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Abstract. Despite the burst of innovative methods for controlling the
diffusion process, effectively controlling image styles in text-to-image gen-
eration remains a challenging task. Many adapter-based methods impose
image representation conditions on the denoising process to accomplish
image control. However these conditions are not aligned with the word
embedding space, leading to interference between image and text control
conditions and the potential loss of semantic information from the text
prompt. Addressing this issue involves two key challenges. Firstly, how to
inject the style representation without compromising the effectiveness of
text representation in control. Secondly, how to obtain the accurate style
representation from a single reference image. To tackle these challenges,
we introduce StyleTokenizer, a zero-shot style control image generation
method that aligns style representation with text representation using
a style tokenizer. This alignment effectively minimizes the impact on
the effectiveness of text prompts. Furthermore, we collect a well-labeled
style dataset named Style30k to train a style feature extractor capable
of accurately representing style while excluding other content informa-
tion. Experimental results demonstrate that our method fully grasps the
style characteristics of the reference image, generating appealing images
that are consistent with both the target image style and text prompt.
The code and dataset are available at https://github.com/alipay/style-
tokenizer.
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1 Introduction

The field of image generation has experienced remarkable growth since the ad-
vent of diffusion-based methods, including notable examples such as DALLE-
1/2/3 [21,24,25], Stable Diffusion [26], and Midjourney [19]. These advancements
have paved the way for a diverse range of content control techniques [20,39], en-
abling precise manipulation of layout, lines, depth, and other conditions. This
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a bird standing on a branch.

Forest, trees.

A curly-haired man.

Modern city, high-rise buildings.

A house covered with snow.

A woman is smiling.
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Style Reference

Style Reference

Style Reference
Style Reference

Style Reference

Fig. 1: Some showcases of StyleTokenizer. It is capable of generating images with
corresponding styles using a single style image reference. For each image pair, the
smaller one is a style reference, and the larger one is a generated image conditioned by
the corresponding style reference and text prompt on the bottom.

not only enhances the stability of diffusion models but also broadens their ap-
plicability. Despite such progress, achieving effortless and effective control over
the fine-grained styles of synthesized images remains a formidable challenge.
This limitation restricts the practical applicability and convenience of diffusion
methods in various applications.

Previous GAN-based methods [5, 6, 13, 18, 44] have achieved some level of
style control, but the generated effects are difficult to compare with those of dif-
fusion models. Diffusion-based methods such as Textual Inversion [7], LoRA [10],
and Dreambooth [28] utilize a small amount of data of the same type to fine-
tune pre-trained text-to-image models to better reflect new aspects in training
images. These methods can generate images with similar styles as the training
images. However, they are also prone to overfitting with the specific content
(e.g., a particular person or object) present in the training images. This makes
it challenging to decouple style and content, resulting in difficulties in achieving
precise style control.

For precise style control, one intuitive approach is to employ adapter-based
techniques like IP-adapter [38], StyleAdapter [36], InstantStyle [34], etc. These
strategies embed style representation within the UNet architecture by introduc-
ing an extra cross-attention layer. Yet, as text and style representations span in
distinct spaces, managing them via individual cross-attention processes may lead
to discrepancies in the control signals. As illustrated in Fig.2, the adapter-based
approaches apply text and style conditions simultaneously during the denoising
process, which may cause interference between the controls and losing seman-
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Fig. 2: The difference between with adapter-based methods. Left: Adapter-
based methods directly inject image representation in a similar manner with text rep-
resentation, leading to interference between the two control conditions and loss of
semantic information from the text prompt. Right: StyleTokenizer aligns style repre-
sentation with text representation into a common semantic space, which minimizes the
impact on the effectiveness of text prompts.

tics. Thus, the crucial challenge lies in introducing style representation while
preserving the integrity of text representation for control purposes.

Leveraging the approach of tokenizing visual features for alignment with
linguistic space, such as LLaVA [17], we can improve the handling of intricate
details in both images and text. Specifically, tokenizing style elements like text
prompts significantly enhances the coordination and control within text prompts.
This approach also effectively decouples style and content representations: after
tokenization, the style from reference images and content extracted from text
prompts remain in their distinct semantic spaces without overlap. Consequently,
in this way, we can simultaneously achieve style and content control during
generation without any interference.

Another challenging aspect is how to obtain accurate style representation
from a single reference image, as most existing methods [38, 40] simply using
the coarse-grained supervision trained CLIP encoder struggle with independent
style control. To address this, we have developed a style-focused dataset with
over 300 style categories and 30,000 images, all professionally annotated. In ad-
dition, based on the tokenization method we analyzed in the previous paragraph
for precise control and decoupling, we have trained a style-specific embedding
extractor, enhanced by contrastive learning, to distinguish and represent style
nuances. This refinement boosts the encoder’s adaptability to new styles and
overall robustness.

Our contributions can be summarized as follows:

• We introduce StyleTokenizer, a novel method for style control in diffusion
models. This approach allows for accurate style control of generated im-
ages using a single arbitrary reference image in a training-free manner, while
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minimizing the impact on the control effectiveness of text prompts. Exper-
imental results demonstrate the outstanding performance of our proposed
method compared to other state-of-the-art approaches in this field.

• We curate a Style30k dataset comprising over 300 widely distributed style
categories, manually collected by professional designers. This dataset in-
cludes a total of 30,000 images and, to the best of our knowledge, is currently
the largest and most diverse open-source style dataset available. Using this
dataset, we train a robust style encoder capable of effectively representing
style information based on a single reference image.

2 Related Works

2.1 Text-to-Image synthesis

Text-to-image synthesis has experienced a phenomenal technological breakthrough
in recent years. DALL-E 1, 2, 3 [21, 24, 25] has demonstrated impressive results
in text-to-image synthesis by utilizing a text encoder to control auto-regressive
transformers and diffusion models. This led to substantially refined and high-
visual-quality synthetic images. Stable Diffusion [26] and Imagen [30] have also
shown promising results in text-to-image synthesis by leveraging diffusion mod-
els. Furthermore, StyleGAN-T [31] has explored the potential of GANs in text-
to-image synthesis and demonstrated remarkable results. These approaches typ-
ically involve using text encoders like CLIP [23] and GPT [2] and subsequently
controlling the generators. There are many attribute control methods derived
from text-to-image generation models. ControlNet [39] incorporated additional
control features into Unet’s feature space. Composer [11] added extra feature
inputs to cross attention and time embedding. Text inversion [42] and blip-
diffusion [16], on the other hand, controlled attributes by introducing novel text
embeddings. These methods have greatly advanced the field of text-to-image
synthesis.

2.2 Style Control in Image Generation

Style is a quite subtle attribute of images that is hard to define or even de-
scribe by people. Even though style control has been widely adopted in diverse
applications, such as design and short video entertainment, it involves consider-
able efforts including scaffolding tuning and try-and-error from users. Gatys [8]
proposed the use of VGG and Gram matrix to extract style features for loss
supervision. CycleGAN [44] and StarGAN [4,5] established cycle mechanisms to
achieve style transfer with a limited set of styles while keeping the content intact.
BlendGAN [18] employed an additional style encoder to control StyleGAN [14]
for zero-shot style transfer on face datasets. CAST [43] utilized a contrastive loss
to extract image styles. ALADIN [29] used the AdaIN [13] module to extract
styles and control the decoder for style image generation. Wu [37] attempted
to extract style information from visual features by aligning the generated im-
ages from diffusion with the style and content components of the prompt. Some
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Fig. 3: Overview of StyleTokenizer. Our method consists of two stages. In the
first stage, a Style Encoder is trained on a style dataset to acquire style representation
capabilities. We employ contrastive learning to enforce it to focus on the distance
differences between diverse styles for better style representation. In the second stage,
style embedding is extracted from a single image by a Style Encoder, and then a Style
Tokenizer converts it into style tokens, which are aligned with text tokens in the word
embedding space. Finally, these tokens are input to the SD pipeline as a condition to
generate the image.

methods leverage prior knowledge by assuming that styles mainly reside in cer-
tain feature categories to achieve style control. DiffStyle [12] combined diffusion
models of both style and content during denoising. ProsPect [41] incorporated
content and style reference images at different denoising stages in the diffusion
process. P+ [33] controlled the features of Unet at different resolutions separately
for content and style. SDXL [22] incorporated an additional prompt module that
enables users to specify limited styles. Nonetheless, these prior arts still require
some costly efforts of data collection or finetuning from the end user. This lim-
itation has been resolved by our method, which involves extracting style and
applying control from a single image.

3 Methodology

3.1 Overview

Our method is derived within the Stable Diffusion framework, which decouples
content and style conditions in the image generation process, resulting in visually
appealing and coherent outputs. In this section, we introduce the overall pipeline
of our method.

Compared with the traditional Stable Diffusion framework, we introduce two
novel modules, as illustrated in Fig. 3, a Style Encoder for style representation
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Fig. 4: Partial style images in Style30k dataset. Each dotted box represents a
style category. The Style30K is a style-focused dataset with over 300 style categories
and 30,000 images, all professionally annotated. The number of images in each category
ranges from 30 to 200. These categories cover a diverse range of fields, including art
styles, commercial design styles, 3D modeling, etc.

and a Style Tokenizer for style control. These two modules are trained in two
stages. In the first stage, the Style Encoder is trained on a style dataset named
Style30K to acquire style representation capability. In the second stage, style
representations are extracted from reference images by Style Encoder, and Style
Tokenizer learns to convert them into style tokens, which are aligned with text
tokens in the word embedding space. Finally, both text tokens and style tokens
are concatenated and input to the SD pipeline as a condition to generate the
image.

3.2 Style30K Dataset

Describing the style of an image verbally is even challenging for artists. The
meaning of image style is very rich and subtle, encompassing various perspec-
tives, such as color distribution, lighting, line styles, artistic styles, brushwork,
emotions, etc. These characteristics are visually perceptible but difficult to pre-
cisely and comprehensively describe in language. Therefore, extracting features
directly from images is a more reasonable choice, rather than relying on text.
Existing feature extraction methods often rely on generic semantics or classifi-
cation features and are not specifically trained for style-related tasks. Hence, we
construct a style dataset named Style30K to train a style encoder that focuses
on capturing style-oriented features, shown in Fig. 4.
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While it is challenging to describe image styles in language, people can in-
tuitively judge whether two images share the same style or not. Therefore, we
adopt a semi-manual approach to construct the dataset. The collection process
of Style30K consists of three stages. In the first stage, we gather images with
various styles, where each style is represented by three sample images as queries.
Subsequently, we use different embedding extractors to extract the embedding of
these queries and perform retrieval within a large dataset. In the second stage, we
manually filter and collect images from the retrieval results that share the same
style as the three queries for each style category. Each collected image requires
a consensus among three annotators for it to be included. In the third stage,
we annotate each collected image with a content prompt using CogVLM [35]. In
detail, the image and the instruction of "Describe the image, only the content of
the image, do not include the style of it." are input into the caption model, which
yields captions that are solely related to the content of the image. The reason
for this way is to ensure that style and content control signals are independent
to each other. During the model’s training, the prompt provides information
related only to content, while the style is provided by the Style Tokenizer.

3.3 Style Encoder

In this section, we describe the process of training the Style Encoder Es, which
extracts the style cue from images Is and encodes it into style embedding fs.
This embedding is then used to guide the generation process.

Obtaining accurate style representation from a single reference image is a
challenging task. Previous methods extract image representation from the CLIP
image encoder to enable content and style control. This approach has shown
promising results in providing effective control over various visual aspects, in-
cluding color, subject, layout, and more. However, it lacks the ability to inde-
pendently control these aspects, particularly style control, as CLIP is trained
using coarse-grained semantic information as supervision.

To address this limitation, we use the well-labeled style dataset Style30K to
train a style representation extractor capable of accurately representing style
while excluding other content information. Given that the style data includes an
accurate category label, the style encoder is trained using supervised representa-
tion learning. It enforces the model to only focus on category-related information
(style) and ignore category-irrelevant information (content). To further enhance
the generalization of the style encoder, we employ contrastive loss for supervi-
sion. As shown in the left of Fig.3, it allows the model to focus on the distance
differences between diverse styles. Different images of the same style are clus-
tered together in the embedding space, images of similar styles are closer, while
images of different styles are scattered. This approach enhances the robustness
of the style encoder in processing new styles and improving its ability to handle
novel style variations.
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3.4 Style Control

Previous adapter-based methods have the capability of image prompting in the
diffusion model. It significantly enhances the ability to generate content that
cannot be described in a prompt. These methods incorporate style representation
into the Unet module using an additional cross-attention layer. However, they
apply text and style conditions simultaneously during the denoising process,
which may cause interference between the controls and loss of semantics.

Representations from the word embedding space of SD have rich style con-
trol capabilities. On the one hand, Dreambooth [28] and Textual Inversion [42]
have demonstrated that new word embedding outside the existing dictionary can
express diverse contents. Yet, these methods require some reference images for
tuning and are prone to overfitting with the specific content. On the other hand,
carefully crafted descriptions by prompt experts can also yield desired image
styles. However, directly using textual descriptions to control the style is still
challenging. The text descriptions used during the training of SD lack a detailed
description of the style for each image. Besides, image styles encompass a wide
range of aspects that are difficult to fully express in natural language.

Therefore, we aim to find a comprehensive and accurate style description
that can be applied to each image and is acceptable by diffusion pipelines. Con-
sidering that our Style Encoder is already capable of extracting a unique style
embedding for any given image, a reasonable approach is to map these styles
to representations in the space of word embedding. We utilize a 2-layer MLP
named Style Tokenizer Ts to implement this mapping. The Style Tokenizer Ts

takes the embedding fs extracted by the Style Encoder Es and maps them into
style embedding tokens es. In the training process, the parameters of the original
SD model are frozen, and only the parameters of Style Tokenizer are updated,
enabling the mapped embedding es to provide a comprehensive and precise rep-
resentation of image styles. The style embedding es is concatenated with word
embedding tokens et following Eq. 1 and then fed into SD’s text encoder. By
doing so, style images can be used as a style prompt when generating images to
better describe the style. Besides, the style from reference images and content
extracted from text prompts remain in their distinct semantic spaces without
overlap.

ets = [estart, es, et, eend], (1)

where es = Ts(fs).
During the inference process, we employ the classifier-free guidance [9]. In

order to independently control the weight of both text and style, we adopt a
similar approach as InstructPix2Pix [1], as described in Eq. 2.

ẽθ(zt, ct, cs) = eθ(zt, ∅, ∅)
+ st · (eθ(zt, ct, ∅)− eθ(zt, ∅, ∅))
+ ss · (eθ(zt, ct, cs)− eθ(zt, ct, ∅)),

(2)
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where ct and cs represent the text and style condition. The strength of st and
ss represents the intensity of the text and style condition, respectively.

4 Experiments

4.1 Experimental Details

We collect 10 million high-quality images on the Internet for model training. The
Style Encoder adopts the visual encoder of CLIP ViT-B/32 as the pre-trained
backbone. We first use these 10 million images for pre-training, and then use
Style30K for supervised training. In terms of style control, we adopt SD v1.5 as
the generation model. The style embedding is tokenized by the Style Tokenizer
with a shape of 8×768. Then, these tokens are concatenated with text embedding
tokens and fed into the text encoder of the SD pipeline. During this stage, all
the images are used for training the Style Tokenizer. When the denoising target
image I is from the Style30K dataset, the style reference image Is is randomly
selected from the images within the same style category as I. Otherwise, when
I does not have style annotation, the style reference is I itself.

4.2 Qualitative Evaluation

To facilitate a comparison with other methods, we conducted a test on both our
method and the previous approaches, including StyTr2 [6], InST [42], CAST
[13], SD [26] controlled by style prompt, and IP-Adapter [38]. To evaluate the
performance of these methods in both style control and prompt following, we
prepare a benchmark consisting of 52 prompts and 28 style reference images,
these prompts are from the settings used in the StyleAdapter [36]. The prompts
encompass a rich variety of content, including human, animal, object, and scene.
The reference images cover some common styles as well as some that are difficult
to describe in words. Note that both of them are excluded from the training
process. Our aim with the aforementioned setup is to comprehensively evaluate
the strengths and weaknesses of the different methods. Some images generated
by these methods can be viewed in Fig.5, where each column represents the
results produced by different methods using the same prompt and reference
image. Below, we provide a detailed analysis of the experimental results.

As shown in Fig.5, StyTr2 and InST achieve relatively similar performance,
successfully capturing the dominant color palette of the reference images. How-
ever, their grasp of the overall style such as texture is not very well. As seen
in column H, they capture the red color information from the reference image
but fail to comprehend the cut-paper style. Furthermore, their image quality
is generally inferior to that of other methods. Utilizing style prompts for con-
trol facilitates a certain level of style control in simpler style categories, like oil
and ink wash paintings, but the absence of a reference image as input led to
significant discrepancies in the finer details. For more complex styles that are
difficult to articulate, their ability to control style is lost. IP-Adapter produces



10 W. Author et al.

IP-
Adapter

InST

StyTr!

CAST

SD

Mo
de
rn
 

ho
us
e 
wi
th
 

po
ol
. Ca

rd
bo
ar
d 

bo
xe
s
ma
de

ho
us
e.

Moto
rcy

cle
.

Sn
ow

y 

mo
un
tai

n 

pe
ak
. Flu

ffy
 

wh
ite

 

rab
bit
.

Su
nfl

ow
er.

Do
g i

n b
uc
ket

.

Pa
lm
 tr

ee
.

Pa
nd

a.Prompt:

Ours

Style 
Refer.

A B C D E F G H I

Fig. 5: Visual comparison with the competing methods. Each column represents
the results generated by different methods using the same prompt and reference image.
Each row represents the result generated by a different method. Images in the first row
are style references used to control style.

images with a style very close to the original, but in most cases, it struggles to
decouple the content from the reference image, leading to poor prompt-following
ability. For instance, in columns B and E, although mountains and sunflowers
are generated, the human from the reference images also appear in the output.
IP-Adapter’s strengths are mainly in image variation and image editing. In con-
trast, our method demonstrates a high degree of consistency with the reference
image in terms of style, including line, texture, color, emotion, and more. It
also shows a strong advantage in following text prompts. Moreover, the overall
aesthetic quality of the images is superior to that of the previous methods.
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Table 1: Comparison of different methods using quantitative evaluation.

Methods Model-based Metric User Study (%)
Style-Sim Aesthetic Text-Sim Pro. Ord.

Cast [13] 0.364 6.05 0.272 19.5 14.6
StyTr2 [6] 0.443 5.92 0.262 6.2 6.4
InST [42] 0.190 5.84 0.242 12.5 10.7
SD [26] 0.178 6.55 0.279 / /

IP-Adapter [38] 0.480 6.59 0.116 / /
Ours 0.482 6.68 0.277 61.8 68.3

4.3 Quantitative Evaluation

In this section, our method is compared with the state-of-the-art approaches
using some quantitative metrics for a fair evaluation. We employ the follow-
ing metrics on the images generated in the Sec.4.2 to evaluate the quality and
effectiveness of the generated images:
Text-Image Similarity. We use the CLIP model to extract embedding from
generated images and their corresponding text prompts. Then cosine similarity
between embedding from the prompt and the generated image is calculated.
Higher cosine similarity indicates better capability of the instruction following.
Aesthetic Score. To assess the aesthetic quality of the generated images, we
predict the aesthetic score for each generated image with LAION-Aesthetics
Predictor [15]. This metric measures the visual appeal and artistic quality of the
image. A higher aesthetic score indicates a visually pleasing image.
Style Similarity. Since there is no generally accepted method for assessing style
similarity, we imitate the text-image similarity metric calculated by CLIP. Style
embedding of both the style reference image and the generated image are exacted
by Style Encoder. After that, we compute their cosine similarity. A higher cosine
similarity indicates better control of the desired style in the generated images.
User Study. To assess the style similarity more comprehensively, we conduct
user studies. For the generated images produced by each method, we have 20
users (10 professional designers and 10 users) vote anonymously for the image
that they believe has the most similar style to the reference image. The normal-
ized votes (vote rate), serve as the style similarity score.

For each of these metrics, we calculate the average across all generated results
to provide an overall evaluation of the performance of the existing style control
models. Experimental results are summarized in Tab. 1, where we compare our
method with the SOTA approaches using the aforementioned evaluation metrics.
Our method significantly outperforms other SOTA approaches in terms of style
similarity. In the user study, our method also receives more votes than other
methods. These results highlight the effectiveness of our approach in preserving
the desired style in the generated images. Furthermore, our method is trained on
large-scale high-aesthetic data and thus achieves a higher aesthetic score than the
base SD model. As shown in Fig.5, it brings better results in terms of aesthetics
than other methods. As for the instruction following, the text-image similarity
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OursCLIP

BlendGAN VGG

Fig. 6: Visualization of style embedding. Different feature encoders are used to
represent style images, and t-SNE is employed to visualize the results. We utilize dif-
ferent color markers to indicate the style categories of the images. Our Style Encoder
exhibits better clustering characteristics for different style categories.

of our method has comparable performance with the base SD model. It shows
that our method does not lead to a decrease in the ability to follow instructions
during style control. In summary, the experimental results demonstrate that
our method can achieve better style control capability and generate visually
appealing images, while the instruction following is not affected by this.

4.4 Evaluation of Style Encoder

We conduct an evaluation of our Style Encoder and compare it with several pub-
licly available feature encoders, namely CLIP [23], VGG [32] and BlendGAN [18].
The evaluation is performed on a validation set of Style30K, consisting of 12 dif-
ferent style categories with a total of 900 images that are non-repetitive with
the training style categories.

Table 2: Comparision with other feature extraction methods. Silhouette Co-
efficient [27] is a measure of how similar an object is to its own cluster (cohesion)
compared to other clusters (separation). Calinski-Harabasz index [3] is defined as the
ratio of the sum of between-clusters dispersion and of within-cluster dispersion.

Methods VGG [32] BlendGAN [18] CLIP [23] Ours

Silhouette↑ 0.039 0.129 0.168 0.308
Calinski-Harabasz ↑ 62.8 63.7 60.8 120.0
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Fig. 7: The ablation study of our method. w/o Style Tokenizer : Style embedding
is directly concatenated with the text embedding; w/o Style Encoder : CLIP visual
encoder is applied to extract image embedding.

We use different methods to extract the style embedding of each image in
the validation set, and then visualize the distribution of these embeddings in the
representation space, as shown in Fig. 6. Style embeddings belonging to different
categories are represented by points of different colors and distributed in their
own clusters at different locations in space. Our Style Encoder demonstrates the
ability to effectively cluster images belonging to the same style category, resulting
in compact intra-class distances and large inter-class differences. It indicates
that our method has a better ability to present style from images and is robust
enough to handle novel style variations. Additionally, we perform quantitative
evaluation by Silhouette Coefficient [27] and Calinski-Harabasz metrics [3] in
Tab. 2 used to evaluate the effect of clustering. Both visual results and cluster
metrics demonstrate that our method effectively extracts features with better
clustering results for images with the same styles compared with other extractors.

4.5 Ablation Studies

In this section, we conduct ablation studies to assess the effectiveness of our Style
Encoder and Style Tokenizer in Fig. 7 and Table 3. Fig. 7(b) represents that
style embedding is not first aligned to the word embedding space by the style
tokenizer, but is directly concatenated with text embedding. Fig. 7(c) represents

Table 3: Quantitative experiments of ablation study.

Methods Style-Sim Aesthetic Text-Sim
w/o S.Tokenizer 0.468 6.43 0.215
w/o S.Encoder 0.475 6.62 0.127

Ours 0.482 6.68 0.277
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Generated Image

Blending multiple style references

Fig. 8: Blend of different styles. The first row is two reference images in different
styles (Left: palette, Right: sketch). The second and third rows are style blend demon-
strations whose text prompts are "a dog" and "a bird" respectively.

that the style encoder is not used for style representation, but the CLIP visual
encoder is used directly to encode the image. Experimental results show that if
any one of them is missing, the generated images either have a weakened ability
to follow instructions or have poor style consistency.

4.6 Other Application

Since our method can maintain the style in the reference image, if multiple images
of different styles are used as references, the fusion between styles produces new
styles. We use two styles for blending style in Fig.8. By starting with the palette
style as a control and gradually incorporating the sketch style, the images that
are generated show a progressive transition from the palette to the sketch style.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we propose a novel zero-shot method to precisely control the style of
generated images from diffusion models. In order to decouple style and content
conditions, we first construct a fine-labeled style dataset called Style30K and
propose a Style Encoder that can extract style representation from reference
images. Then we propose a Style Tokenizer to align style and text tokens in a
uniform space. Finally, the aligned tokens are used as a condition in the denoising
process of the diffusion model. Our method offers a flexible and effective solution
for incorporating style control in image generation, opening up new possibilities
for generating high-quality stylized content.
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Appendix

A.1 Dataset for Evaluation

Figure 1: The 28 style reference images with diverse styles for the
generation models.

In the experiment, we use a combination of 52 prompts and 28
style images, resulting in 1456 unique combinations, to guide the
generation of images. These images are then used for quantitative
evaluation. The list of prompts is shown in Tab. 1, using the same
setting as in StyleAdapter [?]. The 28 style reference images are
selected from the validation references to cover a wide range of styles,
displayed in Fig. 1.

Table 1: The list of prompts for experiments.

Prompt

A robot.
A girl wearing a red dress, she is dancing.
A boy wearing glasses, he is reading a thick book.
A little cute boy.
A woman wearing a green sportswear, she is running.
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A woman wearing a purple hat and a yellow scarf.
A man wearing a black leather jacket and a red tie.
A little boy with glasses and a watch.
A smiling little girl.
A little boy playing football.
A curly-haired boy.
A little girl holding flowers.
A lovely kitten walking in a garden.
A puppy sitting on a sofa.
A fluffy white rabbit with pink ears and nose.
A brown puppy with black spots and a red collar.
A black and white panda.
A dog in a bucket.
A cat wearing a hat.
A cute little fish in aquarium.
A bird in a word.
A kitten sleeping on a pillow.
A parrot singing a song.
A monkey playing with a banana.
A turtle wearing sunglasses.
A hamster eating a carrot.
A white rose.
A sunflower smiling at the sun.
A cactus wearing a hat.
A daisy with a ladybug on it.
A pine tree with a snowman hugging it.
A mushroom in winter.
A beautiful lotus.
A lotus with a frog meditating on it.
A cherry blossom.
A palm tree.
A river with rapids and rocks.
A creek with clear water and colorful pebbles.
A lake with calm water and reflections.
A waterfall with mist and rainbows.
A stone with a face carved on it, standing on a pedestal in a museum.
A stone with a hole in it.
A stone with a pattern of stripes on it.
A stone with a crack in it, holding a plant growing out of it.
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A snowy mountain peak.
A mountain goat on a cliff.
A red baseball cap.
A football on the grass.
A motorcycle.
A modern house with a pool.
A house made of cardboard boxes.
A house covered with ice and snow.

A.2 Ablation study of hyper-parameter.

To verify the stability of the trade-off between instruction following
and style control of this method, we evaluate our method and IP-
Adapter under different control weights, respectively. As shown in
Fig.2, by applying different style control weights, the semantics of
the generated images remain unchanged. And a higher weight has
a greater impact on the style of the image.

A.3 Visualization of Style Similarity Score

In the experiment, we employ a style encoder to measure the style
similarity between two images. In Fig. 3, we present different gen-
erated images and annotate their style similarity scores compared
with their respective style reference images. It can be observed that
the style encoder accurately assesses the similarity of styles between
two images. Moreover, images with a style similarity score greater
than 0.4 exhibit a favorable level of style similarity.

0.0 1.00.25 0.5 0.75reference

IP-
Adapter

Ours

Figure 2: Ablation study of hyper-parameter.
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0.75 0.71 0.52 0.23

0.89 0.70 0.31 0.12

0.71 0.56 0.43 0.36

0.61 0.51 0.31 0.27reference

Figure 3: Comparison of style similar scores between different pairs of
style images and reference images.

A.4 More Generated Images With More Styles

In Fig. 4, we present additional generated results. The first image
in each row represents the style reference image, followed by the
corresponding generated results. The prompts for each image are
listed below the images. It can be observed that our method can
generate images in various styles.
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Figure 4: Additional visual results generated by our algorithm. The
first image on the left of each row is the corresponding style reference image,
followed by the prompt and its corresponding generated results.


