during training True
config.train.adv clip max Clip advantages to the range [-adv clip max, adv clip max] 5
config.train.clip range The PPO clip range 1× 10−4

config.train.timestep fraction The fraction of timesteps to train on 1
config.per prompt stat tracking.buffer size Number of reward values to store in the buffer 16
config.per prompt stat tracking.min count Minimum number of reward values 16

PSNR PSNR measures the quality of a reconstructed sig-
nal. It compares the maximum possible power of a signal
with the power of corrupting noise.

PSNR = 10 · log10
(

max pixel value2

MSE

)
Here, MSE is the Mean Squared Error calculated earlier.

A.4. More Results

Figure 4 shows more examples for results of our model.
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