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Figure 1. Edited results. Our method enables precise content editing of an input video based on a text prompt, while preserving unedited
content. By directly leveraging the text-to-video (T2V) generation model [6] for editing, the edited results exhibit high fidelity, real-world
motion smoothness, and enhanced realism.

Abstract

Despite the typical inversion-then-editing paradigm using
text-to-image (T2I) models has demonstrated promising re-
sults, directly extending it to text-to-video (T2V) models still
suffers severe artifacts such as color flickering and con-
tent distortion. Consequently, current video editing meth-
ods primarily rely on T2I models, which inherently lack
temporal-coherence generative ability, often resulting in in-
ferior editing results. In this paper, we attribute the fail-

*Corresponding author.

ure of the typical editing paradigm to: 1) Tightly Spatial-
temporal Coupling. The vanilla pivotal-based inversion
strategy struggles to disentangle spatial-temporal informa-
tion in the video diffusion model; 2) Complicated Spatial-
temporal Layout. The vanilla cross-attention control is de-
ficient in preserving the unedited content. To address these
limitations, we propose a spatial-temporal decoupled guid-
ance (STDG) and multi-frame null-text optimization strat-
egy to provide pivotal temporal cues for more precise piv-
otal inversion. Furthermore, we introduce a self-attention
control strategy to maintain higher fidelity for precise par-

1

ar
X

iv
:2

41
1.

17
59

2v
2 

 [
cs

.C
V

] 
 2

9 
N

ov
 2

02
4

https://yukun66.github.io/VideoDirector/


tial content editing. Experimental results demonstrate that
our method (termed VideoDirector) effectively harnesses
the powerful temporal generation capabilities of T2V mod-
els, producing edited videos with state-of-the-art perfor-
mance in accuracy, motion smoothness, realism, and fidelity
to unedited content.

1. Introduction
With the advancement of diffusion models [10, 17, 27], re-
cent years have witnessed significant progress of genera-
tive networks, particularly in text-to-image (T2I) genera-
tion [9, 23, 25] and text-to-video (T2V) generation com-
munities [1, 2, 6, 18]. Motivated by their success, a se-
ries of image editing [7, 8, 20, 24, 26, 29] and video edit-
ing [3, 5, 12, 15, 16, 30] methods have been proposed to
achieve visual content editing via text prompts, promoting
a wide range of applications. Notably, instead of using T2V
models, current video editing methods are still built upon
T2I models by leveraging inter-frame features [5, 12, 14],
incorporating optical flows [3], or training auxiliary tempo-
ral layers [16]. As a result, these methods still suffer in-
ferior realism and temporal coherence due to the absence
of temporal coherence in vanilla T2I models. This raises a
question: Can we edit a video directly using T2V models?

In the field of image editing, the typical “inversion-then-
editing” paradigm mainly includes two steps: pivotal in-
version and attention-controlled editing. First, unbiased
pivotal inversion is achieved by null-text optimization and
classifier-free guidance [20]. Then, content editing is per-
formed using a cross-attention control strategy [8]. Despite
the success in T2I models, directly applying this paradigm
to T2V models often leads to significant deviations from
the original input, such as severe color flickering and back-
ground variations in Fig. 2a.

In this paper, we attribute these failures to: 1) Tightly
spatial-temporal coupling. The entanglement of temporal
and spatial (appearance) information in T2V models pre-
vents vanilla pivotal inversion from compensating for the
biases introduced by DDIM inversion. 2) Complicated
spatial-temporal layout. The vanilla cross-attention control
is insufficient to maintain the complex spatial-temporal lay-
out of video content, resulting in low-fidelity editing results.

By revisiting the fundamental mechanisms of the editing
paradigm in T2V models, we argue that vanilla classifier-
free guidance and null-text embeddings struggle to distin-
guish between temporal and spatial cues. Consequently,
they fail to compensate for the biases introduced by DDIM
inversion, resulting in meaningless latents. In addition, the
temporal layers in T2V models build a complicated rela-
tionship between the spatial-temporal tokens. As a result,
the latents are vulnerable to the crosstalk introduced by
cross-attention manipulation.

To address these issues, we first introduce an auxiliary
spatial-temporal decoupled guidance (STDG) to provide
additional temporal cues. Simultaneously, we extend shared
null-text embeddings to a multi-frame strategy to accom-
modate temporal information. These components alleviate
the bias from the DDIM inversion, enabling the diffusion
backward trajectory to be accurately aligned with the initial
trajectory, as shown in Fig. 2b. In addition, we propose a
self-attention control strategy to maintain complex spatial-
temporal layout and enhance editing fidelity.

Overall, our contributions are summarized as:
• We introduce spatial-temporal decoupled guidance

(STDG) and multi-frame null-text optimization to pro-
vide temporal cues for pivotal inversion in T2V model.

• We develop a self-attention control strategy to maintain
the complex spatial-temporal layout and enhance fidelity.

• Extensive experiments demonstrate that our method ef-
fectively utilizes T2V models for video editing, signifi-
cantly outperforming state-of-the-art methods in fidelity,
motion smoothness and realism.

2. Related Work

Text-to-Image Editing Recent advances in T2I generation
models have promoted the rapid development of text-guided
image editing methods [8, 19, 20, 23, 24, 26, 29]. Hertz
et al. [8] introduced Prompt-to-Prompt to edit images via
DDIM inversion and manipulation of cross-attention maps.
Specifically, techniques such as Word Swap, Phrase Addi-
tion, and Attention Re-weighting are performed to modify
the attention maps based on text prompts. Since the DDIM
inversion introduces biases by approximating noise latent*,
Mokady et al. [20] introduced a step-wise null-text embed-
ding ϕt optimized after DDIM inversion for compensation.
This optimization refines the denoising trajectory by com-
pensating for DDIM inversion biases, enhancing both re-
construction quality and editing precision. Different from
this pipeline, DreamBooth [24] fine-tuned a pre-trained T2I
model [25] to synthesize subjects in prompt-guided diverse
scenes using reference images as additional conditions.
Text-to-Video Editing Numerous efforts have been made
to extend T2I models directly to video editing [3, 5, 12, 16].
Tune-A-Video [28] developed a tailored spatio-temporal at-
tention mechanism and an efficient one-shot tuning strat-
egy to tune an input video. Video-P2P [16] transforms a
T2I model to a video-customized Text-to-Set (T2S) model
through fine-tuning to achieve semantic consistency across
adjacent frames. TokenFlow [5] explicitly propagates token
features based on inter-frame correspondences using the
T2I model without any additional training or fine-tuning.
RAVE [12] utilizes Controlnet and introduces random shuf-

*For more information on DDIM inversion, please refer to our supple-
mentary material.
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(a) The prompt-to-prompt [8] and null-text optimization [20] are integrated
directly into the T2V generation model [6] to reconstruct the input videos.
The results present challenges for the typical editing paradigm [8, 20] in
accurately reconstructing the original videos.

Video DDIM 

Sampling

Video DDIM 

Inversion

Multi-frame Null-text Optimization 

Spatial-Temporal Decoupled Guidance

(b) Our method achieves accurate reconstruction of input videos by incor-
porating multi-frame Null-text optimization and spatial-temporal decou-
pled guidance.

Figure 2. Principle visualization of our approach. Comparison of diffusion pivotal inversion [20] using a T2V generation model [6]
integrated with vanilla null-text optimization (a) and our proposed guidance (b). Our approach constrains the reverse diffusion trajectory
during video generation to align with DDIM inversion, enabling precise reconstruction of the input video.

fling of latent grids to ensure temporal consistency. Flat-
ten [3] incorporates optical flow into the attention module
of the T2I model to address inconsistency issues in text-to-
video editing. Due to the lack of temporal generation capac-
ity of T2I models, the aforementioned methods still suffer
from results with inferior temporal coherence, realism, and
motion smoothness.

3. Method
3.1. Problem Definition & Challenge Discussion

Given an input video Vi ∈ RH×W×F , a descriptive prompt
C (“A wolf turns its head, with many trees in the back-
ground”), and an editing prompt Ce (replacing “wolf” with
“husky”), the objective of video editing is to obtain an
edited target video Vo using a generation model G:

Vo = D (Vi | G, (C, Ce),R) . (1)

Here, G refers to a T2I or T2V model and R denotes an
optional regularization term obtained from external mod-
els. Intuitively, the edited videos should be of high qual-
ity in terms of the following four aspects: (1) Accuracy:
The wolf is accurately replaced by a husky, which can be
evaluated using Pick score [13]. (2) Fidelity: The back-
grounds are well preserved, which can be measured by
masked PSNR and LPIPS. (3) Motion Smoothness: The
husky mimics the motion of the wolf with high smooth-
ness, which can be assessed using VBench [11]. (4) Re-
alism: The husky is enriched with realistic, hallucinated
details consistent with real-world physical laws, such as its
breathing, leaves swaying in the wind, and sunlight filtering
through the leaves.

Currently, most video editing methods employ T2I mod-
els as G and rely on external regularizations (e.g., optical
flow, depth maps) as R to incorporate temporal informa-
tion. However, since T2I models suffer limited temporal
generation capacity and the additional regularization deliv-
ers insufficient temporal cues of the edited contents, these
methods fall short in motion smoothness and realism.

In this paper, we argue that incorporating T2V models
is the key to address the above issues. However, directly
extending the typical “inversion-then-editing” paradigm to
T2V models faces critical challenges. First, the vanilla dif-
fusion pivotal inversion [20] fails to accurately reconstruct
the input video. Second, prompt-to-prompt [8] editing can-
not well preserve the unedited contents. To remedy this,
we propose a spatial-temporal decoupled guidance module
and multi-frame null-text optimization to accomplish piv-
otal inversion for the T2V model, as detailed in Sec. 3.2.
Additionally, we introduce a tailored attention control strat-
egy to achieve precise editing while preserving the original,
unedited content, as described in Sec. 3.3. Moreover, this
mutual attention strategy enhances harmony, allowing the
edited content to be seamlessly integrated, thereby improv-
ing the overall realism of the edited videos.

3.2. Pivotal Inversion for Video Reconstruction

Despite promising results in T2I images, directly applying
pivotal inversion techniques [8, 20] to T2V models still suf-
fer severe deviation from the original trajectory, as illus-
trated in Fig. 2a. We attribute this deviation to two reasons.
First, vanilla null-text embeddings share itself across all
video frames and lack temporal modeling capability. Sec-
ond, vanilla classifier-free guidance is insufficient for dis-

3
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Figure 3. Video pivotal inversion pipeline. Our pipeline comprises two key components: multi-frame null-text optimization and spatial-
temporal decoupled guidance, which are integrated into the standard pivotal inversion pipeline.

tinguishing temporal cues from spatial ones, resulting in
meaningless latents. With an additional temporal dimen-
sion, fine-grained temporal awareness is required for pre-
cise manipulation of the latent in T2V models. To this end,
we propose multi-frame null-text embeddings and spatial-
temporal decoupled guidance.
Multi-Frame Null-Text Embeddings. To accommodate
additional temporal information in the video, we introduce
multi-frame null-text embeddings ({ϕt} ∈ RF×l×c), where
l and c represent the sequence length and embedding dimen-
sion, as illustrated in Fig. 3. Compared with vanilla null-text
embeddings, multi-frame null-text embeddings produce no-
table gains in terms of both accuracy and realism, as demon-
strated in Sec. 4.2.
Spatial-Temporal Decoupled Guidance. Diffusion piv-
otal inversion [20] has demonstrated its effectiveness in
meaningful image editing. However, due to the absence of
temporal awareness, the pivotal noise vectors in T2V mod-
els fail to provide sufficient temporal information during
pivotal inversion, resulting in meaningless outputs. Inspired
by MotionClone [15], we leverage the temporal and self-
attention features during video pivotal inversion to obtain
spatial-temporal decoupled guidance.

Intuitively, temporal coherence in the original video can
be maintained by minimizing the difference between the
temporal attention maps contained in the pivotal inversion
process (Fig. 3):

LT = Mf/b
T · MT · ∥(T+ − T−)∥22,

Gf/b
T =

∂(LT )

∂zt
,

(2)

where T+, T− ∈ R(H∗W∗C)×F×F denote the temporal
attention maps of DDIM inversion and denoising latents.
Mask MT select the top K values within the last dimension
of these attention maps T . Mf/b

T represents the foreground

or background mask generated by the SAM2 model [22],
reshaped to match the dimensions of the temporal attention
weights. The gradient with respect to the denoised latent zt
is then used as the temporal-aware guidance.

Similarly, spatial (appearance) consistency can be de-
rived by minimizing the difference between the self-
attention keys during pivotal inversion (Fig. 3):

LK = Mf/b
K · ∥(K+ −K−)∥22,

Gf/b
K =

∂(LK)

∂zt
,

(3)

where K+, K− ∈ RF×(H∗W )×C represent the self-
attention keys of DDIM inversion and denoising latents,
respectively. Mf/b

K denotes the SAM2 mask reshaped to
match the dimensions of the keys. Overall, the spatial-
temporal decoupled guidance can be obtained as:

G = ηf · Gf
T + ηb · Gb

T + ζf · Gf
K + ζb · Gb

K, (4)

where ηf , ηb, ζf , and ζb are the coefficients of the fore-
ground and background decoupled guidance. Our proposed
guidance explicitly disentangles the appearance and tempo-
ral information to provide more precise guidance for op-
timization while maintaining meaningful results. Finally,
the STDG guides video generation trajectory together with
CFG for more precise pivotal inversion and editing:

ϵ̂θ = ϵθ(zt, c, t) + ω[ϵθ(zt, c, t)− ϵθ(zt, ϕ, t)] + G, (5)

where ω is CFG guidance weight, and ϕ represents null-text
or a negative prompt.

3.3. Attention Control for Video Editing

Based on effective video pivotal inversion, directly applying
the cross-attention control strategy in T2I methods [8, 20]
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Figure 4. Our video editing pipeline. The SA-I and SA-II main-
tain the complicated spatial-temporal layout and enhance fidelity,
while the cross-attention control introduces editing guidance based
on the editing prompts.

still struggles to provide sufficient control for video editing
as the complicated relationship between spatial-temporal
tokens. As a result, edited videos still suffer from inconsis-
tent motion and deficiency in preserving unedited content,
producing results with low fidelity to the original video. To
address this issue, we introduce an attention control strat-
egy tailored for video editing from the perspectives of both
self-attention and cross-attention.
Self-Attention Control. As illustrated in Fig. 4, we first in-
troduce a self-attention-I (SA-I) control strategy to initialize
the spatial-temporal layout aligning with the input video. At
the beginning of editing, we replace the self-attention maps
in the editing path with those from the reconstruction path
during the first τs steps. To further maintain the complicated
spatial-temporal layout and enhance fidelity during edit-
ing, in self-attention-II (SA-II), the self-attention keys Kt,
K∗

t and values Vt, V ∗
t ∈ RF×(H∗W )×C from the recon-

struction and editing processes are concatenated to obtain
K̂t = [K∗

t | Kt] and V̂t = [V ∗
t | Vt] ∈ RF×(2∗H∗W )×C .

Next, attention maps are calculated using the queries in the
editing path and K̂t. To prevent the incorporation of origi-
nal content in the regions to be edited, attention masks Mf

derived from the SAM2 model [22] is employed on the at-
tention maps to derive the mutual attentions:

Âttn =


Wt · V ∗

t , if t < τs,

S

(
Q∗

t · K̂⊤
t√

d
⊗
[
1 | Mf

])
· V̂t, otherwise.

(6)
Here, S represents the softmax operation. Finally, the re-
sultant self-attention map is adopted to aggregate the val-

ues V̂t. The frame-wise attention mask Mf decouples
edited and unedited content in the input video, enabling
more precise and fine-grained editing. This mutual atten-
tion module integrates keys and values from both paths in
the editing pipeline, enhancing the preservation of com-
plex spatial-temporal layouts and improving the harmony
between edited and unedited contents. Consequently, our
self-attention control module enhances the fidelity of both
motion and unedited content.
Cross-Attention Control. In addition to the self-attention
control strategy, a cross-attention control strategy is em-
ployed during the first τc iterations to introduce information
from the editing prompt into the latent. Specifically, for
words common to both the editing prompt and the original
prompt (i.e., “walks with ... alien plants that glow”), we re-
place the cross-attention maps in the editing path M∗

t with
those from the reconstruction path Mt. Meanwhile, the at-
tention maps for novel words (i.e., “Iron Man”), which are
unique in the editing prompt, are retained in the editing path
to introduce editing guidance. Finally, the cross-attention
map MC

t is defined as follows:

MC
t =

{
C · [γ · (M∗

t ) + (1− γ) · (M ′
t)], if t < τc,

M∗
t , otherwise.

(7)
Here, M ′

t is mapped from Mt for varying editing prompt
lengths. γ represents the binary vector used to combine the
attention maps, while C denotes the re-weighting coeffi-
cient corresponding to each word in the editing prompts.

4. Experiments
Datasets and Baselines. We collected 75 text-video edit-
ing pairs with a resolution of 512×512, including the videos
sourced from the DAVIS dataset [21], MotionClone, To-
kenflow [5, 15], and online platforms. The prompts are
derived from ChatGPT or contributed by the authors. The
videos utilized in our experiments cover diverse categories,
including people, animals, and manual objects. We com-
pare our approach with four state-of-the-art video editing
methods based on T2I models, including Video-P2P [16],
RAVE [12], Flatten [3], and Tokenflow [5]. Video-P2P re-
quires training a video-customized text-to-set (T2S) model,
which increases the editing time. RAVE enforces temporal
consistency by randomly shuffling latent grids, while Flat-
ten uses optical flow to improve temporal consistency.
Implementation Details. We implemented our method us-
ing AnimateDiff [6] as the base T2V model. The number
of video frames is fixed to 16 due to the high memory con-
sumption of AnimateDiff. Our method requires 8.5 minutes
for pivotal tuning and 1 minute for video editing on a single
A100 GPU. The cross-attention threshold (τc in Eq. 6) was
set to 0.8, while the self-attention threshold (τs in Eq. 7)
was manually tuned conditioned on the input video within
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Input video Input video Input video

brown bear  black bear astronaut    Spider Man car         Porsche

wolf   fox SUV       LEGO cargirl    Aquaman

Input video Input video Input video

brown bear  tiger astronaut    Wonder Woman car         Tesla

wolf   husky forest           forest in autumngirl    Wonder Woman

Figure 5. Edited results. The edited videos demonstrate our method’s effectiveness in terms of accuracy, fidelity, motion smoothness,
and realism. Moreover, the edited videos illustrate superior harmony, seamlessly integrating the edited content into the original unedited
environment and context.

the range of [0.2, 0.5]. For foreground editing, the coeffi-
cient ηf was set to 0.5, and ηb was set between 0.2 and 0.8
in Eq. (4), ζf was set to 0, and ζb to 0.5. When editing the
background, these values were swapped.

4.1. Evaluation

Methods MS ↑ PS ↑ m.P ↑ m.L ↓ US ↓

Flatten [3] 96.08% 21.24 14.70 0.329 3.11
RAVE [12] 95.98% 21.61 17.49 0.344 2.89
Tokenflow [5] 96.69% 21.44 17.94 0.313 4.22
V-P2P [16] 94.46% 21.22 17.66 0.340 3.78
Ours 97.68% 21.64 21.37 0.270 1

Table 1. Comparison results across various metrics. We highlight
the best value in blue , and the second-best value in green .

Qualitative Evaluation. The editing results are presented
in Fig. 1, Fig. 5, and Fig. 6. Our method demonstrates
precise video editing capabilities by exploring the power-
ful temporal information generation of the T2V model [6],
achieving superior motion smoothness and enhanced real-
ism. For example, the breathing of animals and the sway-
ing leaves blown by the wind in Fig. 1, as well as the
running person and driving cars reflecting natural sunlight
in Fig. 5. Furthermore, our approach effectively performs
shape deformation based on the editing prompt, as shown
in the edited videos (e.g., the animals in Fig. 1 and the tiger
in Fig. 5). The harmony between the edited content and
original video context can be observed in dynamic video
demos, such as the sunlight spot on the animals in Fig. 1
and the reflected light on Iron Man’s armor in Fig. 6.
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Figure 6. Qualitative comparison. Our method achieves superior motion smoothness and realism compared to other approaches. We
encourage readers to watch our video demo in supplementary material to observe the dynamic performance.

Input shared NT Oursw/o SAw/o CA w/o SA-Ⅰ w/o SA-Ⅱw/o STDG

Figure 7. Ablation study on editing performance. During editing, we use shared null-text (NT) embedding, or remove STDG, the Cross
Attention control module (CA), the whole Self Attention control module (SA), the Self Attention control module-I (SA-I), and the Self
Attention control module-II (SA-II) separately. Our guidance and attention module can improve accuracy, fidelity, and realism.

Quantitative Evaluation. We evaluate the edited videos
based on four key aspects, as outlined in the editing qual-
ity objectives described in 3.1: Accuracy, Fidelity, Mo-
tion Smoothness, and Realism. For accuracy, we use the
Pick score (PS) [13] to assess the alignment quality. For

fidelity, we calculate the masked PSNR (m.P) and LPIPS
(m.L) to evaluate the preservation quality of the original,
unedited content. For motion smoothness (MS), we uti-
lize VBench [11] to assess whether the motion in the edited
video is smooth and adheres to real-world physical laws.
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(f) Input video
b

(d) Reconstruction with (e) Reconstruction with       ,         and        (STDG) 
bf b

Figure 8. Ablation study on STDG. The reconstruction performance in (c) combines the results from (a) and (b), guided by the foreground
temporal guidance Gf

T and background temporal guidance Gb
T . The performance in (e) integrates (c) and (d), incorporating the background

appearance guidance Gb
K from (d). STDG effectively guides video reconstruction, constraining the DDIM sampling trajectory.

We also conducted a user study (US) to evaluate the realism
of the edited videos. Nine participants were asked to rank
all competing methods from best (rank 1) to worst (rank 5)
in terms of realism and editing effectiveness, and the mean
score was calculated. As shown in Table 1, our method out-
performs all other methods across all metrics, demonstrat-
ing superior quantitative editing performance.

4.2. Ablation study

Multi-frame Null Text Embedding. As illustrated
in Fig. 7, multi-frame null text embeddings are crucial for
editing videos with highly dynamic content (e.g., walking
people or a moving fox). The incorporation of multi-frame
null embeddings enhances the realism of the video and pre-
serves more original information than shared NT, leading to
significant improvements in reconstruction and editing.
Spatial-Temporal Decoupled Guidance. As shown
in Fig. 9 and Fig. 7, removing the STDG significantly de-
grades the performance of both reconstruction and video
editing. This degradation is evident from the severe color
flickering and unstable video quality observed. These find-
ings highlight the critical role of the STDG in ensuring ef-
fective video reconstruction and editing.

We investigate the influence of each component of
STDG in reconstructing the input video, as illustrated in
Fig. 8. Subfigures (a), (b), and (c) are guided by the fore-
ground temporal guidance Gf

T , background temporal guid-
ance Gb

T , and both respectively. When both temporal guid-
ance components are combined, the motion reconstruction
is significantly improved, as evidenced by the astronaut’s
hands and the lighting spots in the background. Fig. 8 (d)
is guided solely by the background appearance guidance
Gb
K, which enhances appearance information, particularly

the plants in the background. By incorporating all tempo-
ral and appearance guidance, STDG reconstructs the input
video effectively, capturing both motion and appearance, as
shown in Fig. 8 (e).

Input shared NTw/o STDG Ours

Figure 9. Ablation study on reconstruction performance. We
evaluate the reconstruction performance of our proposed guidance
methods by either removing STDG or using shared null-text (NT).
Our modules are crucial for effective video reconstruction.

Attention Control Modules. As illustrated in Fig. 7, we
individually remove the attention control modules to eval-
uate their effectiveness in the video editing process. The
results demonstrate the effectiveness of our approach in en-
hancing realism and fidelity. Our mutual attention strat-
egy improves editing harmony, seamlessly integrating the
edited content into the environment and context of the orig-
inal video, e.g., Iron Man’s armor reflecting purple light in
the surroundings in Fig. 7.

5. Conclusion
We propose VideoDirector, an approach enabling direct
video editing using Text-to-Video models. Our VideoDirec-
tor develops spatial-temporal decoupling guidance, multi-
frame null-text optimization, and an attention control strat-
egy to harness the powerful temporal generation capabil-
ity of the T2V model for precise editing. Experimental re-
sults demonstrate that our videoDirector significantly out-
performs previous methods and produces results with high
quality in terms of accuracy, fidelity, motion smoothness,
and realism.
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VideoDirector: Precise Video Editing via Text-to-Video Models

Supplementary Material

I. Preliminaries
Latent Diffusion Models (LDMs). In LDM [23], the for-
ward process generates a noisy image latent zt by combin-
ing the original image z0 with Gaussian noise ϵt:

zt =
√
αtz0 +

√
1− αtϵt, where ϵt ∼ N (0, I), (8)

where z0 is the image latent encoded by the VAE encoder
E(·). During training, given the noisy latent zt and condi-
tion c such as text, the diffusion model ϵθ is encouraged to
predict the noise ϵt at step t:
L(θ) = EE(x),ϵ∼N (0,I),t∼U(1,T )[∥ϵt − ϵθ(zt, c, t)∥22]. (9)

During inference, given a condition c, the model iteratively
samples zt−1 from zt using the diffusion model. Classifier-
free guidance (CFG) [9] are employed to guide the sampling
trajectory:

ϵ̂θ = ϵθ(zt, c, t) + ω[ϵθ(zt, c, t)− ϵθ(zt, ϕ, t)], (10)
where ω is guidance weight, and ϕ represents null-text or a
negative prompt.
DDIM Sampling and Inversion. DDIM [27] provides
a more efficient sampling strategy with only tens of steps.
Given the latent zt, the transition from zt to zt−1 is derived
using predicted noise ϵθ(zt):

zt−1 =
√
αt−1

(
zt −

√
1− αtϵθ(zt)√

αt

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

“predicted z0”

+
√

1− αt−1ϵθ(zt)︸ ︷︷ ︸
“direction pointing to zt”

.

(11)
Then, we can derive a transformation that expresses zt in
terms of zt−1, and shift (t) or (t − 1) to (t + 1) and (t).
This allows us to obtain the DDIM inversion:

zt+1 =
√
αt+1

(
zt −

√
1− αtϵθ(zt)√

αt

)
+

√
1− αt+1ϵθ(zt).

(12)
Since ϵθ(zt+1) cannot be obtained without zt+1, it is ap-
proximated by ϵθ(zt). This approximation limits the ability
to fully recover the original content when performing de-
noising solely from the noisy latents of DDIM inversion.
Diffusion Pivotal Inversion. As discussed above, the ap-
proximation during DDIM inversion introduces deviations,
causing the trajectory of denoising latents to deviate from
the ideal no-bias DDIM inversion. To address this, Mokady
et al. [20] introduced a step-wise null-text embedding ϕt

optimized after DDIM inversion:

L(ϕt) = ∥z∗t−1 − zt−1∥22, (13)

where zt and z∗t represent the latents from denoising and
DDIM inversion, respectively. This optimization refines the
denoising trajectory by compensating for DDIM inversion
biases, enhancing both reconstruction and editing quality.

II. Discussion about Null-text Optimization
Replacing the multi-frame strategy with a shared null-text
embedding is effective for objects with minimal deforma-
tion, such as the “driving car” shown in Fig. I. In these
cases, the STDG provides sufficient temporal and motion
guidance. However, relying solely on the STDG leads to
suboptimal reconstruction and editing results in videos with
dynamic objects that undergo significant deformation, as
illustrated in Fig. I. Multi-frame null-text optimization is
crucial for videos featuring such dynamic objects. While
the STDG offers global temporal and spatial guidance, the
null-text embedding refines detailed motion and appearance
information by building on the STDG and pivotal latent.

III. Discussion about SAM2 Mask
In our method, we employ SAM2 [22] to distinguish the
target objects for editing from the others. While the mask
generated by SAM2 is able to segment fine structures, these
rich details can make the editing process fragile and vulner-
able to disruptions caused by segmentation masks, as shown
in Fig. II. To mitigate this issue, we combine the SAM2
mask with an ellipse mask that is coarsely aligned with the
SAM2 mask during the pivotal inversion and editing pro-
cess. In this way, the combined mask enhances robustness
of our method to mask disruptions and improves the har-
mony between the edited and the remaining contents, as il-
lustrated in Fig. II.

IV. Pseudo Code and More Results
The pseudo-code for our method is provided in Algorithm I.
Descriptions of the variables used in the algorithm can be
found in Sec. 3. Stage 1 corresponds to Sec. 3.2, and Stage
2 corresponds to Sec. 3.3. Here, e∗t denotes the DDIM sam-
pling latents of the editing path in Stage 2.

More edited results are shown in Fig III to Fig IV, Fig V,
and Fig VI. along with our editing prompts. Additionally,
we provide an MP4 video in the supplementary material.

V. Limitation
The edited videos in this paper are limited to 16 frames due
to the high memory cost of the T2V model. In addition,
we simultaneously sample two separate latent paths during
editing. Our method consumes approximately 16GB more
GPU memory usage compared to Video-p2p [16]. In the
future, we will further focus on extending the method to
handle longer video sequences.

1



fox  lion astronaut    Iron Man car         Armored Humvee

Input videos

Reconstructed videos

Edited videos

Figure I. Shared Null-text optimization used for reconstruction and editing.

Input video

horse     zebraSam2 mask

Sam2 mask and Ellipse mask

Editing using Sam2 mask

Editing using Sam2 mask and Ellipse maskhorse     zebra

Figure II. Sam2 Mask combines the ellipse mask to enhance the editing robustness.

A black swan swimming in a river, green plants on the bank.

A white swan swimming in a river, green plants on the bank.

A blue swan swimming in a river, green plants on the bank.

Figure III. More results.
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A wolf is turning head with some trees in the background 

A cheetah is turning head with some trees in the background 

A husky is turning head with some trees in the background 

A lion is turning head with some trees in the background 

A fox is turning head with some trees blurred in the background against a soft blue sky.

A cat is turning head with some trees blurred in the background against a soft blue sky.

A cheetah is turning head with some trees blurred in the background against a soft blue sky.

A lion is turning head with some trees blurred in the background against a soft blue sky.

Figure IV. More results.
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A car is drifting on the track of a racing circuit.

A rhino is walking on the ground with stones besides, rocks and trees in the background

A red Tesla is drifting on the track of a racing circuit.

A silver Porsche is drifting on the track of a racing circuit.

A red Porsche is drifting on the track of a racing circuit.

A lion is walking on the ground with stones besides, rocks and trees in the background

A tiger is walking on the ground with stones besides, rocks and trees in the background

A hippopotamus is walking on the ground with stones besides, rocks and trees in the background

Figure V. More results.

4



A car driving through an intersection with some roads and buildings in the background.

Kid is playing football on a soccer field with many trees in the background.

An armored Humvee driving through an intersection with some roads and buildings in the background.

A LEGO car driving through an intersection with some roads and buildings in the background.

A Porsche Cayenne driving through an intersection with some roads and buildings in the background.

Messi is playing football on a soccer field with many trees in the background.

Cristiano Ronaldo is playing football on a soccer field with many trees in the background.

Kid is playing football on a Worldcup soccer stadium with spectators in the background.

Figure VI. More results.
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Algorithm I VideoDirector

Require: Input: video Vi ∈ RF×H×W , regularization term R: SAM2 masks M ∈ RF×H×W [22], original and editing
prompts: C and Ce, generation model G: T2V diffusion network ϵθ [6].

Ensure: Edited video Vo ∈ RF×H×W .
Stage 1: Video Pivotal Inversion

1: z∗ = E(Vi) ▷ Encoder E(·) convert the input video to latents.
2: for t = 0 to T do ▷ Iterate over T timesteps.

3: z∗
t+1 =

√
αt+1

(
z∗
t −

√
1− αtϵθ(z

∗
t )√

αt

)
+
√
1− αt+1ϵθ(z

∗
t ) ▷ DDIM inversion.

4: end for
5: for t = T to 0 do ▷ Iterate over T timesteps in reverse.
6: T+ = ϵ

(T )
θ (z∗

t , C, t), T− = ϵ
(T )
θ (zt, C, t) ▷ Extract temporal features.

7: K+ = ϵ
(K)
θ (z∗

t , C, t), K− = ϵ
(K)
θ (zt, C, t) ▷ Extract spatial features.

8: LT = Mf/b
T · MT · ∥(T+ − T−)∥22, Gf/b

T =
∂(LT )

∂zt
▷ Temporal Guidance.

9: LK = Mf/b
K · ∥(K+ −K−)∥22, Gf/b

K =
∂(LK)

∂zt
▷ Spatial Guidance.

10: Gt = ηf · Gf
T + ηb · Gb

T + ζf · Gf
K + ζb · Gb

K ▷ Total Guidance.

11: for iter = 0 to N do ▷ Iterative Null-text Optimize for N steps.
12: ϵ̂θ = ϵθ(zt, C, t) + ω[ϵθ(zt, C, t)− ϵθ(zt, {ϕt}, t)] ▷ CFG.

13: ϵθ = ϵ̂θ − (
√
1− αt)Gt ▷ STDG, the guidance is applied following the formula (14) from [4].

14: zt−1 =
√
αt−1

(
zt −

√
1− αtϵ̂θ√
αt

)
+ (

√
1− αt−1)ϵθ ▷ DDIM sampling.

15: L({ϕt}) = ∥z∗t−1 − zt−1∥22 ▷ Null-text Optimize.
16: end for
17: end for

Stage 2: Attention Control for Video Editing
18: for t = T to 0 do ▷ DDIM sampling.
19: for l = 0 to L do ▷ Pass through the U-Net of the T2V model.
20: Q

(l)
t = ϵ

(l)(Q)
θ (z∗t ), K

(l)
t = ϵ

(l)(K)
θ (z∗t ), V

(l)
t = ϵ

(l)(V )
θ (z∗t ) ▷ Extract Q, K, V of reconstruction path.

21: Q
∗(l)
t = ϵ

(l)(Q)
θ (e∗t ), K

∗(l)
t = ϵ

(l)(K)
θ (e∗t ), V

∗(l)
t = ϵ

(l)(V )
θ (e∗t ) ▷ Extract Q, K, V of editing path.

22: if SelfAttention then ▷ Self Attention Control.

23: Âttn =


W

(l)
t · V ∗(l)

t , if t < τs,

S

(
Q

∗(l)
t · K̂⊤

t√
d

⊗
[
1 | Mf

])
· V̂t, otherwise.

▷ Calculate attention features in SA-I and SA-II.

24: else if CrossAttention then ▷ Cross Attention Control.

25: M
C(l)
t =

{
C · [γ · (M∗(l)

t ) + (1− γ) · (M ′(l)
t )], if t < τc,

M
∗(l)
t , otherwise.

▷ Calculate Cross Attention Maps.

26: end if
27: Update edited latent ϵ(l)θ (e∗t ). ▷ This edited latent updating contains ϵ(l)θ (e∗t , C, t) and ϵ

(l)
θ (e∗t , {ϕt}, t).

28: end for
29: ϵ̂θ = ϵθ(e

∗
t , C, t) + ω[ϵθ(e

∗
t , C, t)− ϵθ(e

∗
t , {ϕt}, t)] ▷ CFG.

30: ϵθ = ϵ̂θ − (
√
1− αt)Gt ▷ STDG.

31: e∗t−1 =
√
αt−1

(
e∗t −

√
1− αtϵ̂θ√
αt

)
+ (

√
1− αt−1)ϵθ ▷ DDIM sampling using edited latent.

32: end for
33: return Vo = DE(e∗0). ▷ Decoder DE(·) convert edited latents into output video.
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