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Figure 1. EVLM facilitated editing across 2D, 3D, and 4D tasks. In each editing scenario, EVLM takes as input a reference image, video, text
instruction, or a combination of these modalities and generates precise editing instructions to modify the original content. For example, EVLM supported
with [3] changes object colors (e.g., “Turn the Pink Rose into Red”) in one of the above 2D editing results. Although another option could be changing the
glove color, EVLM naturally chooses to edit the rose color as there is no reference text to alter the gloves appearance. In 3D editing, EVLM applies stylistic
transformations, with a simple text as input: “Give Style”, and understand the emulation of Van Gogh’s portrait style is required on a monocular video of
a face, with a reference image and text. In 4D editing, EVLM performs texture and dynamic transformations, as shown in “Turn him into a Silver Statue”
and Turn him into a Makoto Shinkai hero,” where the input is a video. The examples in the third row highlight the model’s understanding of object addition.
With vague instructions like “Cover his eyes” and an image grid containing both glasses and a person, EVLM intuitively outputs the instruction “Give him
black shades”. These results demonstrate EVLM’s ability to interpret context, reference image, and textual cues across multiple editing dimensions.

Abstract language modeling. ~ While existing models can con-
textualize content, they often struggle to grasp the
underlying intent within a reference image or scene, lead-
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Figure 2. Reference image and prompt for the editing task: “An Ein-
stein Face!” The reference includes an image with a mustache and the
image-with-text "Green Jacket.” These were provided to GPT-4o0, along
with supporting prompts (details in supplementary), to guide the genera-
tion of accurate editing instructions. GPT-40 encountered challenges inte-
grating textual, visual, and OCR information to produce coherent instruc-
tions. Despite multiple attempts, DALL-E 3 guided by GPT-40 was unable
to generate the desired edited image that fully aligns with the reference
intent.

Language Model (EVLM), a system designed to inter-
pret such instructions in conjunction with reference visu-
als, producing precise and context-aware editing prompts.
Leveraging Chain-of-Thought (CoT) reasoning and KL-
Divergence Target Optimization (KTO) alignment tech-
nique, EVLM captures subjective editing preferences with-
out requiring binary labels. Fine-tuned on a dataset of
30,000 CoT examples, with rationale paths rated by human
evaluators, EVLM demonstrates substantial improvements
in alignment with human intentions. Experiments across
image, video, 3D, and 4D editing tasks show that EVLM
generates coherent, high-quality instructions, supporting a
scalable framework for complex vision-language applica-
tions.

1. Introduction

Recent strides in text-to-image (T2I) generation [20, 44,
46], driven by the advancements in diffusion models [19,
53], have yielded impressive results in generating high-
quality images that align closely with natural language de-
scriptions. This success has spurred a range of image edit-
ing techniques [3, 4, 22, 58, 59, 72, 74, 79] which leverage
diffusion models to offer diverse and powerful editing ca-
pabilities. Notably, instruction-based methods [3, 24, 38]
have gained significant attention, enabling users to modify
images intuitively with simple language inputs. However,
as editing tasks grow in complexity, can these methods han-
dle vague instructions effectively? How can they maintain
contextual integrity while capturing the user’s intended vi-
sual transformations?

Motivation.  Recent approaches [15, 75] have begun in-
tegrating Large Language Models (LLMs) with diffusion

models to automatically refine textual instructions. While
promising, these methods often struggle to capture the nu-
anced visual concepts intended by the user as illustrated in
Figure 2, where GPT-40 faces challenges in simultaneously
integrating textual, visual, and OCR information to gen-
erate coherent editing instructions and effectively perform
editing tasks. To address this limitation, we introduce the
Editing Vision-Language Model (EVLM), specifically de-
signed to interpret unclear textual cues while flexibly han-
dling any reference modality—whether images, videos, or
textual hints—alongside the original content. EVLM is
uniquely capable of handling diverse reference modalities
and can seamlessly leverage information from other modal-
ities when one—such as textual or visual cues—is ambigu-
ous. Furthermore, EVLM autonomously identifies and dis-
tinguishes between reference and original images, generat-
ing optimized editing instructions based on imprecise in-
puts. These refined instructions can then be fed into text-
conditioned diffusion models like IP2P [3], enabling more
accurate and context-aware image edits.

A unique aspect of EVLM is its ability to deduce rela-
tionships between the reference and original images. This
requires substantial reasoning capabilities, especially in
complex visual contexts. Yet, existing Vision-Language
Models (VLMs) often rely on datasets with brief responses
and limited rationales, impeding their capacity for deep rea-
soning [33, 60, 71]. Moreover, no current VLM has been
tailored explicitly for editing tasks, raising a fundamental
question: How can VLMs be adapted to support reasoning-
driven, context-sensitive editing tasks?
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<Generates thinking chain>
Turn the person into a person in a blue suit, standing next to
a sunflower in a field.

Figure 3. Directly providing the reference and original images to Llama-
3.2-90B-Vision-Instruct [11] does not yield the intended editing prompt.
For instance, the model fails to recognize that a style transfer is required in
this scenario, even when few-shot examples and Chain-of-Thought (CoT)
reasoning are included in the prompt.

To address this, we introduce an alignment technique
that incorporates Chain-of-Thought (CoT) with reflection



reasoning specifically designed for visual editing tasks. Us-

ing Llama-3.2-90B-Vision-Instruct[ | 1] as a baseline model

(see Figure3 ), we observe that even with few-shot prompt

engineering, existing models struggle to interpret the rela-

tionship between reference and original images accurately.

EVLM bridges this gap with advanced reasoning and intent-

understanding capabilities, achieved through fine-tuning on

a curated dataset of 30,000 Chain-of-Thought examples,

meticulously generated with GPT-40 and validated by hu-

man feedback.

Furthermore, EVLM’s reasoning capabilities are
enhanced through KL-Divergence Target Optimization
(KTO), where rationale paths generated by GPT-40 are
aligned to match the quality of desired responses as
rated by human evaluators. Given the inherent subjec-
tivity of the editing task, we assume there are no strictly
wrong instructions or reasoning paths; instead, certain
instructions are simply more desired. This perspective
led us to model our training using the KTO algorithm,
making us the first to investigate KTO’s effectiveness
in vision-language modeling. By aligning EVLM with
the stylistic expectations of human raters without binary
preference signals, this KTO-aligned variant, EVLM-KTO,
demonstrates significant improvements in generating
coherent, context-aware instructions across diverse visual
editing tasks. The reasoning-with-reflection framework
not only elevates EVLM’s performance but also opens
new pathways for leveraging KTO in vision-language
processing applications. Our key contributions in this work
are as follows:

* A specialized Vision-Language Model that interprets am-
biguous instructions using reference visuals to generate
optimized prompts for diffusion models, supporting nu-
anced, context-aware editing.

* A high-quality Chain-of-Thought dataset with 30,000 ex-
amples generated by GPT-40 and refined by human raters,
enhancing EVLM’s reasoning and instruction generation.

* We employ KL-Divergence Target Optimization to align
EVLM’s outputs with desired rationales, addressing sub-
jectivity in editing tasks without binary preference sig-
nals.

» Extensive evaluations on image, video, 3D, and 4D edit-
ing tasks show EVLM’s versatility. Its reasoning-with-
reflection framework extends to broader vision-language
applications (see Fig. 1).

2. Related Work

2.1. Reflection in Language Models

In recent studies, reflection in language models has been
largely centered on enabling models to assess and ad-
just their own responses at the inference stage (i.e., self-
reflection). This area of research can be categorized by

the type of feedback utilized. Some approaches have pro-
vided models with external feedback mechanisms, such as
through code execution results or expert critique [5, 51].
Other studies encourage models to rely solely on their in-
ternal knowledge for response adjustments [30, 34], though
opinions differ on the reliability of this approach [21]. For
certain tasks, like math word problems, models can employ
reverse verification, where the answer is re-applied to verify
the initial question, supporting answer accuracy [63, 66].

2.2. Alignment and Reasoning in Vision LLMs

Research into vision-language models (VLMs) has ex-
plored their reasoning abilities across a variety of areas, in-
cluding mathematical problem-solving [33, 60], higher ed-
ucation topics [71], and scientific queries [32]. Some stud-
ies, such as [14, 73], specifically train VLMs to produce
sequential solutions for mathematical or chart-based tasks,
while others, like [49], focus on developing VLMs capa-
ble of chain-of-thought (CoT) reasoning for object localiza-
tion. Enhancing VLM alignment with large language mod-
els (LLMs) has been approached using preference-based
optimization methods, such as Direct Preference Optimiza-
tion (DPO) [9, 40, 54, 70], and Proximal Policy Optimiza-
tion (PPO) [54], which aim to boost factual accuracy while
reducing hallucination in model outputs. To strengthen rea-
soning in LLMs, iterative DPO techniques have been ap-
plied to improve mathematical CoT reasoning, supporting
consistent accuracy and coherence across complex reason-
ing tasks [41, 48, 55]. KL-Divergence Target Optimization
(KTO) [12] in large language models (LLMs) is another
alignment technique that optimizes the model’s outputs to
closely match a reference distribution, typically reflecting
desired qualities or styles. Instead of relying on explicit pos-
itive and negative feedback pairs, KTO uses KL-divergence
to minimize the distance between the model’s generated
outputs and a target model’s distribution. This approach is
particularly useful for aligning the model with nuanced hu-
man preferences in subjective tasks, as it adjusts the model’s
behavior to mirror a reference standard without strict binary
rewards, resulting in outputs that are contextually coherent
and stylistically consistent.

Diffusion-Based Editing. Diffusion-based generative
models have shown notable success in text-guided image
editing [3, 6, 18, 37, 43, 47, 56]. Adapting these models to
video editing, however, presents challenges in managing
visual attributes while preserving temporal coherence. Ap-
proaches like Tune-A-Video [65], Make-A-Video [52], and
MagicVideo [76] address this by extending Text-to-Image
(T2I) models into Text-to-Video (T2V) frameworks using
spatio-temporal attention or self-attention mechanisms.
Techniques inspired by Prompt-to-Prompt [18] and Plug-
and-Play [56] further adapt T2I models for localized video
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Figure 4. Illustration of the data preparation pipeline. On the left, the input setup includes a reference image and an original image, prompting GPT-40
to generate a structured Chain-of-Thought (CoT) rationale. This rationale proceeds through stages of initial thinking, intermediate output generation, and
reflective refinement, ultimately producing a final output. Only the thinking, reflection, and final output are parsed to construct the training data. On the
right, human annotators assess the rationale, marking it as “Desired” if it aligns with the intended transformation, providing target labels for KTO training.
This pipeline enables EVLM to internalize nuanced reasoning paths, enhancing context-aware visual editing precision.

editing [65]. Recent work also explores T2I models as 2D
priors to modify 3D scenes, as in Instruct 3D-to-3D [23]
and Instruct-NeRF2NeRF (IN2N) [16], which employ
IP2P [3] for instruction-based editing of NeRFs. ViCA-
NeRF [10] extends IN2N by using depth information to
propagate edits across views, and DreamEditor [78] applies
SDS loss to optimize mesh-based neural fields for precise
text-driven editing. Control4D [50] introduces a continuous
4D space, learning a 4D GAN from ControlNet [72] to
tackle supervision inconsistencies in 4D portrait editing.

3. Approach

EVLM is designed to autonomously generate editing in-
structions and identify target objects for modification in im-
ages or videos based on multimodal inputs. The model
takes in a reference input (which could be an image, video,
text, or any combination of these modalities) and an orig-
inal visual input (image or video) and outputs a precise
set of editing instructions along with the label of the ob-
ject requiring modification. Our pipeline includes three
main stages: (A) Data Preparation 3.1, (B) Supervised Fine-
Tuning (SFT) with reflection 3.2, (C) Subjective Instruc-
tion Alignment using KL-Divergence Target Optimization
(KTO) 3.3.

3.1. Data Preparation

To prepare EVLM for nuanced, subjective editing tasks, we
curated a dataset comprising nearly 30,000 training samples
with diverse input combinations. The dataset includes a va-
riety of input formats, from individual reference images to
grids combining multiple reference images or frames, en-
suring EVLM encounters a range of visual and textual cues

for generating context-aware editing prompts. Each sample
includes a reference (image, text, or video) and an origi-
nal input (image or video), allowing EVLM to learn from
a wide range of multimodal editing contexts (details are in
supplementary).

Each data sample is augmented with a rationale gen-
erated by GPT-4o0, specifically using reflective reason-
ing. We prompt GPT-40 to first generate a detailed ra-
tionale—essentially a reflective explanation of its reason-
ing—followed by the editing instruction itself. This ratio-
nale serves to provide an underlying reasoning path that
human evaluators can review, rating each as “desired” or
“not desired” based on how well it aligns with subjective
preferences for the editing task. This reflective approach
to rationale generation allows modelling subtle variations
in instruction quality during SFT, without requiring explicit
positive-negative pairs.

With the dataset prepared, including rationales that cap-
ture nuanced reasoning, the next step is to perform Super-
vised Fine-Tuning (SFT) on EVLM, training it to incorpo-
rate these reflective reasoning paths to improve coherence
and alignment in instruction generation.

3.2. Supervised Fine-Tuning (SFT) with Reflection

Supervised Fine-Tuning (SFT) with Reflection in EVLM
focuses on refining the model’s capability to generate
thoughtful, step-by-step responses for Chain-of-Thought
(CoT) prediction tasks. We perform SFT by prompting the
model to “Generate a reason first and then output an edit-
ing prompt,” encouraging the model to articulate its ratio-
nale before providing the editing instruction. This prompt
structure guides EVLM to produce reasoning first, followed



by the editing instruction itself, with identity tags clearly
separating each component. As shown in Fig. 4, this struc-
tured approach improves interpretability and facilitates ac-
curate extraction during evaluation by systematically sepa-
rating the rationale from the final output.

Reflective Reasoning Framework. To enhance training
data for image transformations, we introduce a multi-step
reflective reasoning framework comprising initial reason-
ing, intermediate output generation, and reflective refine-
ment. Each stage progressively aligns the transformation
instruction with the desired outcome, as shown in Fig. 4.

* Initial Reasoning: At this stage, the model assesses the
primary elements in the original and reference images,
forming a preliminary transformation goal. This gener-
ates an initial output, reflecting the model’s understand-
ing of key elements in the original image that need adap-
tation.

¢ Intermediate Output Generation: Based on the initial
reasoning, an intermediate instruction is produced to de-
fine the initial transformation approach. This phase en-
ables the model to articulate its preliminary solution and
serves as a foundational step for further refinement.

* Reflective Refinement: The model reflects on the inter-
mediate output, considering whether it fully aligns with
the intended transformation style or context of the refer-
ence image. This reflective adjustment leads to a refined
instruction that more accurately captures the desired out-
come. The final training data is constructed by parsing
only the reflective thinking and the final refined instruc-
tion, ensuring alignment with the reference style.

This framework supports the model in internalizing and
generalizing transformation principles through iterative rea-
soning, enhancing adaptability and precision in diverse edit-
ing scenarios.

3.3. KL-Divergence Target Optimization (KTO) for
Subjective Alignment

To enhance the quality of reasoning chains, we intro-
duce an adaptation of KL-Divergence Target Optimiza-
tion (KTO) tailored for subjective alignment in visual lan-
guage modeling tasks. This KTO-based approach aims
to optimize EVLM’s response generation to align with a
human-preferred reference distribution, p.¢, which encap-
sulates stylistic and contextual preferences. The objective
of KTO is to minimize the divergence between EVLM’s
output distribution, pg, and prf, ensuring alignment with
human evaluators’ preferences. Given the subjective nature
of editing tasks, KTO focuses on minimizing misalignment
rather than enforcing strict correctness, by leveraging desir-
able outputs rated by human evaluators.

Formally, we define the dataset for KTO as Skro =
{(V, u, Yprer) }, Where V represents the visual context, u is
the input instruction, and ¥y is the preferred response as

rated by human evaluators. The KTO objective can be ex-
pressed as:

L1 (P63 Pret) = B uper) ~Sicro (W (86 (s Ypret) — 10)] 5
ey
_ P (Ypret|u,V) H
where s4(u, Yprer) = log W represents the relative
reward between the model’s output and the reference, and
1o denotes the baseline divergence, calculated as:

1o = KL (ps(y" | w, V)| pret (v’ | w, V). @)

This baseline divergence serves as a control term, mit-
igating excessive deviations from human-preferred outputs
to maintain a desired stylistic and contextual alignment.

Modified Value Function. To capture human sensitivity
in alignment, we utilize a modified value function w(-) in-
spired by the Kahneman-Tversky prospect theory [12]. The
function is defined as:

w (347(“; ypref) - "70) =Qx-0 (’V : (S¢(u, ypref> - 770)) , (3)

where o is a logistic function that introduces diminishing
returns as alignment improves. Here, « is a scaling factor
for alignment with preferred responses, while v modulates
the rate of conservativeness in output generation.

Reference Divergence Approximation. Since comput-
ing the exact divergence 1)y across all outputs is computa-
tionally expensive, we approximate 7y by sampling from a
batch of size n, creating pairs (u;,y;) where y; is selected
from the batch but ¢ # j. This approximation is given by:

4)
pref(yj | U, Vz)

1
o = 0, — g 1
fo = max ,n#j og

This approximation anchors the model within a human-
centered subjective framework, ensuring contextual adapt-
ability.

Dynamic Handling of Preferred and Non-Preferred Re-
sponses To enhance alignment across varying response
preferences, we extend KTO to handle both preferred and
non-preferred responses by introducing separate scaling pa-
rameters, ap and «ay, for preferred and non-preferred re-
sponses, respectively. This allows the model to priori-
tize alignment with preferred responses and penalize non-
preferred ones, particularly useful in minimizing critical er-
rors in sensitive applications.

The combined KTO objective for both response types is
formulated as:

Lkto(pgs pret) = Euy~s [0y — w(u, y)], &)

where w(u, y) is defined as:

’LU(’U, y) _ O‘PU('}/(S¢(uay) - 770)) ify e Ypref
7 OZNU(’Y(HO - qu(uv y))) 1fy € Ynon-pref
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Figure 5. Image Editing Results Using Reference Images or Text Prompts. The first row demonstrates EVLM’s ability to refine
vague textual prompts into precise editing instructions. For example, given the reference text ”Army Camouflage Bag,” EVLM generates a
refined prompt such as ”Turn his bag into an Army bag”, which is used by the T2I [3] model. Additionally, EVLM identifies the object label
”bag” to serve as input for Grounded-SAM to create a mask. The results, compared with the baseline text-based editing diffusion model
IP2P, show improved control over the editing process. In the second row, we compare EVLM with an image-based editing framework,
CSGO [67]. EVLM effectively interprets reference images, such as identifying a ’Paint Brush,” to guide transformations. It provides the
T2I [3] model with accurate editing instructions and masks, highlighting its ability to deliver precise guidance and achieve superior visual

editing outcomes.

This formulation ensures an emphasis on preferred out-
puts, while penalizing non-preferred responses, thereby im-
proving EVLM’s alignment with human judgments.

4. Experiments

Model Architecture. Our model is based on the Qwen2-
VL-7B [61] architecture, which combines a 675M parame-
ter Vision Encoder and a 7.6B parameter Language Model
(LLM) to enhance multimodal capabilities. A key feature is
Naive Dynamic Resolution, enabling the model to handle
images of varying resolutions by dynamically converting
them into flexible visual tokens [8]. This is achieved by re-
moving absolute position embeddings in the Vision Trans-
former (ViT) and incorporating 2D-RoPE, which captures
two-dimensional positional information. Another enhance-
ment, Multimodal Rotary Position Embedding (M-RoPE),
enables efficient positional encoding across text, images,
and video by decomposing rotary embeddings into tempo-

Table 1. Accuracy Comparison of EVLM with Baseline Models
Using Large LLM Evaluators on MME benchmark.

Gemini Pro LLAMA

Model GPT-40 Claude-3.5  Average

1.5 405B Sonnet Accuracy
mPLUG-Owl [68] 44.8 45.1 433 42.7 43.9
mPLUG-OwI2 [69] 50.2 51.6 51.3 49.5 50.7
LLAVA [31] 48.3 46.8 47.2 459 47.1
MiniGPT-4 [77] 43.7 44.1 42.5 453 439
CogVLM [62] 41.4 422 40.7 39.6 41.0
InstructBLIP [7] 47.6 46.9 48.4 47.2 47.5
Qwen-VL [2] 49.3 50.4 48.6 47.8 49.1
LLAMA-3.2-11B [11] 55.5 57.2 56.3 54.8 55.9
LLAMA-3.2-90B [11] 64.7 63.5 66.1 64.3 64.8
EVLM-KTO 95.4 94.8 96.2 95.1 95.4

Table 2. Comparison of LLAMA-11B, Qwen2-7B, LLAVA 1.6
(Vicuna 7B), and EVLM on Common Benchmarks.

LLAMA- Qwen2- LLAVA1.6 EVLM

Benchmark 11B 7B (Vicuna7B) (KTO)
MMMU (val, CoT) [71] 50.7 54.1 35.8 53.0
MMMU-Pro, Vision (test) [71] 33.0 43.5 - 43.8
MathVista (testmini) [33] 51.5 58.2 34.6 59.1
ChartQA (test, CoT) [35] 834 83.0 - 82.8
AI2 Diagram (test) [25] 91.1 83.0 - 83.0
DocVQA (test) [36] 88.4 94.5 - 93.1
VQAV2 (test) [36] 75.2 - 81.8 77.4

ral, height, and width components [61]. This approach al-
lows precise positional modeling across modalities.

Evaluations. The evaluation of EVLM’s performance on
our MME benchmark uses a binary classification approach
to determine if the generated editing instructions align with
the ground truth. Large language models, including Gemini
Pro 1.5, LLAMA 405B [11], GPT-40 [1], and Claude-3.5
Sonnet, assess whether EVLM’s output conveys the same
meaning as the ground truth by responding "YES” or "NO.”
As shown in Table 1, accuracy is calculated as the per-
centage of "YES” responses across 3,000 samples from our
MME benchmark dataset. This measure highlights EVLM’s
ability to produce precise, contextually aligned instructions,
outperforming baseline models.

Table 2 highlights EVLM’s strong performance across
a variety of benchmarks, consistently achieving top results
even compared to larger models like LLAMA-11B. No-
tably, EVLM reaches 59.1 on MathVista, outperforming
all other models, and achieves the highest score of 43.8
on MMMU-Pro Vision, underscoring its superior visual
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Figure 6. Text-based Editing for Video, 3D, and 4D. Examples of editing results generated by EVLM guided T2I [3] diffusion model
across video, 3D, and 4D tasks. For video editing, EVLM guided editing is compared with Any-V2V [28] and Tune-a-Video [65], where it
demonstrates improved style consistency, as seen in the “Bronze” and “Van Gogh Style Jacket” examples. In the 3D editing task, EVLM is
compared with IN2N and IG2G for prompt-based edits like “Black trousers” and “Bronze shirt,” showing superior control and alignment.
In the 4D editing task, EVLM applies transformations like “Van Gogh’s Self Portrait” and “Bronze Statue” with high consistency across
frames, surpassing baseline methods such as Instruct 4D-to-4D. In these examples, EVLM serves as a prompt refinement tool, identifying
the object to be edited and providing labels to Grounded-SAM, which then guides [3] to achieve the desired visual edits.

reasoning and comprehension abilities. While it performs
slightly lower than LLAMA-11B on ChartQA and AI2 Di-
agram, EVLM remains highly competitive, and it performs
best on DocVQA (93.1) among models of similar or smaller
size, demonstrating its effectiveness in document compre-
hension. These results emphasize EVLM’s efficient gener-
alization, proving that its KTO-based fine-tuning with our
MME benchmark enables it to excel in real-world tasks
without needing increased model parameters.

4.1. Additional Evaluations

As discussed, EVLM is designed specifically to generate
precise editing instructions. It serves as a plug-and-play
model capable of processing any input modality to produce
refined textual guidance for Diffusion models in editing
tasks. Next, we demonstrate that integrating EVLM with
IP2P [3] yields high-quality results in cross-dimensional vi-
sual editing tasks.

Image and Video Editing. For image editing, we utilize
EVLM to refine the editing prompt and pinpoint the object
to be modified. Grounded-SAM [45] generates the mask,
after which the image editing is executed. As shown in Fig-
ure 5, we compare our approach with CSGO [67], which

uses an image as a reference, and IP2P [3], which relies
on a text reference. Our EVLM+IP2P framework demon-
strates superior control and understanding, effectively in-
tegrating both textual and visual cues. We further extend
our EVLM+IP2P pipeline for video editing by following the
Tune-A-Video recipe [65], an report results in Figure 6. We
compare our results with Any-V2V [28] and TAV [65] using
textual prompts, where our approach demonstrates superior
control and consistency.

3D Editing & 4D Editing. We conduct 3D editing
evaluations, comparing our approach with the baselines
IN2N [17] and IG2G [57] methods, using the IN2N [17]
and 3DEgo [27] datasets. For 3D scene reconstruction, we
employ the 3D Gaussian Splatting technique [26]. Fur-
ther, we perform evaluations on dynamic scene editing
task using 4D scenes captured by single hand-held cameras
and multi-camera arrays, including: (I) Monocular scenes
from the DyCheck [13] and HyperNeRF [42] datasets,
which feature simple, object-centric scenes with a mov-
ing camera; and (II) Multi-camera scenes from the DyN-
eRF/N3DV [29] datasets, which capture indoor scenes in-
volving face-forward perspectives and human motion. The
framework in [64] serves as the backbone for 4D scene re-
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Figure 7. Image as a reference. Examples of 3D and 4D editing results generated using EVLM, where the model outputs context-aware
editing instructions based on a reference image and an original video. EVLM autonomously interprets the editing rationale; for instance,
in the first example, it identifies the brown dustbin as a shared element between the original and reference images and generates an optimal
editing instruction: “Give the car pink color and make recycle bins brown” to achieve require editing with IP2P diffusion module.

construction, while the iterative dataset updating process
follows the approach outlined in [39]. Our 3D and 4D qual-
itative results are presented in Figures 6 and 7, demonstrat-
ing that EVLM-guided editing surpasses other baselines in
achieving controlled and consistent editing.

Table 3. Ablations. Effect of Alpha Ratio (ap/cy) and Gamma () on
Accuracy (MME Benchmark)

Azgl;a/gzt)lo Accuracy (%) Gamr?;l)Value Accuracy (%)
0.5 93.5 0.05 93.0
0.75 94.2 0.10 93.8
1.0 954 0.20 954
1.5 94.8 0.30 94.5
2.0 94.0 0.50 94.0

Ablations on ap/ay Ratio and v (Gamma). This abla-
tion study examines the impact of the ap/ay ratio and v
on EVLM’s accuracy. We find that setting aop /ey to 1.0
achieves optimal accuracy, indicating that balanced weight-
ing between desirable and undesirable outputs aligns best
with human preferences. Deviations from this balance re-
sult in reduced accuracy, likely due to over- or under-
penalization. For ~, moderate values (around 0.2 to 0.3)
yield the highest accuracy, as they provide a balanced con-
servativeness in model responses.

Ablations on Training and Prompting Techniques for
EVLM Optimization. Ablations performed in Figure 8
highlight that aligning model with direct responses (EVLM-
Direct) does not result in strong performance, even when
CoT prompting is employed during inference. While CoT
prompting generally improves accuracy compared to Di-
rect Prompting, the superior performance of EVLM-KTO
demonstrates the importance of refined and reflective align-
ment techniques for achieving optimal results.

96
Direct Prompting 95.4
= CoT Prompting

©
N

©
S

Accuracy (%)

®
&

86

EVLM-Direct+SFT EVLM-Direct EVLM-SFT EVLM-KTO
Methods

Figure 8. Ablation study results for EVLM training methods with dif-
ferent prompting types. CoT Prompting consistently outperforms Direct
Prompting, with EVLM-KTO yielding the best accuracy overall.

5. Conclusion

We present EVLM, a Vision-Language Model tailored for
visual editing, designed to resolve ambiguities in text-
based instructions by leveraging reference visuals. By
integrating Chain-of-Thought (CoT) reasoning and KL-
Divergence Target Optimization (KTO), EVLM aligns
with human-preferred styles, managing subjectivity with-
out strict positive-negative pairs. Fine-tuned on a curated
dataset of 30,000 CoT examples, EVLM excels in gener-
ating context-aware, optimized editing prompts across im-
age, video, 3D, and 4D scenarios. Our experiments confirm
EVLM’s superiority in adaptability and accuracy over base-
lines, demonstrating its robustness in diverse editing tasks.
This framework opens doors for reasoning-driven applica-
tions in areas like augmented reality and interactive media,
with future work focusing on expanding CoT and refining
KTO alignment for enhanced performance in complex sce-
narios.
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