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Abstract—Image editing aims to edit the given synthetic or real image to meet the specific requirements from users. It is widely
studied in recent years as a promising and challenging field of Artificial Intelligence Generative Content (AIGC). Recent significant
advancement in this field is based on the development of text-to-image (T2I) diffusion models, which generate images according to text
prompts. These models demonstrate remarkable generative capabilities and have become widely used tools for image editing.
T2I-based image editing methods significantly enhance editing performance and offer a user-friendly interface for modifying content
guided by multimodal inputs. In this survey, we provide a comprehensive review of multimodal-guided image editing techniques that
leverage T2I diffusion models. First, we define the scope of image editing from a holistic perspective and detail various control signals
and editing scenarios. We then propose a unified framework to formalize the editing process, categorizing it into two primary algorithm
families. This framework offers a design space for users to achieve specific goals. Subsequently, we present an in-depth analysis of
each component within this framework, examining the characteristics and applicable scenarios of different combinations. Given that
training-based methods learn to directly map the source image to target one under user guidance, we discuss them separately, and
introduce injection schemes of source image in different scenarios. Additionally, we review the application of 2D techniques to video
editing, highlighting solutions for inter-frame inconsistency. Finally, we discuss open challenges in the field and suggest potential future
research directions. We keep tracing related works at https://github.com/xinchengshuai/Awesome-Image-Editing.

Index Terms—Image Editing, AIGC, Multimodal, Text-to-Image Diffusion Model, Survey

✦

1 INTRODUCTION

W ITH the development of cross-modal datasets [1], [2], [3],
[4], [5], [6], [7] and generative frameworks [8], [9], [10],

[11], [12], emerging large-scale text-to-image (T2I) models [13],
[14], [15] enable human beings to create desired images, leading to
Artificial Intelligence Generative Content (AIGC) era in computer
vision. Most of these works are based on diffusion models [12],
a popular generative framework that is widely studied. Recently,
numerous works explore the applications of these diffusion-based
models in other fields, like image editing [16], [17], [18], [19],
[20], [21], 3D generation / editing [22], [23], [24], video genera-
tion / editing [25], [26], [27], [28] and so on. Unlike image gener-
ation, editing aims for secondary creation, which modifies desired
elements in source image and retains semantic-unrelated contents.
There is room for further improvement in quality and applicability,
making editing still a promising and challenging task. In this work,
we provide a comprehensive review of multimodal-guided image
editing techniques that leverage T2I diffusion models.

There are surveys [174], [175], [176], [177], [178] reviewing
state-of-the-art diffusion-based methods from different aspects,
such as image restoration [179], super-resolution [176], medical
image analysis [177], etc. Compared with these surveys, we
focus on techniques in the field of image editing. Two concurrent
works [175], [178] are related to our survey. Among them, [178]
introduces the application of diffusion models in image editing
and categories relevant papers based on their learning strategies.
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• Rongcheng Tu and Dacheng Tao are with Nanyang Technological Univer-
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Compared with it, we discuss the topic from a novel and holistic
perspective, and propose a unified framework to formalize the
editing process. We find that the interpretation of editing is
limited and incomplete in previous literature [16], [32], [66],
[178]. These works restrict the scope of preserved concepts and
intend to reconstruct maximal amount of details from source
image. However, this common setting excludes the maintenance
of some high-level semantics, like identity, style and so on. To
address this issue, we first provide a rigorous and comprehensive
definition of editing, and include more relevant studies like [37],
[38], [61], [146] in this survey. Fig. 1 illustrates various scenarios
meeting our definition. It is worth noting that some generation
tasks like customization [41], [54] and conditional generation
with image guidance [37], [134] all conform to our discussion
scope. These tasks are discussed in another concurrent work [175]
that focuses on controllable generation. Secondly, we integrate
reviewed methods into an unified framework, which separates the
editing process into two algorithm families, i.e., inversion and
editing algorithms. In [178], a similar framework is introduced
to unify the methods that do not need training or test-time fine-
tuning. Differently, our framework is more versatile for the gener-
alized editing scenarios in discussion. Meanwhile, the framework
provides a design space for users to combine proper techniques
depending on their specific purposes. Experiments in the survey
demonstrate the characteristics of different combinations along
with their applicable scenarios. Furthermore, we also investigate
the extension of 2D approaches [32], [180] in video editing [165],
[173] and concentrate on their solutions of temporal inconsistency,
completing the missing part in research area.

We conduct an extensive survey of over three hundred papers,
and examine the essence and internal logic of existing methods.
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Fig. 1: Editing tasks meeting our definition. We categorize editing tasks into content-aware and content-free groups, and enumerate
several source-target pairs along with corresponding control signals for each scenario. The sample images are from [29], [30], [31],
[32], [33], [34], [35], [36], [37], [38], [39], [40].

This survey mainly focuses on studies based on T2I diffusion mod-
els [13], [14], [181]. In Section 2, diffusion model and techniques
in T2I generation are introduced, offering a basic theoretical
background. In Section 3, we give the definition of image editing
and discuss several important aspects, such as user guidance of
different modalities, editing scenarios, and some qualitative and
quantitative metrics for evaluation. Meanwhile, we formalize the
proposed unified framework to integrate existing methods. Next,
the major components of our framework are discussed in Section 4
and Section 5 respectively. Inversion algorithm captures concepts
to be preserved from source images, while editing algorithm
aims to reproduce visual elements under user guidance, achieving
both content consistency and semantic fidelity. In Section 6,
we examine the different combinations of inversion and editing
algorithms, and investigate their characteristics and applicable
scenarios, thereby guiding users to choose proper methods for

distinct targets. Since training-based approaches [20], [119], [122],
[182] learn to directly transform the source image to target one,
we discuss these works in Section 7 and elaborate injection
schemes of source image in different tasks. Section 8 introduces
the extension of image editing in video domain. Due to the scarcity
of video data, directly applying image-domain methods often
leads to inter-frame inconsistencies. This section discusses several
solutions in existing works [158], [164], [166], [171]. Finally, we
discuss the unresolved challenges in Section 9, offering potential
future research directions. Fig. 2 demonstrates the organization of
our work and categorizes reviewed papers in each section.

2 PRELIMINARIES

Herein we introduce some fundamental aspects of diffusion mod-
els and text-to-image generation, providing a basic theoretical
background to facilitate the understanding of the survey.
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Inversion Algorithm (§ 4)

Tuning-Based
Inversion (§ 4.1)

(i) Textual Space: TI [41] , DreamArtist [42] , UniTune [43] , HiPer [44] , XTI [45] , NeTI [46] , ProSpect [47] ,
MATTE [39] , Concept Decomposition [48] , Reversion [40] , ADI [49] , Lego [50]
(ii) Model Space: DreamBooth [38] , He et al. [51] , DCO [52] , FaceChain-SuDe [53] , CustomDiffusion [54] ,
Cones2 [55] , Cones [56] , SVDiff [57] , LoRA [58] , ANOVA [59] , CatVersion [60], Break-a-Scene [61] , Clic [62]
(iii) Image Adapter Space: InST [36] , DisenBooth [63] , Cai et al. [64] , ViCo [65]

Forward-Based
Inversion (§ 4.2)

(i) DDIM Inversion: NTI [66] , PTI [67] , StyleDiffusion [68] , KV Inversion [69] , NPI [70] , ProxEdit [71],
FPI [72] , AIDI [73] , EDICT [74] , BDIA [75] , PnP Inversion [76] , pix2pix-zero [18] , ReGeneration [77] , DPL [78]
(ii) DDPM Inversion: CycleDiffusion [79] , DDPM Inversion [80]

Editing Algorithm (§ 5)

Attention-Based
Editing Algorithm
(§ 5.1)

(i) Manipulation in Cross-Attention Mechanism: P2P [32] , Custom-Edit [81], Object-Shape Variation [82] , FoI [83]
(ii) Manipulation in Self-Attention Mechanism: PnP [16] , FPE [84] , PhotoSwap [85] , DreamMatcher [86] ,
TF-ICON [87] , HD-Painter [88] , DesignEdit [34] , MasaCtrl [17] , TIC [89] , Cross-Image Attention [33] ,
StyleInjection [90] , Z* [91]

Blending-Based
Editing Algorithm
(§ 5.2)

(i) Blending in Spatial Space: BLD [92] , High-Resolution Blended Diffusion [93], Differential Diffusion [94] ,
DreamEdit [95] , OIR [95] , DiffEdit [96] , Watch Your Steps [97] , Zone [98] , PFB-Diff [99] ,
Tuning-Free Image Customization [100]
(ii) Blending in Semantic Space: Imagic [19] , Forgedit [101] , PTI [67] , Wu et al. [102] , DAC [103]

Score-Based Editing
Algorithm
(§ 5.3)

(i) Multi-Noise Guidance: SEGA [104] , LEDITS [105], LEDITS++ [30] , Stable Artist [106]
(ii) Multi-Expert Guidance: SINE [107] , DCO [52]
(iii) Energy Function Guidance: NMG [108], Self-Guidance [109] , DragonDiffusion [110] , MagicRemover [111] ,
FreeControl [112] , DiffEditor [113]

Optimization-Based
Editing Algorithm
(§ 5.4)

(i) Optimization under Image-Level Loss: RDM [114]
(ii) Optimization under Feature-Level Loss: DragDiffusion [35] , Pick-and-Draw [115] , EBM [11]
(iii) Optimization under Score Distillation Loss: DDS [116] , CDS [117] , Ground-a-Score [118]

Training-Based Image
Editing (§ 7)

Content-Aware Editing
(§ 7.1)

(i) Instruction-Based Image Editing: InstructPix2Pix [119] , MagicBrush [120], HIVE [121] , InstructDiffusion [122],
Emu-Edit [123] , MGIE [124], SmartEdit [125]
(ii) Image Inpainting: Imagen Editor [126] , SmartBrush [127] , PowerPaint [128] , PbE [31] , ObjectStitch [129] ,
RIC [130] , PhD [131] , AnyDoor [20]
(iii) Image Translation: ControlNet [37] , T2I-Adapter [132] , SCEdit [133] , UniControl [134] , Cocktaik [135] ,
Uni-ControlNet [136] , CycleNet [137] , CycleGAN-Turbor [138]

Content-Free Editing
(§ 7.2)

(i) Subject-Driven Customization: Taming [139] , InstantBooth [140] , E4T [141] , ProFusion [142] ,
FastComposer [143] , PhotoMaker [144] , Photoverse [145] , InstantID [146] , ELITE [147] , BLIP-Diffusion [148] ,
Domain-Agnostic [149] , UMM [150] , SuTI [151] , Subject-Diffusion [152] , Instruct-Imagen [153]
(ii) Attribute-Driven Customization: ArtAdapter [154] , DreamCreature [155] , Lee et al. [156] , pOps [157]

Extension in Video Editing
(§ 8)

Utilization of Motion
Prior (§ 8.1) Dreamix [158] , AnyV2V [159] , Gen-1 [160] , FlowVid [161]

Cross-Frame Attention
(§ 8.2) TAV [162] , EAV [163] , Video-P2P [164] , FateZero [165]

Propagation of Image
Information (§ 8.3)

TEXT2LIVE [166] , VidEdit [167] , StableVideo [168] , Shape-Aware NLA [169], DiffusionAtlas [170] ,
TokenFlow [171] , Fairy [172] , VidToMe [173] , FLATTEN [27]

Fig. 2: Organization of the survey.

2.1 Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Models

Recently, Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Models (DDPMs)
[12] have been widely explored in image generation and related
tasks [13], [17], [24], [66], [119], [166], [183], [184] because
of the powerful capability of modeling complicated distribution.
DDPMs consist of two T -step Markov processes. From 0 to
T , forward process iteratively introduces independent Gaussian
noise into image. As the number of iterations approaches T , the
noisy image becomes to pure Gaussian noise. Reversely, backward
process transforms the noise back to clean image. From T to 0,
diffusion models predict the injected noise in current step and
denoise to infer the next latent.
• Forward & Backward Processes in DDPM. Given the input
image z0 and step 1 ≤ t ≤ T , the forward process of DDPM
FDP
fw is formalized as:

zt = FDP
fw (zt−1, t− 1)

=
√
1− βtzt−1 +

√
βtϵt,

(1)

where βt is the hyperparameter specified by variance scheduler,
and ϵt ∼ N (0, I) is injected noise. Furthermore, zt can also be

directly derived from z0:

zt =
√
ᾱtz0 +

√
1− ᾱtϵ

0
t , (2)

where ᾱt =
∏t

i=1 αi and αt = 1−βt. ϵ0t is introduced Gaussian
noise in t step. Reversely, backward process FDP

bw denoises the
latent to clean image, which is formalized as:

zt−1 = FDP
bw (zt, t)

=
1
√
αt

(
zt −

βt√
1− ᾱt

εθ (zt, t)

)
+ σtϵ̂t,

(3)

where εθ (zt, t) is the estimation of injected noise, and θ rep-
resents network parameters. σt and ϵ̂t are hyperparameter and
stochastic component in backward process respectively.

For training of noise estimation network εθ , the study [12]
proposes to minimize variational bound [9] of negative log-
likelihood, where the goal is solving:

argmin
θ

Ez0∼pdata,t∼U(1,T ),ϵ∼N (0,I)

[
λt ∥εθ (zt, t)− ϵ∥2

]
,

(4)
where pdata is the distribution of training data. zt is obtained
through Eq. 2, and λt is time-variant weighting factor.
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• Inversion & Sampling Processes in DDIM. Denoising Dif-
fusion Implicit Model (DDIM) [185] accelerates sampling in
DDPMs, where sampling process FDI

bw is given as:

zt−1 = FDI
bw (zt, t)

=
√
ᾱt−1

zt −
√
1− ᾱtεθ(zt, t)√

ᾱt
+

√
1− ᾱt−1εθ(zt, t).

(5)
Rearranging Eq. 5 derives the DDIM inversion process FDI

fw :

zt = FDI
fw (zt−1, t− 1)

=
√
ᾱt

zt−1 −
√
1− ᾱt−1εθ(zt, t)√
ᾱt−1

+
√
1− ᾱtεθ(zt, t),

(6)
which is widely used in editing to invert real image to latent space.
• Conditional Generation. For controllable generation, classifier-
guidance [186] introduces a noise-dependent classifier to steer
the backward process. Classifier-free guidance [187] provides
a solution without auxiliary classifier. It combines conditional
noise estimate εθ(zt, t, C) with unconditional term εθ(zt, t,∅)
in backward process, where C and ∅ indicate condition and
null condition respectively. The predicted noise in classifier-free
guidance is expressed as:

ε̃θ (zt, t, C,∅, ω) = ω · εθ (zt, t, C) + (1− ω) · εθ (zt, t,∅) ,
(7)

where ω is guidance scale, and larger ω enhances the impact of
condition C in final result.
• Score Function. From score-based perspective [188], [189],
diffusion processes [12] can be generalized as representation of
stochastic differential equation (SDE), which is formalized as.

dz = f(z, t) + g(z)dw, (8)

where f(z, t) and g(z) are drift coefficient and diffusion coeffi-
cient respectively, and w indicates Brownian motion. The reverse
process of Eq. 8 is given as:

dz =
(
f(z, t)− g(z)2∇z log pt(z)

)
dt+ g(z)dw, (9)

where∇z log pt(z) is score function of pt(z), defined as gradient
of the log of noisy marginal distribution probability. Furthermore,
conditional score function is given as:

∇z log pt (z | C) =∇z log

(
pt (C | z) pt (z)

p(C)

)
∝ ∇z log pt (z) +∇z log pt (C | z) ,

(10)

where log pt (C | z) represents the posterior probability of C.
According to related literature [186], [190], the estimated noise

in DDPMs can be expressed as following equivalent form:

εθ(zt, t, C) = −
√
1− ᾱt∇zt log pt(zt | C), (11)

which facilitates the interconversion between score function and
predicted noise.

2.2 Text-to-Image Generation

Recently, numerous large-scale models [13], [14], [15], [181],
[191] are developed to achieve text-driven generation, which also
empower other related arenas [19], [25], [35], [168], [192], [193],
[194], [195]. In order to facilitate the discussion, we introduce
several fundamental aspects of T2I generation in following.

• Text Encoder. Text encoder [196], [197], [198] is one of
the indispensable components in current T2I models, which ex-
tracts expressive semantic features from text input. Among them,
CLIP [196] jointly trains text encoder and image encoder with
400 million text-image pairs to embed text and image in a mul-
timodal space. For large language models (LLMs), T5 [197] and
BERT [198] are trained on text-only corpus, which are equipped
with powerful comprehension and reasoning abilities. As indicated
in literature [14], these models exhibit dissimilar effects in image
generation. To handle with text input, text encoder converts each
discrete word to an unique token, which is used to retrieve the
token embedding in learned look-up table. Finally, these word-
level features are further processed to obtain the text embedding
that encompasses holistic semantic.
• Attention Mechanism. Transformer block [199] is default built-
in module in existing large-scale models because of it’s scalability.
Specifically, cross-attention enables the communication between
image features and text embedding, facilitating the text-guided
generation, while self-attention is responsible for capturing the
spatial correlation of image patches. The process of attention
mechanism is formalized as:

Attention(Q,K,V) = Softmax(
QKT

√
d

)V

= AV,
(12)

where, Q, K and V are query, key and value respectively, and d
indicates hidden dimension. A is attention map. In self-attention,
these variables are all calculated from image features through cor-
responding projection weights. Differently, cross-attention obtains
K and V from text features for cross-modal computation.
• Text-to-Image Model. Empowered by sophisticated text en-
coders [196], [197], there are various T2I models, like StableD-
iffusion [13], Imagen [14], DALLE-2 [15], GLIDE [191] and
so on [181], [200]. Slightly different from Eq. 4, the training
objective of these models is expressed as:

E(z0,C)∼pdata,t∼U(1,T ),ϵ∼N (0,I)

[
λt ∥εθ (zt, t, C)− ϵ∥2

]
,

(13)
where C is specified as text condition. Among these models, since
the code of StableDiffusion is open-source, it is widely studied in
following works [22], [32], [171]. StableDiffusion builds on Latent
Diffusion Model (LDM) [13], which employs autoencoder [9],
[201], [202] to project input image to lower-dimensional space
for computing efficiency. Meanwhile, it adopts U-Net [203] as the
architecture of noise estimator and operates in latent space.

2.3 Notation
We list commonly used notations in TABLE 1 for facilitating
understanding of the survey. In remaining parts, we will indicate
condition C in formula if necessary to signify the inclusion of con-
ditional inputs, such as FDI

bw (zt, t, C). Meanwhile, in cases where
no differentiation is needed, we unify the forward (inversion) /
backward (sampling) process of DDPM and DDIM as Ffw / Fbw.

3 PROBLEM FORMULATION

Before investigating advanced methods, we first present our def-
inition of image editing and introduce several critical aspects,
like multimodal user guidance and editing scenarios involved in
our topic. Furthermore, we provide a detailed introduction to the
proposed unified framework. TABLE 2 illustrates these elements
of representative approaches.
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TABLE 1: Commonly used notations in this survey.

Notations Descriptions

z0 / zt / zT Noisy latent in 0 / t / T step.

ε̃θ / εθ Noise estimation with / without classifier-free guidance.

Ffw / Fbw Forward (Inversion) / Backward (Sampling) process.

FDP
fw / FDP

bw Forward / Backward process in DDPM.

FDI
fw / FDI

bw Inversion / Sampling process in DDIM.

SI / G / ze0 Source image set / Guidance set / Edited image.

zst / zet Noisy latent of source / editing image in t step.

ΦI / CI Inversion clue / Source prompt.

Finv / Fedit Inversion / Editing algorithm.

FT
inv / FF

inv Tuning-based / Forward-based inversion algorithm.
FNorm
edit / FAttn

edit / FBlend
edit

FScore
edit / FOptim

edit

Normal / Attention-based / Blending-based
Score-based / Optimization-based editing algorithm.

3.1 Definition of Multimodal-Guided Image Editing
Given source image set SI and multimodal guidance set G, image
editing aims to identify the visual elements to be preserved upon
specific scenario and generate the edited image ze0, which retains
desired contents in SI and reflects editing targets involved in
G. In our opinion, maintained concepts not only refer to low-
level semantic, e.g., pixels of editing-unrelated region, but also
some high-level semantic, e.g., identity or other attributes. Fig. 1
illustrates the examples of low-level semantics in rows 1-6, and
high-level cases in rows 7-8.

3.2 Multimodal User Guidance
For controllable editing guided by G, we list some commonly used
control signals of different modalities in following.
• Natural Language. Natural language is convenient and flexible
for human beings to describe particular purposes, which is widely
used in recent studies [16], [32], [38], [41], [66]. There are several
forms of textural guidance. The common one is static text, which
represents the target through a complete description. For example,
“a blue dog” indicates that the user wants to change the hair of
dog to blue color. For some works [66], [80], a pair of descriptions
is demanded to illustrate the difference before and after editing.
In contrast, instruction is more flexible, where a single command-
style sentence is used to depict purpose, like “turn the dog blue”.
• Image. Image is an intuitive representation that conveys the
semantic specified in visual content, which is hard to articulate
by language. The common form is natural image [31], [33],
which can be captured by ubiquitous devices, or synthesised by
generation models [14] [181]. For instance, if someone wishes to
transfer his / her painting style to source image, he / she only needs
to feed a certain amount of creations to editing method. Another
form is mask [246], [247], which is essentially a binary image and
indicates the interesting region to be modified. Mask is often used
as the auxiliary condition to implement local editing.
• User Interface. User interface, such as mouse operation (like
click and drag) [35], [109], sliding bar and input box [34], etc.,
provides a interactive way to manipulate the image. Algorithms
are responsible for translating specific user action to recognizable
numerical parameters. For example, users can drag the object
to target location, where editing methods transform the mouse
operation to point coordinates [35].
• Combination of Control Signals. Due to the richness of user
guidance, some methods [81], [92], [109], [110], [153] simultane-

ously accept multiple control signals of different modalities. For
example, several works [92], [127] use textural prompt and mask
for inpainting task to fill the area with semantic contents.

3.3 Editing Scenario
We enumerate most of editing scenarios / tasks involved in
reviewed methods and divide them into two groups.
• Content-Aware Editing. Tasks belonging to this group intend
to maintain low-level semantics that are unrelated with editing,
while achieving targets indicated in G.

1) Local Editing. This subgroup modifies the image in local
area. 1. Object Manipulation. The task refers to addition
/ removal / replacement of designated object [32], [66].
2. Attribute Manipulation. This category aims to enhance
/ weaken / change the intrinsic attribute of object, like
color, texture, pose and action, etc [17], [33], [69], [82].
3.Spatial Transformation. This task changes spatial property
of object [35], [109], [110], like translation, scaling, and local
distortion. 4. Inpainting. This category fills the interesting
area in source image with coherent content [92], [93].

2) Global Editing. Tasks in this subgroup modify the global
semantic of source image. 1. Style Change. This task changes
the style of source image to another one [33], [248]. 2. Image
Translation. The task transfers the image from source domain
to target domain, like depth map to natural image [37], [134].

• Content-Free Editing. In contrast to content-aware editing
tasks, this group aims to preserve high-level semantics and re-
produce concepts in the novel context guided by G.

1) Subject-Driven Customization: This task [57], [146] gen-
erates novel images of target subject, where the identity is
maintained.

2) Attribute-Driven Customization: Instead of learning a
holistic concept, this task [48], [50] extracts decoupled at-
tributes, like shape, style, texture, and action, etc., which can
be assigned to other objects.

Specifically, content-aware editing is the main topic discussed
in current works [16], [32], [178]. Unlike in this common setting,
our definition extends the range of discussion, where the preserved
concepts involve more aspects, such as identity, style and so on.
Therefore, several generation tasks meeting our definition are also
included in this survey, such as customization [38], [41], [46],
[54] and conditional generation under image guidance [37], [133],
[147]. We illustrate various editing scenarios along with different
control signals in Fig. 1. Significantly, since both textural and
image conditions are difficult to depict the editing purpose in
spatial transformation, most of tasks from this category receive
guidance from user interface, like mouse operation.

3.4 Evaluation of Image Editing
Regardless of editing tasks, there are two fundamental metrics for
evaluating the fidelity to source images and guidance respectively:

1) Content Consistency: The edited image ze0 has to retain the
desired visual elements of SI . Several quantitative metrics
measure the consistency of source and edited images, such
as CLIP-I [196], LPIPS [249] and FID [250], where CLIP-I
calculates the cosine similarity of CLIP image embeddings.

2) Semantic Fidelity: The edited image ze0 has to reflect editing
targets involved in G. For quantitative evaluation, CLIP-
T [196] is used to measure the fidelity to textural prompt,
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TABLE 2: Summarization of representative works. We use abbreviations starting with “T” to notify editing scenarios: object
manipulation (TOM) / attribute manipulation (TAM) / spatial transformation (TST) / inpainting (TI) / style change (TSC) / image
translation (TIT) / subject-driven customization (TSDC) / attribute-driven customization (TADC). For conditions, we use abbreviations
starting with “G”: static text (GST) / instruction (GI) / natural image (GNI) / mask (GM) / user interface (GUI). For training-free
methods, we use abbreviations starting with “I” and “E” to denote inversion and editing algorithms respectively: tuning-based (IT) /
forward-based (IF) inversion, normal (EN) / attention-based (EA) / blending-based (EB) / score-based (ES) / optimization-based (EO)
editing. For training-based methods, we use abbreviations starting with “S” to indicate injection schemes: image concatenation (SIC) /
latent blending (SLB) / image adapter (SIA) / textual space adapter (STSA) / latent space adapter (SLSA).

Training-Free Approaches (Section 4, 5)
Inversion
Algorithm

Editing Algorithm Editing Scenario Guidance Set Method

IT

EN

TOM + TAM GST [43], [44]
TSDC GST [38], [41], [42], [45], [46], [51], [53], [54], [55], [56], [57], [59],

[60], [61], [62], [63], [64], [204]
TADC GST [39], [40], [47], [48], [49], [50], [205]
TOM + TAM GI [83]EA TSDC GST [65], [86]

EB TOM + TAM GST/ GI [19], [101], [103] / [98]
TI GST + GM [88]
TOM + TAM GST [107]ES TSDC GST [52]

EN TOM + TAM GST [74], [75]
TOM + TAM GST [16], [29], [32], [66], [68], [70], [71], [72], [76], [78], [79], [80],

[84]
TAM GST/ GNI [17], [69], [82], [89] / [33]
TI GNI + GM [87]

EA

TSC GNI [90], [91]
TOM + TAM GST [67], [95], [96], [99], [102]
TI GST + GM/ GST + GNI + GM [92], [93], [94] / [100]EB
TST GUI [34]
TOM + TAM GST [18], [30], [73], [104], [105], [106], [108], [111]
TST GST + GNI + GUI/

GNI + GUI
[109] /

[110]ES
TIT GST [112]
TOM + TAM GST/ GST + GM [11], [114], [116], [117] / [118]

IF

EO TSDC GST [115]

IT + IF

EN TSC GST + GNI [36]
EA TOM + TSDC GST + GNI [81], [85], [206]
EB TI + TSDC GST + GNI + GM [206]
ES TST GNI + GUI [113]
EO TST GM + GUI [35]

Training-Based Approaches (Section 7)
Editing Scenario Method Guidance Set Injection Scheme Data Source

TOM+ TAM

InstructPix2Pix [119] GI SIC [1]
MagicBrush [120] GI SIC [207]
HIVE [121] GI SIC [1], [119], [121]
InstructDiffusion [122] GI SIC [207], [208], [209], [210], [211], [212], [213], [214]
Emu-Edit [123] GI SIC [123]
MGIE [124] GI SIC + SLSA [119]
SmartEdit [125] GI SIC + STSA [119], [120], [193], [208], [215], [216], [217]
RIE [21] GI STSA [193], [215]
Imagen Editor [126] GST + GM SIC [214], [218]
SmartBrush [127] GST + GM SLI [2]
PowerPaint [128] GST + GM SIC [1], [214]
PbE [31] GNI + GM SIC + STSA [214]
ObjectStitch [129] GNI + GM SLI + STSA [2]
RIC [130] GNI + GM SIC + STSA [219]
PhD [131] GST + GNI + GM SIA [214]

TI

AnyDoor [20] GNI + GM SIA + SLSA [213], [220], [221], [222], [223], [224], [225], [226], [227],
[228], [229], [230], [231], [232]

TIT

ControlNet [37] GST SIA [37]
T2I-Adapter [132] GST SIA [1], [207]
SCEdit [133] GST SIA [1]
UniControl [134] GST SIA [1]
Cocktail [135] GST SIA [1]
Uni-ControlNet [136] GST SIA [2]
CycleNet [137] GST SIA [207], [214]
CycleGAN-Turbo [138] GST SLI [233], [234]
Taming [139] GST STSA + SLSA [235], [236]
InstantBooth [140] GST STSA [140]
E4T [141] GST STSA [236], [237], [238], [239]
ProFusion [142] GST STSA [237]
FastComposer [143] GST STSA [237]
PhotoMaker [144] GST STSA [144]
Photoverse [145] GST STSA + SLSA [237], [238], [240]
InstantID [146] GST SIA + STSA [241]
ELITE [147] GST STSA + SLSA [214]
BLIP-Diffusion [148] GST STSA [2], [5], [207], [214], [218]
Domain-Agnostic [149] GST STSA [214], [242]
UMM [150] GST STSA [2]
Subject-Diffusion [152] GST STSA + SLSA [1]

TSDC

Instruct-Imagen [153] GI SLSA [151], [235], [238], [239], [243]

TADC
ArtAdapter [154] GST STSA [1], [239]
DreamCreature [155] GST STSA [244], [245]
Lee et al [156] GST STSA [156]
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Fig. 3: Unified Framework. We present an example of object addition to illustrate the cooperation of two algorithm families within
proposed framework. Inversion algorithm Finv encodes source images Is into ΦI , and source prompt CI identifies original contents.
Editing algorithm Fedit employs ΦI and guidance set G to infer the edited image ze0.

which computes the cosine similarity of image and text
embeddings from CLIP. Besides, directional CLIP similar-
ity [251] receives image pair along with source and target
descriptions, indicating the accuracy of editing direction.

3.5 Unified Framework

Current methods can be integrated in an unified framework, where
the editing process is divided into two primary algorithm families.
• Inversion Algorithm. Inversion algorithm Finv encodes source
images into ΦI , named inversion clue, which is used in editing
stage to reconstruct desired contents. The process is expressed as:

ΦI = Finv(SI , CI), (14)

where CI is the source prompt that identifies original contents. We
demonstrate different algorithms in the top of Fig. 3. Significantly,
Eq. 14 is also applicable to image condition, as users want to retain
certain contents from reference image in ze0.
• Editing Algorithm. Through incorporating ΦI into the base
model according to different inversion methods, editing algorithm
then employs the variant version of CI in G to reconstruct
preserved contents and achieve the purpose, like “a dog” and “a

dog with glasses” in Fig. 3. Formally, the goal of editing algorithm
Fedit is to generate the edited image:

ze0 = Fedit(ΦI , G). (15)

Specifically, Fedit intervenes the backward process as:

Fbw(zt, t, C | ΦI , G){ · }, (16)

where Fbw(zt, t, C | ΦI , G) demonstrates that backward process
is performed based on ΦI and G. Meanwhile, { · } represents the
manipulation of Fedit, which enhances both content consistency
and semantic fidelity. Significantly, control signals like mask or
numerical parameters from user interface are only processed in
{ · }, as they cannot be recognized by T2I model. Furthermore,
we also refer to the normal version of Fedit as FNorm

edit :

Fbw(zt, t, C | ΦI , G), (17)

which indicates the absence of intervention.
• Cooperation of Inversion & Editing Algorithms. We illustrate
the cooperation of inversion and editing algorithms through a
simple case in Fig. 3. As shown in Fig. 3, other editing algorithms
outperform FNorm

edit in preserving appearance of the dog. For
example, blending-based algorithm fuses the text embeddings of
CI with target embedding and uses the blended features to guide
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ViCo [65]
Custom-Edit [81]
PhotoSwap [85]
DreamMatcher [86]

Imagic [19]
PTI [67]
Forgedit [101]
DAC [103]

DCO [52]
SINE [107] DragDiffusion [35]

PnP [16]
MasaCtrl [17]
P2P [32]
StyleInjection [90]

PTI [67]
BLD [92]
DiffEdit [96]
PFB-Diff [99]

LEDITS++ [30]
SEGA [104]
Self-Guidance [109]
DragonDiffusion [110]

RDM [114]
Pick-and-Draw [115]
DDS [116]
CDS [117]

Fig. 4: Application of unified framework. We represent some studies from different tasks within our framework, like object / attribute
manipulation [16], [17], [19], [30], [32], [67], [67], [96], [99], [101], [103], [104], [107], [114], [116], [117], spatial transformation [35],
[109], [110], inpainting [92], style change [90], and customization [52], [65], [81], [85], [86], [115].

backward process, for achieving fidelity to both source image
and text guidance. Attention-based algorithm injects the attention
maps from source images to retain details of the dog.

With our proposed framework, users are able to combine
proper approaches to accomplish particular purposes. We illustrate
the inversion and editing algorithms of reviewed methods in
TABLE 2. It is worth noting that many of these studies [32],
[88], [102] employ multiple editing algorithms simultaneously.
For simplicity, we only category them based on the primary
technology they use. Fig. 4 presents several representative works
to illustrate the applicability of our framework in multiple tasks.

4 INVERSION ALGORITHM

In literature of GAN-based methods [252], [253], inversion refers
to the process that embeds natural image into latent space, and
the representation is fed to GAN for reconstruction. In this
section, we investigate the inversion algorithms in diffusion-based
models [38], [41], [66], [80] and categorize them into tuning-based
inversion and forward-based inversion, which are denoted as FT

inv

and FF
inv respectively. Fig. 3 illustrates the ideas of them.

4.1 Tuning-Based Inversion
In order to re-create source contents, a big family of works [36],
[38], [41] exploit the original training process of diffusion models
to implant source images into the generative distribution. Under
this paradigm, the goal of FT

inv is to solve:

argmin
θI

Ezs
0∼p(SI),t,ϵ

[
λt ∥εθ∪θI (z

s
t , t, CI)− ϵt∥2

]
, (18)

where zs0 is the source image sampled from SI . θI indicates
parameters to be updated and ∪ is union operation. Other terms are
the same with Eq. 13. Under this paradigm, ΦI = θI . In editing
time, methods load θI to the base model, and use variant of CI to
reconstruct preserved concepts.

According to Eq. 18 and the upper-left corner of Fig. 3, tuning-
based inversion algorithm optimizes all potential denoising paths
to reconstruct source images from arbitrary Gaussian noise. FT

inv

has following characteristics. 1. Since FT
inv optimizes numerous

denoising trajectories, it has considerable reconstruction ability.
2. Since methods based on FT

inv perform sampling from random
noise, they have high flexibility in terms of image layout. However,

it is accompanied by lengthy tuning time and may loss a certain
degree of generative capability due to one-shot or few-shot tuning.
Therefore, FT

inv is mostly used in content-free editing tasks [38],
[41], [55], [60], [205], with several cases in content-aware sce-
narios [19], [81], [101], [107], since the former requires higher
flexibility with lower demand in maintaining image structure
and low-level semantics. We mainly talk about the challenges
and corresponding solutions in content-free editing tasks, while
organizing these methods based on their tuning spaces.

4.1.1 Textual Space
For T2I models [13], [14], [181], text encoders [196], [197],
[254] are employed to extract representative features from text
prompt, facilitating the cross-modal computation to generate cre-
ative contents. Therefore, a research line intends to optimize
textual embedding (θI ) to complete different editing tasks [41],
[42], [43], [44]. However, restricted by parameter size, tuning
in textual space often leads to poor reconstruction performance.
As indicated in literature [47], [48], [255], textual embedding
tends to capture global semantic, while overlooking finer details.
Therefore, several studies [45], [46] extend ordinary space to
tackle the issue. In contrast, other methods [40], [48], [50] take
advantage of the characteristic and try to decompose entangled
attributes from images.
• Extension of Textual Space. A group of methods [41],
[42], [43], [44] explore the effectiveness of textual space in
distinct editing scenarios, while others [45], [46] make effort to
enhance the reconstruction ability through space extension. For
customization, Textual-Inversion (TI) [41] introduces a learnable
word embedding to represent the subject, and assigns a rare token
to it as identifier, like “sks”. Through constructing CI with the
rare token, such as “a photo of a <rare token>”, and applying
Eq. 18 on text-image pairs, TI preserves the subject identity. In
addition, DreamArtist [42] jointly optimizes positive and negative
embeddings [186] to alleviate overfitting issue of tuning on a
single image. Specifically, the negative embedding is used to
correct the mistake made by positive one. Other works [43], [44]
employ the technique in content-aware editing tasks. UniTune [43]
optimizes the embedding of CI . In editing stage, it concatenates CI
with target prompt to retain basic contents. Differently, HiPer [44]
optimizes the tail part of text embedding for better consistency,
and replaces initial pieces with target embedding.
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Limited by the number of parameters, these methods fall
short in maintaining finer details. Based on StableDiffusion [13],
XTI [45] introduces extended textual conditioning space P+ to
alleviate underfitting issue. Different from TI [41], where a single
embedding is optimized, the method learns separate vector for
each U-Net layer [13]. Layer-wise embeddings facilitate to extract
multi-level features for better reconstruction. NeTI [46] further
expands P+ along time dimension. Specifically, it trains a projec-
tion network to map current denoising step and layer number to
word embedding. Meanwhile, the method appends nested dropout
layer [256] to last linear layer, which balances reconstruction
ability and editability through adjusting the truncation value.
• Extraction of Attributes. According to relevant studies [47],
[255], textual space prefers to capture in-domain features. Some
approaches [39], [47], [48] leverage this property to decompose
entangled attributes from a holistic concept. Since each denoising
stage is responsible for distinct semantics, ProSpect [47] intro-
duces a hypernetwork to infer the time-wise embedding. These
features capture dissimilar attributes, like materials and shape,
etc. Furthermore, MATTE [39] achieves the goal through a finer
approach. Similar with NeTI [46], it extends textual space in both
layer-wise and time-wise dimensions. In editing time, the method
uses a subset of embeddings to assemble different attributes.
Concept Decomposition [48] provides a more intuitive solution.
It uses a binary tree to represent concepts in distinct semantic-
levels. For each iteration, the method decomposes the concept
indicated in current node, through applying Eq. 18 on composited
child identifiers and images generated by parent embedding.

Compared with concrete visual contents, it’s more challenging
to extract implicit attributes from finite images. In this situation,
simply employing pixel-wise diffusion loss is insufficient. A hand-
ful of methods [40], [49] intend to learn the action from source
images. Since preposition in natural language represents the cor-
relation of different subjects, Reversion [40] exploits contrastive
loss to align the action embedding with sampled preposition
embeddings, while distancing it from other Part-of-Speech (POE)
words. From another perspective, Action-Disentangled Identifier
(ADI) [49] seeks for the action-related channels of word embed-
ding through calculating gradient difference between source and
auxiliary images, and only applies gradient descent to these key
parameters. Moreover, Lego [50] aims to extract more general
concepts from examplar images. It first assigns distinct tokens
and word embeddings for subject and the concept to be learned
respectively. In tuning process, CI for subject-only images only in-
clude “<subject token>”, while others add “<concept token>”
on this basis to indicate the injection of new attributes. Meanwhile,
inspired from Reversion, the method employs contrastive loss to
separate these embeddings in textural space.

4.1.2 Model Space
A big family of approaches [38], [53], [61] additionally update
modules from base model (θI ) to improve reconstruction ability.
For example, some works [19], [35], [101] optimizes both tex-
tural embedding and model parameters for content consistency
after non-rigid editing or local distortion. Other methods [38],
[54] enhance the details in customization. However, updating
numerous parameters gives rise to language drift [257], [258]
and catastrophic forgetting problems. That is, the model forgets
prior knowledge after fine-tuning. In addition, they also struggle
with disentangling unrelated contents, such as background, which
impairs the identity of edited subject. These overfitting phenomena

undermine editability in varying degrees. Regarding these issues,
several solutions are as follows.
• Prior Preservation Regularization. A group of works [38],
[51], [52], [53] regularize tuning process to maintain the prior
knowledge. As a pioneer work, DreamBooth [38] introduces class-
specific regularization dataset, which contains a certain number
of prior images that are generated through the original model.
By jointly tuning on regularized data and source images, it
mitigates overfitting problem. Work from [51] further enhances the
regularization dataset through constructing sophisticated prompt
templates to create richer data. Instead of using fixed prior images
throughout tuning, DCO [52] proposes to reduce Kullback-Leibler
Divergence (KLD) in absence of regularized dataset. Borrow-
ing the idea from Direct Preference Optimization (DPO) [259],
which implicitly minimizes KLD of new policy and old one,
DCO fine-tunes the base model with prior preservation. In addi-
tion, to maintain intrinsic characteristics of personalized subject,
FaceChain-SuDe [53] regularizes to increase conditional proba-
bility p(Ccate|zt, t, CI), where Ccate depicts the super-category of
customized subject. The novel regularization term encourages the
method to retain private properties from super-category.
• Efficient Fine-Tuning. Inspired from Parameter Efficient Fine-
Tuning (PEFT) [58], a research line [54], [57], [59], [205] op-
timizes a small set of parameters to accelerate inversion pro-
cess, while alleviating the overfitting issue. Several studies [54],
[56] identify critical parameters based on established metrics.
Custom Diffusion [54] verifies that the relative change of most
of parameters are small after tuning, except for cross-attention
modules. Therefore, the method updates projection weights of
key and value, while freezing other layers. From another per-
spective, Cones [56] determines important neurons by scaling
down their values and checking whether the diffusion loss is
reduced. Other works [57], [204] introduce additional parameters
into particular layers for efficient tuning. SVDiff [57] exploits
Singular Value Decomposition (SVD) for learning weight offsets
as ∆W = U∆ΣV T , where ∆Σ is the change of singular value
matrix. LoRA [58] decomposes weight offsets into the production
of two low-rank matrices as ∆W=DU , while seeking for optimal
down matrix D and up matrix U . Moreover, ANOVA [59] pro-
poses a design space to inject LoRA modules for more efficiency.
• Disentanglement of Unrelated Semantic. Customization of
specific concept is often affected by irrelevant contents, like
background, or other objects, which impair the editability due to
concept coupling. To address the challenge, several works enhance
CI through crafted templates [51] or descriptive caption estimated
from multimodal model [101], [260] to include various concepts
indicated in the image. Essentially, these studies assume that the
generation model is capable for learning the correlation between
text token and image features while disentangling different con-
cepts in semantic space. Other approaches [61], [62] require binary
masks to separate visual elements in image space, which are
given by users or predicted from segmentation networks [213],
[261], [262]. For customizing multiple subjects from a single
image simultaneously, Break-a-Scene [61] only applies Eq. 18
inside masked regions, which excludes the effect of unrelated
contents. Meanwhile, the method further aligns the cross-attention
map of each subject with corresponding mask by minimizing
their discrepancy, which prevents attention leakage. Borrowing the
idea, Clic [62] intends to learn local concept from a holistic one.
Specifically, it further considers out-of-mask region for integration
of context information, and applies diffusion loss inside soft mask.
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4.1.3 Image Adapter Space
Except for intrinsic parameters in base model, another family of
studies [36], [63], [65] perform inversion through tuning addi-
tional adapter network (θI ), which incorporates features of source
image into backward process. Since image and text features from
CLIP [196] are aligned in the joint space, some methods [36], [63],
[64] introduce projection network to map the image embedding
into textual space, and inject the features into diffusion model
through cross-attention modules. For transferring the style from
reference image to target one, InST [36] proposes an auxiliary
adapter based on multi-layer attention to extract global semantic
of style image. Other methods [63], [64] employ the adapter to
disentangle different visual components. DisenBooth [63] intro-
duces an multi layer perceptron (MLP) to extract background-
related features from CLIP image embedding, while the subject
identity is learned in original textual space. In addition, method
from [64] further learns pose-related features for finer disentan-
glement. Instead of using CLIP encoder, ViCo [65] leverages
native noise estimator to extract finer details from source image.
Specifically, the method injects learnable attention layers into base
model, where query is calculated from generating image, key and
value are from source images. The pixel-level mutual computation
makes ViCo outperform in identity preservation.

4.2 Forward-Based Inversion
The forward process in diffusion models naturally inverts image
into noise space, while backward process re-creates the input
based on this initial point. In absence of cumbersome test-
time tuning, the idea is widely studied and refined in numerous
studies [66], [70], [71], [75], [86], [115] to adapt various tasks.
Specifically, these methods purpose to reverse the fixed trajectory
/ path generated by forward process [12], [185] for reproducing
source image. Formally, intermediate noisy latents of inversion
and reconstruction paths in FF

inv are expressed as:[
zs,∗t+1

]T−1

t=0
= [Ffw(z

s,∗
t , t, C∗)]

T−1
t=0 , st. zs,∗0 = zs0,[

zs,′t

]0
t=T−1

=
[
Fbw(z

s,′
t+1, t+ 1, CI | θF )

]0
t=T−1

, st. zs,′T = zs,∗T ,
(19)

where zs0 is source image from SI . The superscripts ∗ and
′ indicate variables in inversion and reconstruction trajectories
respectively. θF represents method-related parameters [66], [70],
[80] for aligning zs,∗t and zs,′t . For example, NTI [66] optimizes
“null-text” embedding (θF ) to minimize

∥∥zs,∗t − zs,′t

∥∥2. The goal
of FF

inv is expressed as:

argmin
θF

∥∥∥zs,′t|θF − zs,∗t

∥∥∥2 , st. ∀t ∈ 0, ..., T − 1, zs,′T = zs,∗T ,

(20)
where zs,′t|θF indicates that zs,′t is related to θF . Specifically, FF

inv

encodes source image into zs,∗T and θF , ie., ΦI =
(
zs,∗T , θF

)
. For

editing, methods use zs,∗T as initial point, while incorporating θF
to retain basic contents in final result.

According to Eq. 20 and top-right part of Fig. 3, methods
in this group only reconstruct a single denoising path. There are
several properties of FF

inv . 1. Since source image is encoded
in initial latent, the basic contents of image is preserved during
sampling. 2. In contrast to FT

inv , FF
inv does not change the output

distribution, thereby maintaining the generative capability of base
model. Therefore, this family is commonly exploited in content-
aware editing tasks, due to the requirement of retaining low-level
semantics. In this section, we categorize methods based on their
forward processes [12], [185].

4.2.1 DDIM Inversion

Early works [32], [185], [187] employ the deterministic sam-
pling characteristics of DDIM [185] to invert real image, where
Ffw and Fbw in Eq. 20 are corresponding to FDI

fw and FDI
bw

respectively. As demonstrated in Eq. 6, since zs,∗t is inacces-
sible in DDIM inversion process, a common solution is using
εθ

(
zs,∗t−1, t

)
to approximate εθ

(
zs,∗t , t

)
, which is nearly correct

under the assumption of infinitely small step. Nevertheless, ac-
cording to literature [66], [70], [74], above approximation often
causes considerable accumulated error when applying classifier-
free guidance [186] along with large guidance scale ω, leading
to poor reconstruction. Besides, since elements of noise map are
not independent from each other, which is not exactly the same
with training stage of diffusion model, ordinary DDIM inversion
often leads to the decline of editability. For widely used classifier-
free guidance strategy, above problems are unacceptable. In this
section, we focus on solutions of these issues.
• Approximation of Inversion Trajectory. To alleviate accu-
mulated error, several methods [66], [70] intend to approximate
the inversion trajectory. A group of works [66], [67], [68], [69]
introduce learnable parameters (θF ) to reduce the difference of
zs,∗t and zs,′t . Null-Text Inversion (NTI) [66] is the first method to
take the issue into account for real image editing. For addressing
the degradation of editability caused by high ω, the inversion
trajectory is generated by setting ω = 1 in classifier-free guid-
ance. For preventing the reconstruction trajectory to deviate from
inversion path, the method optimizes the “null-text” embedding ∅
in each step by minimizing ||zs,∗t − zs,′t ||2, where zs,′t is obtained
with large ω. In contrast, Prompt Tuning Inversion (PTI) [67]
instead optimizes text embedding, which is interpolated with
target embedding in editing time. Different from these methods,
StyleDiffusion [68] encodes the error into value matrices of cross-
attention modules for better consistency. For non-rigid editing,
KV Inverson [69] optimizes feature offsets of keys and values in
self-attention modules as well as corresponding weight factors. In
editing time, keys and values of generating image are summed
with learned ones, to maintain the basic content.

In addition, some approaches [70], [71], [108] aim to avoid
the time-consuming optimization process in above methods [66],
[67], [69], while inheriting their reconstruction ability. Negative-
Prompt Inversion (NPI) [70] assumes that model has similar
noise predictions in adjacent steps. Under this assumption, the
method verifies that optimized “null-text” embedding in NTI [66]
is equivalent to source embedding in each step. Benefiting from the
approximation, the method circumvents cumbersome optimization
and save the inference time. Based on NPI, ProxEdit [71] further
constrains the difference between conditional and unconditional
terms in semantic-unrelated region for better consistency.

Other works [72], [73] tackle the problem by solving zs,∗t as
the fixed point of forward function under contractive assumption:
zs,∗t = f(zs,∗t ), where f is the right-hand term of Eq. 6. In
each step, Fixed-point Inversion (FPI) [72] performs FDI

fw for N
times as zi+1

t = f(zit), i = 0, 1, .., N , where z0t = zNt−1 and
superscript s, ∗ is omitted for brevity. The operation stops when
the difference of zi+1

t and zit is small enough or the number of
iterations reaches upper bound. Moreover, Accelerated Iterative
Diffusion Iteration (AIDI) [73] further accelerates the convergence
through proposed variant of Anderson acceleration algorithm.
• Exact DDIM Inversion. Instead of simulating the forward
trajectory, another research line [29], [74], [75] establishes exact
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DDIM inversion. Inspired from normalizing flow models [263],
[264], EDICT [74] reformulates DDIM processes and tracks
two associated noisy variables in each step during inversion,
which can be exactly derived from each other in sampling time.
Bi-Directional Integration Approximation (BDIA) [75] further
accelerates the process by reducing number of neural function
evaluations (NFE). Specifically, the method establishes the relation
of current noisy latent and several preceding ones in backward
step, and reverses the equation to get exact inversion process.
From a more intuitive perspective, PnP Inversion [76] computes
and stores the difference of zs,′t and zs,∗t for each t, which is added
to noisy variable in editing time.
• Improvement of Editability. For ordinary DDIM inversion
trajectory, noise maps estimated in middle steps do not satisfy
the statistical characteristics of pure Gaussian noise, resulting
in poor editability. To address the challenge, pix2pix-zero [18]
and it’s following work [77] introduce auto-correlation loss to
guide the inversion process, which regularizes the predicted noise
to prevent falling out of distribution. From another perspective,
works from [68], [78] refine the correspondence of text token
and image features in cross-attention map to correct inaccurate
semantic alignment. Based on NTI [66], DPL [78] introduces
additional loss terms in each denoising step. Specifically, these
constraints are introduced to reduce the cosine similarity of cross-
attention maps from different visual components, which alleviate
attention leakage and enhances the editability.

4.2.2 DDPM Inversion

Another group of methods [30], [79], [80], [105], [180] explore
the property of DDPM inversion space. These methods simply use
FDP
fw to inject randomness into image without noise estimation.

Since the noise map of each step complies Gaussian distribution,
these approaches outperforms in editability, while saving com-
putation. Due to the indeterministic nature of DDPM processes,
some studies [79], [80] make effort to resist the degradation of
reconstruction ability caused by injected randomness. To tackle
the issue, DDPM Inversion [80] encodes the difference of zs,′t and
zs,∗t into randomness term from FDP

bw given in Eq. 3. Since the
randomness map (θF ) contains rich visual information, the method
can faithfully re-create source contents during modification, while
providing high editing flexibility.

5 EDITING ALGORITHM

As the remaining part of proposed unified framework, editing
algorithm Fedit aims to generate final edited image based on ΦI

and G. The normal solution illustrated in Eq. 17 directly incor-
porates ΦI to base model and performs sampling process [12],
[185] under the guidance from G. It is a common practice in early
works [41], [43], [44], [180] and especially for content-free editing
tasks [40], [50], as evident in TABLE 2. However, according to
Fig. 3, FNorm

edit lacks fine-grained control on final images and fall
short in achieving both content consistency and semantic fidelity.
Besides, some modalities like mask and numerical input from user
interfaces are difficult to process by T2I models. To address these
challenges, numerous studies [19], [32], [110], [116] intervene the
ordinary backward process, as formalized in Eq. 16. We catego-
rize current methods into four groups: Attention-Based Editing,
Blending-Based Editing, Score-Based Editing and Optimization-
Based Editing, and denote them as FAttn

edit , FBlend
edit , FScore

edit and

Fig. 5: Attention-Based Editing. Illustrated methods are [17],
[32]. We use red and green colors to represent source and target
prompts respectively. The superscripts s and t denote attention
features from source and editing images. A(·) in (b) indicates the
computation of attention map.

FOptim
edit respectively. The principles of these approaches are illus-

trated in bottom of Fig. 3. It’s worth noting that users can use these
methods in combination to leverage their different characteristics,
thereby gaining better performance. In this section, we primarily
discuss the mechanisms and properties of these ideas, offering a
reference for algorithm selection in various editing tasks.

5.1 Attention-Based Editing

A big family of methods [16], [17], [32], [33] achieve finer
control over the final outcome through manipulating attention
mechanisms. Formally, the process of FAttn

edit is expressed as:

zt−1 = Fbw(zt, t, C | ΦI , G)
{
At,Vt ← Ât, V̂t

}
, (21)

Where the item inside braces represents the replacement of at-
tention map At and value Vt with altered ones: Ât and V̂t. We
present several representative works in Fig. 5 to demonstrate their
manipulation approaches in different scenarios. Due to the dissim-
ilar properties of cross-attention and self-attention, we separately
discuss them in following.

5.1.1 Manipulation in Cross-Attention Mechanism
For T2I models [13], [14], cross-attention enables the communica-
tion between image features and text embedding, bridging the gap
between natural language and visual content. Specifically, in cross-
attention, attention map indicates the correlation of text token and
image region, while value identifies semantic content. Next, we
introduce several manipulation schemes.
• Injection of Cross-Attention Features. A group of studies [32],
[81] intend to inject cross-attention map or value from other
sources into backward process for fine-grained controllability in
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semantic layout. Prompt-to-Prompt (P2P) [32] employs attention
maps from reconstruction path (Ât) to manipulate corresponding
ones in editing path for various purposes. Several examples of
object manipulation are illustrated in Fig. 3 and Fig. 5. Through
injection, while keeping value from editing prompt, the method
maintains the basic structure from source image. Based on P2P,
Custom-Edit [81] combines ideas from both tuning-based [54] and
forward-based inversion methods [66] to replace the object with
reference one given in examplar image. Specifically, the method
performs the same injection strategy from P2P, while using the
identifier token of personalized object in target prompt to achieve
object replacement. Object-Shape Variation [82] proposes prompt-
mixing to adjust the shape of object, while keeping other elements
unchanged. Specifically, it injects value from another prompt (V̂t)
in middle denoising stage, which is responsible for modifying the
shape-related semantic.
• Adjustment of Attention Score. In cross-attention map, acti-
vation magnitude reflects the effect extent of each text token. A
group of methods [32], [83] leverage the property to adjust the
influence of target words in edited image. For example, P2P re-
weights attention score of object token to control it’s existence.
Since high attention score in irrelevant region often degrades the
quality, FoI [83] exploits the idea for preventing over-editing issue.

5.1.2 Manipulation in Self-Attention Mechanism

Self-attention captures spatial correlation in attention map, and
enhances communication between image tokens belonging to the
same semantic, which accelerates the process of completing a
holistic concept. Similar with injection scheme of cross-attention,
some methods [16], [84], [85], [86] leverage attention map or
value from other trajectories to edit in a finer approach. For ob-
ject replacement, Plug-and-Play (PnP) [16] replaces self-attention
maps with ones from reconstruction path (Ât) to keep image lay-
out. Free-Prompt Editing (FPE) [84] investigates the effectiveness
of self-attention in text-guided image editing tasks, while boosting
the performance in several scenarios through attention injection.
For retaining details of customized subject, DreamMatcher [86]
uses warped value from reference path (V̂t) to spatially align self-
attention map and value from different sources.

In addition, other methods [17], [34], [87], [88] manipulate
self-attention map locally to refine the spatial correspondence.
Among them, TF-ICON [87] merges self-attention maps from
input images, to achieve harmonious image composition. HD-
Painter [88] adjusts attention score to prevent the influence from
irrelevant pixels over inpainted region. Similarly, for layer-wise
editing, DesignEdit [34] uses the idea to get the clean background
through constraining the activation values in object area.

Another line of research [17], [33], [89], [265] queries to
other contexts for controlling the appearance. As demonstrated in
Fig. 5, MasaCtrl [17] introduces mutual self-attention mechanism
to achieve non-rigid editing, where key and value are sourced from
reconstruction path. By querying to reference context, MasaCtrl
maintains object appearance while complying non-rigid guidance,
such as change of pose or action. Furthermore, due to the imper-
fect reconstruction of ordinary DDIM inversion space [66], [70],
TIC [89] boosts the performance by directly utilizing the features
from inversion trajectory. Inspired from mutual computation, work
from [33] proposes cross-image attention for appearance transfer
between subjects with similar semantic (like zebra and horse),
where key and value are calculated from appearance image.

Fig. 6: Blending-Based Editing. Illustrated methods are [92],
[101]. We use red and green colors to represent source prompt
and editing target respectively.

Similarly, other works [90], [91] leverage the idea for style change,
and obtain key and value from style image.

5.2 Blending-Based Editing
A number of methods [19], [87], [92], [98], [103] represent source
image and editing target in the same space, while seeking for
optimal intermediate state that retains desired contents and reflects
purpose simultaneously. FBlend

edit is formalized as:

zt−1 = Fbw(zt, t, C | ΦI , G)
{
ft ← αfsrc

t + βf tgt
t

}
, (22)

where the item inside braces indicates the fusion of fsrc
t and

f tgt
t using respective blending factors α and β. ft is blended

features [19], [92] or parameters [103] specified in methods. In
this section, we organize methods based on their blending spaces,
and illustrate several representative works [92], [101] in Fig. 6.

5.2.1 Blending in Spatial Space
Blending in spatial space is a common practice for compositing
visual elements into a single image, which assembles the contents
from source image and generating one for local editing. Based on
multi-step backward process, a group of works [93], [99], [100]
explore to blend diffusion features for harmonious results.
• Blending in Noisy Latent Space. According to literature [16],
[17], noisy latent encodes spatial characteristics of the generating
image, like appearance and structure. In this situation, fsrc

t and
f tgt
t represent for intermediate noisy variables from source and

generating images respectively. Some methods [87], [92], [96] use
either the user-provided mask [92], [93] or estimated one [32],
[82], [95], [96], [98] to employ blending. For inpainting task,
users require to provide mask condition to indicate the interesting
region. Borrowing the idea from previous work [246], Blended
Latent Diffusion (BLD) [92] blends noisy latents from editing
path and DDPM forward trajectory of source image, as depicted in
top of Fig. 6. Moreover, High-Resolution Blended Diffusion [93]
further improves the quality though super-resolution model. Mean-
while, similar with RePaint [247], it applies blending process and
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Eq. 1 iteratively in each denoising step, resulting in more harmo-
nious and consistent result. In addition, Differential Diffusion [94]
allows users to provide change map, which presents the editing
strength in each location for smooth inpainting. Specifically, in-
stead of using fixed mask, the method calculates dynamic blending
factors according to current step and control map, adjusting the
fusion smoothness for higher coherency. DreamEdit [206] exploits
the idea to inpaint customized subject into designated area.

Recently, some methods [34], [95] blend the noisy latents
from multiple trajectories, to assemble different contents. Since
the optimal inversion step of each target is dissimilar, OIR [95]
constructs multiple editing paths accordingly and fuse them to
integrate their effects in final image.

Other methods [17], [32], [82], [96], [98] leverage the idea to
prevent methods modifying semantic-unrelated content. Some of
these works [17], [32] use cross-attention map to estimate editing
region. Another line of research [71], [96], [97] predicts based
on the difference of noise maps, where elements below a certain
threshold stand for the region to be preserved. To avoid over-
editing issue in object replacement, DiffEdit [96] computes the
discrepancy of estimated noises that are guided by source and
target prompts respectively to infer the blending map. Since back-
ground pixels make little change in terms of noise value, the map
coarsely indicates editing area. Differently, other methods [71],
[97] compute the divergence of conditional and unconditional
terms to identify fusion factors.
• Blending in Layer-Level Feature Space. Instead of blending
noisy variables, another group of methods [17], [82], [86], [87],
[99], [100] operate in layer-level feature space for more seamless
and coherent result. PFB-Diff [99] introduces blending modules
to fuse the features from certain transformer blocks for object
replacement. Some of other methods [17], [82] fuses self-attention
features for local modification. For example, MasaCtrl [17] blends
the features from editing and reconstruction paths to preserve
the background content. For zero-shot customization, Tuning-
Free Image Customization [100] blends output of self-attention
modules from different trajectories with time-variant blending
factors to combine scene image and personalized subject.

5.2.2 Blending in Semantic Space
Another study line [19], [67], [101], [103] represents f t

src and f t
tgt

in the semantic space for highly flexible editing.
• Blending in Textual Space. Since textual embedding en-
compasses rich information, some approaches [19], [67], [101]
encode the source image into textual space, and blend it with
the target embedding. For non-rigid editing, Imagic [19] first
inverts the input through tuning the embedding of target prompt
with finite steps. This prevents the target embedding deviating
far from it’s original value, thereby keeping linear property.
The method then optimizes parameters from backbone network
to improve consistency, which is not satisfied in first step. In
editing time, Imagic interpolates updated target embedding and
it’s original value to get final result. In contrast, Forgedit [101]
jointly optimizes the source embedding and base model for train-
ing efficiency. As demonstrated in Fig. 6, through merging the
source and target embeddings, Forgedit exhibits a good balance
in content consistency and semantic fidelity. Borrowing the idea
from NTI [66], PTI [67] optimizes the source embedding to correct
imperfect DDIM inversion space [66], which is interpolated with
target embedding in editing time. From another perspective, since
denoising stages are responsible for distinct visual contents [32],

[47], [82], work from [102] seeks for optimal blending factors in
each step through applying semantic and content losses [251],
[266] on editing image, balancing the ratio of preserved and
modified contents.
• Blending in Parameter Space. A handful of studies [101],
[103] operate in parameter space. For mitigating the overfitting
issue caused by tuning on a single image, Forgedit replaces a part
of modules with corresponding ones from original model to pre-
serve generative capability. Inspired from counterfactual inference
framework, Doubly Abductive Counterfactual (DAC) [103] opti-
mizes LoRA [204] modules to encode source image and editing
target. By adjusting the weight factor, DAC makes a equilibrium
between modification and preservation of source contents.

5.3 Score-Based Editing
For image generation, conditional input endows model with the
controllability of created contents [187], [187]. From score-based
perspective, conditional score function can be extended to follow-
ing equation under the assumption of independence.

∇zt
log pt (zt | C1, C2, ..., CNc

) ∝∇zt
log pt (zt)

+ ΣNc
i=1∇zt

log pt (Ci | zt) ,
(23)

where Nc is the number of conditions, and log pt (Ci | zt)
could be modeled by classifier-guidance [187] or classifier-free
guidance [186]. The score-based perspective inspires many stud-
ies [104], [107], [110] to gather information from auxiliary distri-
butions, providing directional guidance for distinct editing targets.
FScore
edit is formalized as:

zt−1 = Fbw(zt, t, C | ΦI , G)
{
εθ ← −

√
1− ᾱt(∇zt

log pt (zt)

+ ΣNc
i=1ωi∇zt

log pt (Ci | zt))
}
,

where the item inside braces represents the noise map is calculated
by aggregating effects from multiple conditions and transforming
the score to noise through Eq. 11. ωi is guidance scale. We
categorize the methods based on the origin of∇zt

log pt (Ci | zt),
and present several representative works in Fig. 7.
• Multi-Noise Guidance. A group of works [30], [104], [105],
[106] aggregate multiple noise estimates from distinct text
prompts to achieve multi-target editing, where∇zt

log pt (Ci | zt)
is calculated through εθ(zt, t, Ci)− εθ(zt, t,∅) based on Eq. 11
and Bayes rule. For each editing target,. SEGA [104] and it’s
following works [30], [105] calculate conditional terms to inject
or remove the designated concept in source image. The process
is demonstrated in the top of Fig. 7. Furthermore, since image
patches have different responses to each editing target, these
methods compute patch-level guidance scale accordingly. Through
multi-noise guidance, they accomplish several goals in a single
backward process.
• Multi-Expert Guidance. Since diffusion models fine-tuned
on different datasets have dissimilar domain knowledge, several
methods [52], [107] aim to inherit generative capacities from
multiple experts. In order to avoid overfitting issue of tuning
on a single image, SINE [107] employs two generation models.
As illustrated in the middle of Fig. 7, it first performs tuning-
based algorithm [38] to invert source image, and then integrates
conditional terms estimated from fine-tuned model and original
one to simultaneously achieve consistency and semantic fidelity.
Similarly, for alleviating language drift and catastrophic neglecting
issues in customization, DCO [52] introduces reward guidance to
combine noise maps from base model and customization expert.
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Fig. 7: Score-Based Editing. Illustrated methods are [104], [107],
[109]. We use red and green colors to represent source prompt and
editing target respectively. The superscripts 1, 2 of logpt(Ci | zt)
in (b) indicate that they are predicted by different networks. In
(c), the small image next to logpt(C | zt) represents the energy
function of object translation.

• Energy Function Guidance. Borrowing the idea from energy-
based models [11], which assign low energy to in-distribution
data, another research line [88], [108], [109], [111], [112], [113]
simulates log pt (Ci | zt) through established energy function and
steers the editing direction to reduce system energy. For exam-
ple, NMG [108] designs energy function as the difference of
noisy latents from inversion and editing trajectories to prevent
over-editing issue. Benefiting from the encoded structure and
appearance information in diffusion features, several works [109],
[110], [111], [112] intend to provide spatial guidance. For spatial
transformation, Self-Guidance [109] elaborately devises energy
function for each scenario. An example for translation is depicted
in bottom of Fig. 7. Specifically, the method minimizes the
energy through aligning the object characteristics before and after
transformation based on cross-attention maps and local features,
which are responsible for location and appearance respectively.
Similarly, DragonDiffusion [110] maximizes cosine similarity of
image features inside transformation-related regions. In addition,
MagicRemover [111] refines the idea in object removal task. By
constraining the activation of cross-attention map, it erases the
target from source image. FreeControl [112] leverages the idea in
image translation. It constructs energy functions for both structure
and appearance guidance to maintain the layout from source image
while generating finer details.

5.4 Optimization-Based Editing

Similar with supervision learning, a family of works [35], [114],
[116] construct proper objectives to guide editing process. Sig-
nificantly, the optimized parameters could be any variables that
influence noise estimates, such as network parameters [267], text

Fig. 8: Optimization-Based Editing. Illustrated methods in (a)
and (b) are [114], [115], and (c) demonstrates the underlying logic
of editing based on score distillation loss [22]. We use red and
green colors to represent the constraints from source image and
editing target respectively. ẑ0(z

e
t ) in (a) denotes the predicted

clean image based on zet . zlayt in (b) originates from template
trajectory that is generated with random noise and target prompt.
The red border in (c) indicates ze0 is initialized by source image.

embedding [102], noisy latent [268], and so on [269], [270].
Among them, we focus on studies that update zt due to the wide
applicability. In our discussion, FOptim

edit is expressed as:

zt−1 = Fbw(zt, t, C |ΦI , G){
zt ← [zt − st∇zt

Lo]
Nt

i=1

}
, st. t ∈ τ,

(24)
where the item inside braces indicates zt is replaced with updated
one that is optimized with Lo for Nt iterations. st is gradient
scale. τ =

[
τ1, τ2..., τdim(τ)

]
is the subset of time series, which

is specified in methods. Since both FOptim
edit and methods based

on energy function [109], [110], [113] aim to minimize the loss or
energy, they exhibit similar characteristics. Some representative
approaches [115], [116], [268] are shown in Fig. 8, and we
organize these methods based on their optimization objectives.
•Optimization under Image-Level Loss. Several methods [102],
[114], [268] use training objectives [196], [249], [251], [266] that
are commonly used in image space to preserve maximal amount
of details while complying with the guidance. Early works [102],
[267] necessitate applying a intact backward process to get edited
image. Different from these works, as demonstrated in top of
Fig. 8, some studies [114], [268] perform image-level loss on
predicted clean image, due to it reflects coarse visual content. For
object replacement, Region-Aware Diffusion Model (RDM) [114]
computes CLIP loss [196] between predicted image and target
text, while confining the change of semantic-unrelated region
through content loss [249] to optimize current latent.
• Optimization under Feature-Level Loss. Another line of
method [35], [115], [269], [271] establishes feature-level con-
straints for special editing purposes. To achieve local deformation
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with the guidance of point dragging [272], DragDiffusion [35]
builds spatial objectives to optimize initial noisy latent. Like
in GAN-based counterpart [272], DragDiffusion alternately per-
forms motion supervision and point tracking in each iteration.
Specifically, motion supervision constrains the difference between
features of original point and the next moving point, where the
gradient encourages the correct deformation in noisy variable. Af-
ter moving all points to corresponding destinations in initial latent,
the sampling process can generate deformed image. For zero-shot
customization, Pick-and-Draw [115] proposes to minimize the
optimal transport cost of features from generating and reference
images in each denoising step, ensuring appearance consistency
with personalized subject. Besides, the method further introduces
the attention loss [61], [78] to align with cross-attention maps from
template image that is generated under text guidance, providing
high flexibility in controlling image layout. The process of the
method is illustrated in middle of Fig. 8.
• Optimization under Score Distillation Loss. Borrowing the
idea from Score Distillation Loss (SDS) in 3D realm [22], a group
of methods [116], [117], [118] directly perform optimization on
editing image. Specifically, [22] calculates SDS as conditional
diffusion loss using the pseudo image created from generator
(NeRF [273]) and updates generator’s parameters through gradient
descent. Essentially, this loss aligns the distributions of base
model [13] and image generator under specific text condition. For
image editing [117], [118], as demonstrated in bottom of Fig. 8,
the generator is treated as editing image, which is initialized with
source image for consistency. Since directly applying SDS is prone
to cause blurry results with loss of details, Delta Denoising Score
(DDS) [116] decomposes SDS gradient to desired and undesired
components separately, where the latter causes unwanted artifacts.
Meanwhile, it argues that the undesired term can be modeled
as the SDS gradient from source image. Therefore, the method
substracts the undesired gradient from total one for high-quality
results. Based on DDS, CDS [117] further introduces Contrastive
Unpaired Translation (CUT) loss for structure consistency. In
addition, Ground-a-Score [118] enhances the idea to support
multi-region editing. It applies DDS loss on designated image
areas to only optimize local pixels and keep others unchanged.

6 DESIGN SPACE WITHIN UNIFIED FRAMEWORK

In this section, we summarize the properties of each editing algo-
rithm and provide a design space within the proposed framework.
To this end, we conduct two experiments. The first one illustrates
the applications of different combinations of inversion and edit-
ing algorithms in multimodal-guided editing tasks. The second
experiment compares state-of-the-art methods to demonstrate the
strengths and weaknesses of distinct combinations in various
text-driven editing scenarios. Our experiments are conducted on
NVIDIA A100 GPUs, and use the pre-trained weights from
StableDiffusion V1.5 [13].

6.1 Applications in Multimodal-Guided Editing
In following, we summarize the characteristics of each editing
algorithm and present evaluated results in Fig. 9 - Fig. 12 to
illustrate the applicable scenarios of each combination. The data
for evaluation are sourced from [19], [33], [38], [54], [237].
• Attention-Based Editing. Methods based on FAttn

edit manipulate
attention maps or value in editing path, offering flexible control
over the image layout and object appearance. (ii). FT

inv + FAttn
edit .

Fig. 9: Combination with attention-based editing. Evaluated
methods are FT

inv: [86], FF
inv: [17], [33], [66] and FT

inv + FF
inv: [85].

Fig. 10: Combination with blending-based editing. Evaluated
methods are FT

inv: [101], FF
inv: [66], [92] and FT

inv + FF
inv: [206].

Fig. 11: Combination with score-based editing. Evaluated meth-
ods are FT

inv: [107], FF
inv: [30], [110].

Fig. 12: Combination with optimization-based editing. Evalu-
ated methods are FF

inv: [117] and FT
inv + FF

inv: [35].

For customization tasks, [65], [86] employ mutual self-attention
for enhancement of subject details. (ii). FF

inv +FAttn
edit . Numerous

methods [16], [32], [66], [71] inject attention maps from source
image to control the semantic layout of the edited image. Other
works [17], [33], [89], [91] use mutual self-attention to control the
object appearance in tasks like non-rigid editing and appearance
transfer. (iii). FT

inv + FF
inv + FAttn

edit . Some studies [81], [85]
simultaneously employ tuning-based and forward-based inversion
approaches to inject image conditions into the source image, such
as replacing the object in source image with customized subject.
We select [17], [33], [66], [85], [86] as the evaluated methods of
above combinations and present the results in Fig. 9.
• Blending-Based Editing. Methods based on FBlend

edit represent
source image and editing targets in the same space for blend-
ing, achieving both content consistency and semantic fidelity.
Specifically, spatial space blending assembles the contents from
different sources into a single image harmoniously, while semantic
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space blending enables highly flexible editing to address various
tasks under the same paradigm. (i). FT

inv + FBlend
edit . For content-

aware editing tasks, works from [19], [101] use inversion-based
algorithms to embed source image into textual space, where the
textural embedding is used to blend with target embedding. (ii).
FF
inv+FBlend

edit . Some studies [17], [66], [92], [93] blend diffusion
features to achieve local editing, such as avoidance of over-editing
or inpainting. (iii). FT

inv + FF
inv + FBlend

edit . Work from [206]
combines tuning-based and forward-based approaches to insert
customized object into the specified location of source image. We
select [66], [92], [101], [206] as the evaluated methods of above
combinations, and present the results in Fig. 10.
• Score-Based Editing. Methods based on FScore

edit guide the
editing process by maximizing the posterior probability of each
editing target. The posterior distributions could be modeled using
noise estimates from distinct conditions or experts, or through
manually constructed energy functions. (i). FT

inv +FScore
edit . Some

studies [52], [107] combine the predicted noise from updated
and pre-trained models for preserving details in source image
and maintaining generative capability. (ii). FF

inv +FScore
edit . Works

from [30], [104], [105] combine the predicted noises from dif-
ferent text prompts to achieve multiple subtle adjustments in a
single backward process. In addition, some methods [109], [110]
construct energy functions to handle various control signals, and
achieve fine-grained modification of image layout, object shape, or
appearance. We select [30], [107], [110] as the evaluated methods
of above combinations, and present the results in Fig. 11.
• Optimization-Based Editing. Similar to approaches using en-
ergy functions, methods based on FOptim

edit guide the editing direc-
tion by minimizing optimization objectives. (i). FF

inv + FOptim
edit .

In content-aware tasks, works from [114], [115], [117] ad-
just image content through introducing several loss terms for
achieving fidelity to both source image and editing targets. (ii).
FT
inv + FF

inv + FOptim
edit . To preserve details of the source content

after local distortion, [35] employs test-time tuning to avoid
instability. We select [35], [117] as the evaluated methods of
above combinations, and present the results in Fig. 12.

6.2 Comparison in Text-Driven Editing

Next, we select several text-driven editing scenarios from content-
aware and content-free tasks to compare the performance of
advanced methods in different combinations. The evaluation data
are sourced from [19], [32], [38], [54], [110]. Specifically, we
adjust the pivotal parameters for each method and present their
best results in Fig. 13 and Fig. 14.
• Evaluation in Content-Aware Editing. For content-aware
editing tasks, we mainly consider following scenarios: object
manipulation, attribute change, and style change. The evaluation
results are shown in Fig. 13. Specifically, we include some
challenging cases, such as multi-target editing (rows 2, 7, 9 in
Fig. 13) and instances with significant modification in image
structure (rows 4, 5 in Fig. 13) to assess the effectiveness of
each method. In following, we annotate F blend

edit with different
superscripts to indicate specific blending space (sp, se for spatial
and semantic spaces respectively). The chosen combinations and
corresponding methods in this experiment are listed as below.
(i). FT

inv + FBlend,se
edit . Forgedit [101]. (ii). FT

inv + FScore
edit .

SINE [107]. (iii). FF
inv + FAttn

edit . NTI [66] and MasaCtrl [17].
Specifically, MasaCtrl is used for evaluating non-rigid editing, as
demonstrated in rows 10 and 11 of Fig. 13. In this setting, we

comment out the source code related to spatial space blending.
(iv). FF

inv+FAttn
edit +FBlend,sp

edit . NTI and MasaCtrl. In this setting,
we maintain the original code of each method. (v). FF

inv+FScore
edit .

LEDITS++ [30]. (vi). FF
inv + FOptim

edit . DDS [116]. The results
of FF

inv + FNorm
edit are also presented in the first column as the

baseline. Next, we elaborate our analysis of the experiment results.

1) For content consistency, methods using tuning-based inver-
sion [101], [107] or mutual self-attention [17] outperform in
retaining details of edited object, such as the cat in rows 1 and
2 (column 2, 3), and non-rigid editing case in row 10 (column
2, 4, 5). Among them, Forgedit [101] and SINE [107] exhibit
a potential risk of overfitting due to the one-shot tuning
process (partial examples in rows 10, 11). Moreover, most
methods change the visual elements that are not related
with editing, like image layout or background. In contrast,
NTI [66] outperforms in structure maintenance, while the
additional spatial space blending retains background content,
as demonstrated in some object addition scenarios (rows 3,
4) and local style change (row 12).

2) From the perspective of semantic fidelity, the selected meth-
ods perform well in most examples. For multi-target editing,
LEDITS++ [30] achieves the goal in a convenient and effi-
cient fashion with the aid of multi-noise guidance. However,
Forgedit [101] based on semantic space blending exhibits in-
sufficient generation in some cases (row 2). In scenarios with
significant layout modification, such as adding or removing
the large objects in source image (rows 4, 5), methods using
tuning-based inversion approaches [101], [107] demonstrate
better flexibility.

3) For the adjustment of method-related parameters, DDS [116]
outperforms other methods in terms of user-friendliness.
Other methods require to seek for optimal parameters [17],
[30], [66], [101], [107] or rely on the choice of random
seed [101], [107] in some challenging scenarios.

We conduct comprehensive evaluation on advanced methods
using our own dataset to quantitatively access their performance
across various scenarios. Unlike publicly available datasets [19],
[76], [178], our dataset includes numerous challenging scenarios,
such as multi-target editing and situations with substantial influ-
ence on semantic layout. The details of dataset and the quantitative
results are presented in supplementary materials.
• Evaluation in Content-Free Editing. For content-free edit-
ing tasks, we mainly consider the subject-driven customization.
Fig. 14 enumerates multiple scenarios for evaluation, such as
change of background, interaction with objects, pose variation and
style change. The chosen combinations and corresponding meth-
ods in this experiment are listed as following. (i). FT

inv + FAttn
edit .

DreamMatcher [86]. (ii).FT
inv + FScore

edit . Our implementation.
Since DCO [52] belonging to this category is based on Sta-
bleDiffusionXL [181], we provide a similar solution using Sta-
bleDiffusion [13]. Specifically, we employ the pre-trained models
fine-tuned with class-prior preservation loss [38] and combine the
estimated noises of customization expert and original model like
in DCO. We also present the results of FT

inv +FNorm
edit in the first

and fourth columns as the baseline. We present our analysis of the
experiment results as below.

1) For content consistency, as shown in Fig. 14, Dream-
Matcher [86] based on mutual self-attention outperforms in
preservation of subject details in most cases.

2) For semantic fidelity, our implementation using multi-expert
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Fig. 13: Evaluation in Content-Aware Editing. 1 - 7 represent FF
inv + FNorm

edit , FT
inv + FBlend,se

edit [101], FT
inv + FScore

edit [107],
FF
inv + FAttn

edit [17], [66], FF
inv + FAttn

edit + FBlend,sp
edit [17], [66], FF

inv + FScore
edit [30] and FF

inv + FOptim
edit [116] respectively.

guidance effectively avoids overfitting in some examples,
maintaining the generative capacity of pre-trained T2I model.

In addityion, we carry out the comprehensive quantitative
experiment on above methods with constructed collection of
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Fig. 14: Evaluation in Content-Free Editing. 1 - 3 represent
FT
inv + FNorm

edit , FT
inv + FAttn

edit [86] and FT
inv + FScore

edit (our implementa-
tion) respectively.

prompt templates, which encompasses rich and diverse scenarios
for customization. The experiment details and results are presented
in the supplementary materials.

Moreover, we attempt to adapt approaches [17], [101], [109]
in content-aware tasks to customization for investigating their
potential capabilities of zero-shot customization. However, these
methods either fail to achieve significant performance improve-
ment [101] or struggle with maintaining subject identity [17],
[109]. We encourage researchers to explore this unsolved chal-
lenge and improve the performance of existing methods.

7 TRAINING-BASED IMAGE EDITING

Aforementioned works [16], [32], [33], [35] solve editing tasks in
zero-shot or few-shot fashion. Due to the plug-and-play charac-
teristics, these methods are widely studied and applied in many
scenarios. Nevertheless, some of these advanced approaches ne-
cessitate test-time optimization [38], [41], [66], [116] or require
users to adjust pivotal parameters [17], [19], [32], [80], which
impede their applicability. To tackle these challenges, a big family
of studies [119], [182] intend to train a task-specific model with
amount of data, to directly transform the source image to target
one under user guidance. Specifically, they can be regarded as
the extension of tuning-based approaches [38], [41], where source
images are encoded by newly introduced parameters. Several
researchers [83], [88], [98], [113] also combine the pre-trained
editing models [13], [119] with Fedit for better outcome.

Without the aid of large-scale T2I models [13], [14], most
of early works [267], [274], [275], [276] are restricted in terms
of guidance diversity and generalization. Therefore, we mainly
introduce studies building upon pre-trained models. To incorporate
source images into base model, these methods have to design
the proper injection schemes for adapting different tasks. For

existing training-based editing methods [31], [37], [119], [147],
we enumerate several commonly used strategies in following and
categorize them based on editing tasks.

1) Content-Aware Injection Scheme. There are several injec-
tion schemes for content-aware editing tasks, where methods
require to retain low-level semantic contents. 1. Image Con-
catenation. Some works [119], [122] concatenate the noisy
latent with image condition in each denoising stage, while
modifying the weights of input layer to accept additional
channels. 2. Latent Blending. Several approaches [127],
[129], [138] blend source image with generating one in
certain denoising steps. 3. Image Adapter. Another group
of studies [37], [131], [134] introduce auxiliary branched
network to process the source image, while modulating
features in the main branch.

2) Content-Free Injection Scheme. For content-free editing
tasks, methods require to extract high-level semantics from
source images, while overlooking irrelevant contents. Most
of these works introduce additional image adapter to process
image features, and subsequently integrate the processed
features into original model. There are two kinds of adapters
in this group. 1. Textual Space Adapter. Some methods [31],
[143], [148] project image features to textural space, facilitat-
ing the text-driven generation and retaining global semantic.
2. Latent Space Adapter. Other works [147], [182] enable
the communication between features of source image and
generating one through additional modules, which outper-
form in capturing finer details.

We demonstrate these strategies in Fig. 15 and Fig. 16 respec-
tively, which showcase the utilization in several representative
studies [37], [119], [126], [129], [131], [148], [182]. Significantly,
methods are able to exploit different injection schemes in conjunc-
tion to adapt challenging tasks [20], [31], [124], [130]. Moreover,
due to the wide variety of editing scenarios, these methods have
to build task-specific dataset accordingly. We present the injection
scheme and data source of reviewed methods in TABLE 2, and
organize these works based on editing tasks.

7.1 Content-Aware Editing
In this section, we introduce several widely studied scenarios in
content-aware editing tasks.

7.1.1 Instruction-Based Image Editing
Instruction-based editing [119], [120], [127] provides a intuitive
way for human beings to manipulate images, where users input
a command-style text instead of an exhaustive description. Since
original T2I models [13], [14], [191] are trained with static texts,
they exhibit limited capacity in understanding the instruction.
Therefore, it’s necessary for researchers [119], [120], [121] to
collect sufficient training triplets, which contain instruction, source
image, and corresponding edited image. To address the challenge,
InstructPix2Pix [119] first optimizes GPT-3 [277] to infer both
instruction and target description from image caption. This step
enables the method to leverage zero-shot editing technique [32]
to translate the image into edited one based on source and target
descriptions. Through employing concatenation scheme illustrated
in top of Fig. 15, InstructPix2Pix is trained to map source image
to target one under instruction guidance. However, the synthesized
dataset still contains a certain amount of low-quality samples.
In order to tackle the issue, MagicBrush [120] hires technical
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Fig. 15: Content-aware editing injection schemes. The illus-
trated methods are [37], [119], [126], [129], [131]. The orange
block indicates operation of each scheme. Copy-and-paste image
in (c) is obtained by filling the segmented foreground object into
the interesting area of background image. The output of image
adapter in (c) is used to modulate the features from backbone.

workers to generate high-quality images through professional
platform [15]. Moreover, the method simultaneously considers
single-turn and multi-turn editing scenarios, where the later needs
workers to iteratively manipulate the edited image from last turn,
offering a more challenging setting. Borrowing the idea from
RLHF (Reinforcement Learning with Human Feedback) [278],
HIVE [121] ranks edited images to build auxiliary reward dataset,
which is used to train an in-domain reward model. The method
then fine-tunes the instruction-based model [119] to maximize
reward expectations for better performance.

In addition, some studies [122], [123] incorporate traditional
vision tasks into instruction-based editing framework. InstructDif-
fusion [122] proposes IEIW (Image Editing in the Wile) dataset to
unify a variety of tasks, such as segmentation [279], [280], [281],
key point detection, and so on. For example, object detection is
drawing a bounding box in proper region. Through constructing
instructions and image pairs with off-the-shelf tools [31], [260],
InstructDiffusion is applicable for versatile purposes. Furthermore,
to avoid confusion in various editing scenes, Emu-Edit [123] intro-
duces task embedding as an additional condition. The embedding
prevents the method executing incorrect action, such as applying
segmentation in object manipulation task.

Moreover, since CLIP is trained with static texts, it’s dif-
ficult to precisely interpret command-style sentence. Several
methods [124], [125] exploit Multimodal Large language model
(MLLM) to tackle the issue. MGIE employs LLaVA [217] to ex-
tract more expressive features from instruction-image pair, which
are incorporated into base model through injected attention layers.

In addition, SmartEdit [125] considers more challenging scenarios,
where the method requires to comprehend complicated instruc-
tion and carry out further reasoning. Specifically, it proposes a
Bidirectional Interaction Module (BIM) to process image features
extracted from LLaVA’s visual encoder, which encompasses rich
information to infer the precise visual transformation.

7.1.2 Image Inpainting
Inpainting is designed to fill the interesting area with meaningful
contents, where the modification region is identified by a binary
mask. Building upon T2I models, a group of methods [125], [126]
complete the missing part under text guidance. Several pre-trained
models [13], [191] naturally support text-driven inpainting. In
training time, they randomly erase part of image and predict pixels
with global description. However, this training strategy does not
closely align the semantics of masked area and text prompt, mak-
ing it difficult to perform fine-grained and faithful manipulation.
To alleviate the problem, Imagen Editor [126] proposes a sophisti-
cated dataset, named EditBench. It handcrafts mask conditions in
varying coarse-levels as well as corresponding descriptions. Fur-
thermore, SmartBrush [127] employs the precision factor of mask
as additional condition, which reflects the degree of alignment
between the shapes of mask and inpainted object. Meanwhile, the
method simultaneously estimates the mask for preserving pixels
in out-of-mask region. In addition, PowerPaint [128] differentiates
distinct inpainting scenes and learns the task-related embedding to
adapt various scenarios.

Integrating the object from reference image into source image
is also a challenging task, which entails methods coherently
compositing portions from different inputs. To prevent inpainting
in a copy-and-paste manner, Paint-by-Example (PbE) [31] extracts
global semantic of reference image through CLIP encoder [196],
and incorporates into the base model through cross-attention
layers. ObjectStitch [129] introduces content adapter to process
reference image. Meanwhile, as illustrated in middle of Fig. 15,
it blends the source image and generating one in each denoising
step to maintain the background contents. Moreover, Reference-
Based Image Composition (RIC) [130] further employs sketch
information for structural control inside masked area. Instead
of using CLIP image encoder, PhD [131] adopts a branched
network [37] to process copy-and-paste image. According to the
bottom part of Fig. 15, the network predicts offsets to modulate
features in main branch. AnyDoor [20] employs self-supervised
model [282] to extract expressive features of reference object,
while leveraging auxiliary detail extractor [37] to retain details.

7.1.3 Image Translation
Image translation [283], [284] purposes to transfer the source
image to target domain, like night to daytime, sketch to natural
image, etc. Several studies [37], [133], [134], [136] train with
paired images from source and target domains. To incorporate
image condition into diffusion model, like edge [285], skele-
ton [286], depth [287], and so on, ControlNet [37] and it’s
concurrent work [132] introduces additional branched network
to modulate the features in backbone model through predicted
offsets. Specifically, ControlNet adopts the architecture and pre-
trained parameters from native noise estimator [203] with ad-
ditional zero-initialized convolution layers, which are used to
process source image and adjust the output of branched network.
Similarly, SCEdit [133] introduces lightweight SC-Tuner for ef-
ficient training. Different from these studies, where an unique
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Fig. 16: Content-free editing injection schemes. The illustrated
methods are [148], [182]. The red box in (a) indicates the
insertion of subject embedding into the target embedding. The
image adapter in (b) enables the communication of features from
generating images and source images.

network is learned for different domains, other works [134], [135],
[136] handle multiple modalities in a single network. UniCon-
trol [134] employs Mixture-of-Experts (MOEs) [288] architecture
to aggregate features from distinct conditions, reflecting properties
of each modality in final image. Instead of estimating features
offsets, Cocktail [135] and Uni-ControlNet [136] modulate the
normalized features by adjusting mean and standard deviation.

Above methods require paired data to learn the translation
model. Another line of research [137], [138] inherits the idea of
cycle consistency loss from GAN-based counterpart [284] and
trains with unpaired images. CycleNet [137] introduces cycle
consistency regularization to preserve translation-unrelated con-
tent, while proposed self regularization ensures the alignment
with target distribution. CycleGAN-Turbo [138] employs Latent
Consistency Model (LDM) [289] to accelerate sampling process
and adjusts the injection scheme accordingly, where the noisy
image is directly fed into base model for structure consistency.
In addition to cycle loss, the method exploits adversarial loss [8]
to generate the image belonging to target domain.

7.2 Content-Free Editing
Content-free editing tasks [38], [40], [147], [157] intend to main-
tain the high-level semantic of source images in final result, where
the common injection schemes are demonstrated in Fig. 16. In
following, we introduce the advanced methods in subject-driven
and attribute-driven customization.

7.2.1 Subject-Driven Customization
Subject-driven customization is designed to grasp the identity of
the target, and generate novel images to place it in new context. We
organize related approaches based on their applicable domains.
• Domain-Aware Customization. A family of methods focus on
personalization of subjects in specific domain [139], [140], [141],
[143], like animals [236], or human [235]. Some of works [139],

[141], [142] aim for general class customization. Taming [139]
and InstantBooth [140] use CLIP image encoder [196] to extract
identity information, and introduce learnable attention layers to
inject visual condition. Adapter in E4T [141] additionally receives
noisy latent to predict separate embedding in each denoising
step, which is summed with domain-specific word embedding
to preserve domain properties. Meanwhile, the method employs
regularization term to constraint the magnitude of residual embed-
ding to prevent overfitting. Since regularization term may impairs
the identity, ProFusion [142] proposes Fusion Sampling to tackle
the issue, while keeping generative diversity. Similar to score-
based editing methods [52], [107], Fusion Sampling intervenes
the sampling process with multi-noise guidance for both content
consistency and semantic fidelity.

Another group of works [143], [144], [145], [146], [290],
[291], [292] concentrate on human personalization, where identity
maintenance is an essential requirement. To address the concept
mixing issue in multi-identity customization, which confuses
characteristics of different persons, FastComposer [143] blends
the image embedding and corresponding word embedding of each
subject to distinguish different identities. Meanwhile, the method
also introduces attention loss [61] [78] to make each identifier
attend to correct region. In order to mitigate the scarcity of images
belonging to the same person in existing datasets [235] [238], Pho-
toMaker [144] builds a novel human dataset through sophisticated
pipeline, where the image condition is dissimilar with training
target in viewpoints, expressions and so on. The improvement
increases the diversity of customized results. In addition, since
CLIP [196] is insufficient for preserving facial details, Photo-
verse [145] processes image embedding through established image
adapter. Other methods [146] [290] [292] exploit pre-trained face
model for extracting more expressive representation of human
identity. Among them, InstantID [146] further introduces auxil-
iary branched network [37] to incorporate expression information
(facial keypoints) for maintaining finer details.
• Domain-Agnostic Customization. Recently, a number of stud-
ies [147], [148], [149], [150], [151], [153], [182], [293] learn
the customization model upon large dataset [2], [214], [242] for
domain-agnostic customization. Some of these approaches [147],
[148], [149], [151], [182] explore the personalization of single
subject. ELITE [147] employs global and local mapping networks
to encode coarse semantics and object details respectively, where
the features are integrated into base model through attention
layers. Instead of extracting image features from CLIP [196],
BLIP-Diffusion [148] exploits the multimodal encoder from
BLIP-2 [260], which jointly processes source image and prompt
to extract text-aligned features. Based on E4T [141], Domain-
Agnostic [149] enhances the pipeline for open-domain customiza-
tion. It uses contrastive loss [40] to make image embedding
close to the nearest word embedding, while far from others with
different semantics. Meanwhile, the method introduces additional
hypernetwork to modulate the weights in attention layers [54] for
better retention of details.

Other approaches [150], [152], [153] support multi-subject
customization. UMM [150] introduces Text-and-Image Unified
Encoder (TIUE) to embed text and image into a unified space.
For each subject, TIUE replaces corresponding word embedding
with subject one, while keeping others unchanged to prevent
overfitting issue. Besides, Subject-Diffusion [152] improves the
training strategy by taking advantage of various image informa-
tion. It first processes training data [214] through off-the-shelf



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2015 21

tools [213], [260], [294] to get multiple labels, like object box,
semantic mask and so on. Through these auxiliary information,
the method localizes each subject in source image and exploits
existing techniques [61], [143], [295] for better supervision, which
achieves good balance between consistency and generative diver-
sity. In addition, Instruct-Imagen [153] further supports multiple
modalities, such as mask, depth and edge maps, along with
instruction guidance for more flexible customization. Specifically,
it reuses the backbone network [14] to extract expressive features
from each image-text pair. The method then incorporates these
features into base model through newly added attention modules,
accomplishing multi-modal customization.

7.2.2 Attribute-Driven Customization
Extracting the disentangled attributes from a holistic concept is
a challenging task. Similar with the approaches in subject-driven
customization, ArtAdapter [154] leverages image encoder [296]
and introduces auxiliary adapter to capture the style from source
images. Recently, another line of research [155], [156], [157]
intends to extract the attributes in a finer approach. For example,
DreamCreature [155] first employs multi-level hierarchical clus-
tering to distinguish each concept based on DINO features [297],
which corresponds to a unique word embedding. Then, it fine-
tunes with entropy-based attention loss for better disentanglement
of different concepts. Work from [156] introduces a set of encoders
to extract multiple attributes from image, like material and color
etc. Furthermore, it leverages BLIP-2 [260] to get text predictions
under attribute-related question, and aligns the concept embedding
with text embedding to alleviate entanglement. Different from
these methods, pOps [157] combines distinct concepts in CLIP
image space, where the assembled embedding is used to condition
DALLE-2 [15] to generate the final result.

8 EXTENSION IN VIDEO EDITING

In this section, we briefly talk about the applications of image edit-
ing techniques in video domain. Since text-to-image models [13],
[14], [181] are trained with static images, simply exploiting
advanced algorithm [17], [32] to edit each frame independently
often causes incoherent results, as evident in Fig. 17. In order to
tackle the temporal inconsistency issue, some works leverage prior
knowledge from pre-trained video diffusion models (VDMs) [26],
[158] or train a video editing model from scratch [160], [161]. In
contrast, due to the scarcity of available data, other works [171],
[298], [299], [300], [301] accommodate 2D algorithms to video in
zero-shot or one-shot manner. In this section, we discuss several
solutions for improvement of temporal coherency.

8.1 Utilization of Motion Prior
Some methods [158], [159] employ pre-trained VDMs for motion
guidance. Dreamix [158] feeds the downscaled noisy video into
cascaded VDM [26] along with text prompt, resulting in the
edited video with temporal consistency. AnyV2V edits the first
frame, and generate the whole video through image-to-video
model [302]. Other works [160], [161] instead train an editing
model from scratch. To avoid training with scarce text-video
pairs, Gen-1 [160] learns the model based on image conditions.
Specifically, the method randomly chooses a middle frame as
content guidance, while utilizing estimated depth maps [287] as
geometry reference to enhance appearance and structure coherence
respectively. During inference, Gen-1 maps the text embedding

Fig. 17: Inconsistency caused by frame-by-frame editing. The
example is sourced from [164].

to image features through prior model to further support text
guidance. FlowVid [161] accomplishes editing in an inpainting
fashion. It warps the first frame to propagate pixels along time
dimension through pre-trained optical flow model [303]. The
method then learns to fill the meaningless region in warped video.
During inference, FlowVid only edits the first frame, and refines
warped video to get desired outcome.

8.2 Cross-Frame Attention
As discussed in Section 5, mutual self-attention mechanism builds
correspondence among image features from different sources.
Inspired by the idea, some studies [162], [163], [164], [165]
introduce spatial-temporal attention (ST-Attn) modules to replace
original self-attention modules for cross-frame attention. Specifi-
cally, ST-Attn queries in reference frames for temporal coherency.
However, the simple replacement is insufficient to obtain desired
results. Therefore, a group of works [162], [163], [165] boost the
performance in following approaches.
• One-Shot Tuning. Since images from source video may not
conform to the input distribution of T2I models, simply employing
ST-Attn blocks is insufficient for temporal consistency. To tackle
the issue, several works [162], [163], [164] fine-tune original
parameters to fit the video data in a one-shot manner. Tune-A-
Video (TAV) [162] optimizes ST-Attn modules and additional
temporal self-attention layers (T-Attn) to fit source video. After
tuning, the method refines temporal correspondence across frames.
Following works [163], [164] inherit the idea from TAV, while
further optimizing “null-text” embedding like in NTI [66] to
correct reconstruction error under high guidance scale [186].
• Local Editing. Ordinary ST-Attn module changes the content
in unrelated region. To address the problem, some works [163],
[164], [165] inherit 2D techniques [17], [32], [71] to retain
irrelevant pixels in source video. Borrowing the idea from [32],
Edit-A-Video (EAV) [163] infers the binary mask for preserving
background content. Furthermore, it proposes Temporal Consis-
tent Blending (TC Blending) to enhance temporal smoothness,
which fuses masks estimated in first and former frames through
cross-frame attention map. Moreover, Video-P2P [164] and it’s
concurrent work [304] further apply attention injection scheme in
P2P [32] for finer modification. In addition, FateZero [165] merges
cross-frame attention maps from source and generating videos for
both structure and appearance consistencies.
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8.3 Propagation of Image Information

Another technique family [27], [166], [168], [169], [171], [173],
[305] edits several key frames and propagate the pixel / feature
information to other frames based on the inter-frame correspon-
dence, which is identified through off-the-shelf tools [27], [166],
[305], or feature properties [171], [172]. We organize these studies
based on their propagation spaces.
• Propagation in Image Space. A group of studies [166],
[169], [305] track pixels through pre-trained models [306], [307]
and propagate edited pixels from key frames to the whole
video, achieving temporal consistency. One of promising re-
search lines [166], [167], [168] is tracking associated pixels
in canonical space through Neural Layered Atlas (NLA) [307].
Specifically, NLA is trained on video dataset to estimate 2D
atlases for each object and background, which serve as canonical
representations throughout the video. It correlates pixel located
at (x, y, t) and corresponding pixel at (u, v) in layered atlases
through learned mapping networks. Here, (x, y, t) and (u, v)
are coordinates in video and atlas spaces respectively. Based
on NLA, Text2LIVE [166] first pre-trains a editing model for
specific target with semantic and structure losses [196], [251]. It
then edits atlas images through pre-trained model and propagates
pixels to each frame based on mapping relationship. Furthermore,
VidEdit [167] adopts a more subtle approach. Instead of editing
the whole image, it crops the object in foreground atlas using pre-
trained segmentation model [308], [309] and edits the small patch
with auxiliary structure guidance [37], [285]. Through replacing
the edited patch in it’s original location and performing propa-
gation, the method obtains more consistent outcome. Different
from these works, StableVideo [168] edits the video frame by
frame to leverage various viewpoint information from previous
frames. Specifically, the method propagates pixels in previous
edited image to current frame through forward and backward
mapping operations. To complete the region which is missing
in previous frames, StableVideo refines the image following 2D
technique [180], which inverts the image back to noise space and
improves the quality through backward process.

Fixed mapping relationship [307] hinders shape-aware editing,
like modifying the contour of foreground object. To alleviate the
issue, Shape-aware NLA [169] first performs shape modification
on the key frame, which is fed to semantic correspondence
model [310] to identify the deformation of each pixel. Through
deformation field and original mapping network, the method
corrects the mapping between video and atlas spaces, achiev-
ing more consistent result under shape variation. From another
perspective, DiffusionAtlas [170] trains additional network with
several objectives [22], [169] to refine the mapping relationship.
• Propagation in Feature Space. The sampling process in dif-
fusion model allows methods to rectify undesired content step by
step. Therefore, some methods [27], [171], [172], [173] propagate
diffusion features in each denoising step. TokenFlow [171] cap-
tures motion dynamic through calculating the similarity of features
from self-attention modules. It first edits key frames simultane-
ously based on cross-frame attention, and then propagates their
image tokens through established inter-frame correspondence.
Specifically, for each patch in intermediate images, the method
fuses associated tokens in neighbour key frames, where the blend-
ing factor depends on temporal distance. In addition, Fairy [172]
argues that the cross-frame attention implicitly tracks relevant
features. Therefore, it chooses several reference images from video

and edits the video through anchor-based cross-frame attention,
where key and value are sourced from reference frames. Inspired
from Token Merging (ToMe) [311], VidToMe [173] uses bipartite
soft matching algorithm to construct inter-frame correspondence,
and propagates image tokens across frames through merging and
unmerging operations. From another perspective, FLATTEN [27]
employs pre-trained optical flow model [312] to build motion
trajectory for each pixel. Therefore, image tokens only attend to
relevant ones in the same path for cross-frame attention, mitigating
the negative effect from uncorrelated patches.

9 FUTURE DIRECTION

Recent studies [17], [20], [32], [54], [182] have made tremendous
progress in multimodal-guided image editing. However, due to the
diversity and complexity of editing tasks, undesired results still
persist in these methods. In this section, we talk about several
unresolved issues and challenges in existing methods, suggesting
possible future directions for researchers.
• Challenges in Content-Aware Editing. For content-aware
editing tasks, existing methods [17], [32], [92], [110] are unable
to handle with multiple editing scenarios and control signals.
This limitation forces applications to switch the proper back-end
algorithm for different tasks. Moreover, some advanced methods
are unfriendly in terms of ease of use. Several approaches [19],
[32], [80] require users adjusting pivotal parameters to get optimal
results, while others need cumbersome inputs, like source and
target prompts [66], [71], or auxiliary masks [35], [110].
• Challenges in Content-Free Editing. For content-free editing
tasks, existing methods [38], [40], [54] struggle with lengthy
test-time tuning process [41], [46] and overfitting issues [38],
[257]. Several works aim to alleviate the problem through opti-
mizing small number of parameters [41], [54], [204] or training
a customization model from scratch [147], [291]. However, they
often loss finer details of personalized subject or exhibit inferior
generalization ability. Besides, current methods also fall short
in extracting abstract concepts from few images. Concept De-
composition [48] learns multi-level attributes of the subject, but
requires cumbersome tuning process. Other approaches introduce
contrastive loss [40], [50] or identify concept-related channels [49]
to steer the gradient descent. However, they can not completely
decouple the desired concept from other visual elements.
• Challenges in Training-Based Image Editing. For specific
editing scenarios, some training-based methods [31], [37], [119],
[122] generate available training data automatically with the aid
of off-the-shelf tools [32], [213], [260] to alleviate laborious hand-
crafted collection. Nevertheless, low-quality and incorrect samples
still persist in synthetic dataset, which impair the model perfor-
mance. In addition to the complex construction process of training
data, since methods require to modify the original architecture for
accommodating task-specific properties, it’s difficult for building
a versatile model to achieve multiple editing goals.
• Challenges in Video & 3D Editing. Image editing techniques
provide valuable solutions for video [159], [165], [166], [171] and
3D [23], [24] arenas. However, due to the scarcity of available
high-quality dataset in these realms, temporal or multi-view in-
consistency still exists in existing works.

10 CONCLUSION

In this work, we survey over three hundred papers in field of
multimodal-guided image editing based on text-to-image diffusion
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models. First, we define the scope of editing from a more gen-
eralized perspective, including numerous uninvolved methods in
previous literature. We then provide an exhaustive categorization
of user guidance and editing scenarios. Subsequently, the proposed
unified framework integrates existing state-of-the-art methods,
which consists of two algorithm families. This framework allows
users to select optimal inversion and editing algorithms according
to different purposes. In addition, we extend our discussion to
video editing, introducing several major solutions for temporal
inconsistency. Finally, we present open challenges in the field and
suggest potential future research directions. Our work provides
a comprehensive analysis of current approaches, and investigates
the essence and inherent logic of editing methods from a novel
perspective, filling a critical gap in the research area.
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