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Abstract

Text-conditional image editing is a practical AIGC task
that has recently emerged with great commercial and aca-
demic value. For real image editing, most diffusion model-
based methods use DDIM Inversion as the first stage before
editing. However, DDIM Inversion often results in recon-
struction failure, leading to unsatisfactory performance for
downstream editing. To address this problem, we first an-
alyze why the reconstruction via DDIM Inversion fails. We
then propose a new inversion and sampling method named
Dual-Schedule Inversion. We also design a classifier to
adaptively combine Dual-Schedule Inversion with differ-
ent editing methods for user-friendly image editing. Our
work can achieve superior reconstruction and editing per-
formance with the following advantages: 1) It can recon-
struct real images perfectly without fine-tuning, and its re-
versibility is guaranteed mathematically. 2) The edited ob-
ject/scene conforms to the semantics of the text prompt. 3)
The unedited parts of the object/scene retain the original
identity.

1. Introduction

The recent advancement of diffusion models [12, 13, 41,
44, 45, 49, 51, 56] has led to significant progress in text-to-
image generation, and enabled a wide range of applications
in AI art, film production [19, 34], and advertisement de-
sign. However, merely generating an image is often not
enough. We may also want to edit an existing image us-
ing a text prompt. This task is known as text-conditional
image editing [1, 8, 16–18, 21, 24, 32, 33, 39, 40, 50], which
can be accomplished using pre-trained text-to-image diffu-
sion models [3, 10, 41, 43, 52]. Due to its strong practical
usage, this task has become popular and holds significant
commercial value.

† Corresponding author. ∗ Equal contribution.

Figure 1. Examples of reconstruction by different inversion meth-
ods with guidance scale 4. While Null-Text Inversion requires
fine-tuning, the other three methods do not. Dual-Schedule In-
version achieves excellent performance without fine-tuning.

Editing a synthetic image generated by a diffusion model
is easier than editing a real image because the initial noisy
latent zT ∼ N (0, I) and the sampling trajectory of this
synthetic image are known [38]. For editing a real im-
age via a diffusion model, there are mainly two types of
methods, inversion-based and network-tuning-based. In the
inversion-based methods [3,10,37,38], the first step is usu-
ally to find its initial noisy latent zT , which is called inver-
sion, and then the second step is to edit it with some strategy
during the sampling (generation) procedure. The network-
tuning-based approaches [28,29,46,54,55] rely on training
or fine-tuning the network for capturing the characteristics
of the object/scene in a few images.

Many inversion-based editing methods [3,10,37,38] uti-
lize DDIM Inversion [49] for real image reconstruction.
DDIM Inversion can obtain an initial noisy latent zT from
a real image Is by inverting the sampling process, and then
use this zT as the starting point for sampling to obtain a
reconstructed image Îs. With DDIM Inversion, these meth-
ods [3, 10, 37, 38] first invert the real image into zT , and
then generate different contents by modifying the trajec-
tory of zt, t ∈ {T, T − 1, ..., 1}, during sampling. How-
ever, DDIM Inversion often fails to reconstruct the origi-
nal real image [10, 37, 38] as shown in Fig. 1. Reconstruc-
tion failure makes it difficult to maintain the object/scene
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consistency between the edited result and the original im-
age. Several approaches are proposed to address this DDIM
Inversion problem. The tuning-based method Null-Text
Inversion [38] fine-tunes the unconditional embedding to
align the sampling trajectory and the inversion trajectory
as closely as possible. However, it requires the extra
fine-tuning procedure. The tuning-free methods Negative-
Prompt Inversion [37] and ProxEdit [9] argue that the fine-
tuning in Null-Text Inversion is unnecessary, but their re-
construction and editing performances are not as good as
that of Null-Text Inversion [9, 37].

Our work focuses on tuning-free inversion for real im-
age editing without fine-tuning the network or training on a
dataset. We first analyze why DDIM Inversion’s reconstruc-
tion fails mathematically, and then based on this analysis,
we propose a tuning-free solution called Dual-Schedule In-
version with inversion and sampling stages. The fundamen-
tal difference from DDIM Inversion is that Dual-Schedule
Inversion uses two schedules in both stages. We prove
that using these two schedules guarantees that the inver-
sion and sampling are perfectly reversible. Moreover, rec-
ognizing that different algorithms excel at different editing
tasks [20, 23] (for instance, P2P [10] is good at object re-
placement and MasaCtrl [3] is good at action change), we
develop a task classifier that seamlessly integrates our inver-
sion approach with existing algorithms across five widely-
used editing tasks. This integration aims to deliver a user-
friendly experience by automatically selecting the most ap-
propriate editing algorithm, thus enhancing editing accu-
racy and contextual preservation efficiently without neces-
sitating manual algorithm selection. Our main contributions
are summarized as follows.

• We mathematically analyze the reconstruction failure
problem in DDIM Inversion and present the reversibil-
ity requirement.

• We propose Dual-Schedule inversion and sampling
formulas to ensure the faithful reconstruction of real
images, and show how to combine them with other
editing methods.

• For user-friendly editing, we design a classifier to
adaptively combine Dual-Schedule Inversion with dif-
ferent editing methods.

• Comprehensive experiments show that Dual-Schedule
Inversion achieves superior reconstruction and editing
performance incorporated with other editing methods.

2. Related Work
2.1. Text-to-Image Generation and Editing

With the rapid development of diffusion models, text-
conditional image generation has experienced an unprece-
dented explosion [22, 44, 45, 47, 51, 56, 58]. Diffusion mod-
els are a kind of generative models based on nonequilibrium

thermodynamics [48], which add Gaussian noise associated
with a time step to data samples (e.g., images), and train a
noise estimation network to predict the noise ϵ ∼ N (0, I)
at different time steps. At the sampling stage after training,
the noise estimation network is used to gradually predict
and remove the noise until a clean image is finally gener-
ated.

Diffusion models for text-conditional image generation
align the feature of a textual prompt with image content by
a pretrained visual language model, such as CLIP [31]. The
introduction of textual prompts provides diffusion models
with superior and diverse generative capabilities, such as
DALL·E 3 [26], LDM [45], VQ-Diffusion [7], DALL·E
2 [44] and GLIDE [41]. On the basis of image generation,
some text-conditional editing methods such as DiffEdit [5],
P2P [10], InstructPix2Pix [2], PnP [52], and MasaCtrl [3]
modify the sampling trajectory of an image for its editing.
Besides, many subject-driven image generation methods
such as Textual Inversion [6], DreamBooth [46], Custom
Diffusion [29], ELITE [54], and FasterComposer [55] can
generate different new images of the same subject accord-
ing to the given subject images, which can also be treated
as image editing methods.

2.2. Diffusion Model Inversion

Diffusion inversion is to reverse the sampling pro-
cess, which sequentially corrupts a sample with predicted
noises [49]. For real image editing, existing methods mostly
utilize DDIM Inversion [49], which is designed to obtain a
deterministic noisy latent zT from a real image z0, and then
uses this zT as the starting point of the sampling process to
modify the trajectory such that a new image is obtained.

However, as mentioned in Sec. 1, reconstruction fail-
ure is common in DDIM Inversion, which causes the iden-
tity of the unedited parts not to be maintained. In order
to solve this problem, some methods [6, 38, 46] choose to
fine-tune certain parameters. For instance, Null-Text In-
version [38] aligns inversion and sampling trajectories by
fine-tuning the unconditional embedding. Negative-Prompt
Inversion [37] and ProxEdit [9] argue that the fine-tuning
in Null-Text Inversion [38] is unnecessary and present their
tuning-free methods for reconstruction. However, the per-
formances of Negative-Prompt Inversion and ProxEdit are
not as good as Null-Text Inversion [9, 37]. Besides, these
methods [9, 37, 38] occupy the negative prompt [14] posi-
tion for reconstruction, making negative prompts unusable.

Some recent works propose to modify the inversion and
sampling formula. For instance, EDICT [53] uses affine
coupling layers as its inversion and sampling steps. How-
ever, [53] introduces substantial modifications to the sam-
pling formula, which may complicate its integration with
other image editing techniques. DDPM Inversion [25] in-
troduces a DDPM latent noise space for more diversity.



Our Dual-Schedule Inversion, on the other hand, empha-
sizes achieving high-quality image reconstruction by mak-
ing slight modifications to DDIM inversion and sampling.
Thus, editing methods designed for DDIM can also be inte-
grated with our inversion. Moreover, our method’s compat-
ibility with various editing techniques makes it adaptable to
different editing tasks.

In Table S8 of our supplementary material, we sum-
marize recent inversion and editing methods. Our Dual-
Schedule Inversion is training- and tuning-free, does not
occupy the negative prompt position, and is mathematically
reversible.

3. Background
Diffusion Model Training. The training of a diffusion
model starts with a clean sample z0, and a diffusion pro-
cess is carried out by adding Gaussian noise to z0 as
q(zt|z0) = N (

√
αtz0, (1− αt)I), where αt is a predefined

diffusion schedule, t ∈ {1, 2, ..., T} is the time-step, zt is
the noisy latent, and zT ∼ N (0, I). In DDPM [12], the
common setting of T is 1000. The optimization of the dif-
fusion model is simplified to train a network ϵθ(zt, t) that
predicts the Gaussian noise ϵ ∼ N (0, I) with this loss:
Lsimple = Ez0,t,ϵ

[
||ϵ− ϵθ(zt, t)||2

]
.

DDIM Sampling and Inversion. Given a real image z0,
common editing methods [3, 35, 38] first invert this z0 to a
zT by some inversion scheme. Then, they start the sam-
pling process from this zT and use their editing strategies to
generate an edited result z̃0. Ideally, direct sampling from
this zT without any editing should reconstruct a z̃0 that is
as close to z0 as possible. If this z̃0 is very different from
z0, called reconstruction failure, the corresponding edited
image cannot retain the identity of the unedited parts in z0.
Therefore, an inversion method that satisfies z̃0 ≈ z0 is de-
sired.

We first analyze the commonly used DDIM sampling
and inversion, whose sampling equation is as follows:

zt−1 =
√
αt−1

zt −
√
1− αtϵθ(zt, t)√

αt
+

√
1− αt−1ϵθ(zt, t),

(1)
which can be rewritten as:

zt =
√
αt

zt−1 −
√
1− αt−1ϵθ(zt, t)√
αt−1

+
√
1− αtϵθ(zt, t). (2)

Eq. 2 seems to be used as a perfect inversion from zt−1 to zt.
However, the problem is that zt is unknown and used as the
input to the network ϵθ(zt, t). Thus, DDIM Inversion [49]
and several methods [15, 42, 53] assume that zt−1 ≈ zt,
and replace zt on the right hand side of Eq. 2 with zt−1,
resulting in the following approximation:

zt =
√
αt

zt−1 −
√
1− αt−1ϵθ(zt−1, t)√

αt−1
+

√
1− αtϵθ(zt−1, t).

(3)

Text Condition and Classifier-Free Guidance. Text-
conditional diffusion models aim to generate a result from a
random noise zT with a text prompt P . During the sam-
pling process at inference, the noise estimation network
ϵθ(zt, t, C) is used to predict the noise ϵ, where C = ψ(P )
is the text embedding. The noise in zt is gradually removed
for T steps until z0 is obtained.

In text-conditional image generation, it is necessary to
give enough textual control and influence over the genera-
tion. Ho et al. [14] propose classifier-free guidance where
conditional and unconditional predictions are combined.
Specifically, let ∅ = ψ(“”)1 be the null text embedding and
w be the guidance scale. Then the classifier-free guidance
prediction is defined by:

ϵθ(zt, t, C,∅) = wϵθ(zt, t, C) + (1−w) ϵθ(zt, t,∅), (4)

where ϵθ(zt, t, C,∅) is used to replace ϵθ(zt, t) in the sam-
pling Eq. 1, and w is usually in [1, 7.5] [45, 47]. The higher
w means the stronger control by the text.
Image Editing. Given a real image Is and a related text
prompt Ps, the goal is to generate a new image It with the
target prompt Pt using a pretrained diffusion model such
that It aligns with Pt. This task is challenging, particularly
on real images, as most image editing methods struggle to
edit real images while preserving good reconstruction per-
formance [10,38,52]. A popular way used by many editing
methods [3, 10, 37, 52] is: 1) using DDIM Inversion on the
original image Is to get its zT , and 2) using Pt and this zT
as the starting point to generate It. However, as shown in
Fig. 1, DDIM Inversion often fails to reconstruct the orig-
inal image, making the identity of the object/scene in It
changed.

4. Method
We first analyze why the reconstruction of a real image

via DDIM Inversion fails in Sec. 4.1. Then, in Sec. 4.2,
we propose our Dual-Schedule Inversion for inversion and
sampling, and show that it mathematically guarantees per-
fect reconstruction. Finally, we introduce five categories of
editing tasks and our task classifier that integrates our inver-
sion approach with existing editing methods.

4.1. Irreversibility of DDIM Inversion

In DDIM sampling [49], to speed up the time-consuming
sampling procedure, [t0, t0+s, t0+2s, ..., t0+T

′s], instead
of [1, 2, ..., T ], is chosen where s is the interval and T ′ < T .
For example, if t0 = 1, s = 20, and T ′ = 50, then the
schedule is [1, 21, 41, ..., 961, 981]; if t0 = 10, s = 20,
and T ′ = 50, then the schedule is [10, 30, 50, ..., 990]. In
the rest of this paper, as shown in Fig. 2, we use [t0, t0 +

1The position for ∅ is often used by negative prompts such that some
attributes do not appear in the generated image.



Figure 2. DDIM Inversion is irreversible.

s, ..., t0 + T ′s] to denote the sampling schedule, and thus
the noisy latents during sampling are z̃t0+T ′s, ..., z̃t0+s, z̃t0 .
In this case, Eq. 1 is rewritten as:

z̃t−s = a(t→t−s)z̃t + b(t→t−s)ϵθ(z̃t, t), (5a)

a(t→t−s) =
√
αt−s/αt,

b(t→t−s) =
√
1− αt−s −

√
1− αt

√
αt−s√

αt
,

(5b)

where b(t→t−s) and a(t→t−s) are constant coefficients from
t to t − s. Besides, we use z̄t0 , z̄t0+s, ..., z̄t0+T ′s to denote
the noisy latents during inversion. Again, we rewrite the
approximation Eq. 3 (DDIM inversion) as:

z̄t = a(t−s→t)z̄t−s + b(t−s→t)ϵθ(z̄t−s, t), (6a)

a(t−s→t) =
√
αt/αt−s,

b(t−s→t) =
√
1− αt −

√
1− αt−s

√
αt√

αt−s
,

(6b)

where a(t−s→t) and b(t−s→t) are another two constant co-
efficients from t−s to t. Furthermore, Eq. 6a can be derived
as:

z̄t−s = a(t→t−s)z̄t + b(t→t−s)ϵθ(z̄t−s, t). (7)

Comparing Eq. 5a and Eq. 7, if we want to have the ex-
act inversion z̄t−s = z̃t−s, it is necessary that z̄t = z̃t and
z̃t = z̄t−s, which lead to z̄t0+T ′s = z̄0, meaning that there
is no any diffusion. Therefore, DDIM Inversion is math-
ematically irreversible. In the next section, we propose a
solution.

4.2. Dual-Schedule Inversion

Reversibility Requirement. Based on Eq. 5a and Eq. 6a,
we define the following sampling and inversion formulas:

z̃t−s = a(t→t−s)z̃t + b(t→t−s)ϵθ(z̃τ , τ), (8)

z̄t = a(t−s→t)z̄t−s + b(t−s→t)ϵθ(z̄τ , τ), (9)

where a(t→t−s), b(t→t−s), a(t−s→t) and b(t−s→t) are com-
puted via Eq. 5b and Eq. 6b. We call z̃τ and z̄τ satisfying
z̃τ = z̄τ the auxiliary latents.

Similar to Eq. 7, Eq. 9 can be rewritten as:

z̄t−s = a(t→t−s)z̄t + b(t→t−s)ϵθ(z̄τ , τ). (10)

Comparing Eq. 8 and Eq. 10, we can see that z̃t−s = z̄t−s

as long as z̃t = z̄t. Therefore, satisfying z̃τ = z̄τ and

z̃t = z̄t guarantees the perfect reversibility (z̃t−s = z̄t−s) in
Eq. 8 and Eq. 9. Since z̃t0+T ′s = z̄t0+T ′s, now the problem
becomes how to find z̃τ and z̄τ such that z̃τ = z̄τ .
Primary and Auxiliary Schedules. To obtain the auxil-
iary latents, we design two schedules, as shown in Fig. 3(a),
where the upper and lower parts are called the primary
schedule and the auxiliary schedule, respectively.

The primary time schedule is, e.g., [1, 21, 41, ..., 981]
with T ′ = 50. In these 50 steps, we use {zpt } to de-
note the primary latents [zp1 , z

p
21, z

p
41, ..., z

p
981]. Given these

time-steps of the primary schedule, we also design an aux-
iliary schedule [10, 30, 50, ..., 970]. This auxiliary sched-
ule is for obtaining the auxiliary latents zτ = z̃τ = z̄τ ,
where τ ∈ {10, 30, 50, ..., 970}. For example, between
time-steps 21 and 41 in the primary schedule, τ is chosen as
the midpoint 30. We use {zat } to denote the auxiliary latents
[za10, z

a
30, z

a
50, ..., z

a
970].

Dual-Schedule Inversion. As shown in Fig. 3(a), we de-
sign the iterative inversion of the primary schedule as fol-
lows where z̄pt and z̄at denote the latents during inversion:

z̄pt =a(t−20→t)z̄
p
t−20 + b(t−20→t)ϵθ(z̄

a
t−11, t− 11),

(11)
where t = [21, ..., 961, 981]. Eq. 11 is one implementation
of Eq. 9 and z̄at−11 is the auxiliary latent from z̄pt−20 to z̄pt .

Also, for the iterative inversion of the auxiliary schedule,
we have the inversion formula:

z̄at =a(t−20→t)z̄
a
t−20 + b(t−20→t)ϵθ(z̄

p
t−9, t− 9), (12)

where t = [30, ..., 950, 970]. In Eq. 11 and Eq. 12, z̄p1 and
z̄a10 are obtained by the original forward process of DDIM
since they are the starting of the schedule. This calculation
does not affect our reversibility, which is proved in the sup-
plementary material.
Dual-Schedule Sampling. To reconstruct Is perfectly, as
shown in Fig. 3(b), we devise a sampling formula Eq. 13
for the primary schedule, where z̃pt and z̃at denote the latents
during sampling:

z̃pt−20 =a(t→t−20)z̃
p
t + b(t→t−20)ϵθ(z̃

a
t−11, t− 11),

(13)
where t = [981, 961, ..., 21]. Eq.13 is one implementation
of Eq. 8. Comparing Eq. 13 and Eq. 11 with Eq. 8 and Eq. 9,
since z̃pt0+T ′s = z̄pt0+T ′s, it is obvious that we can guarantee
z̃pt−20 = z̄pt−20 as long as z̃at−11 = z̄at−11. For obtaining
z̃at−11 = z̄at−11, given z̃at0+T ′s = z̄at0+T ′s, we design the
sampling formula for the auxiliary schedule:

z̃at−20 =a(t→t−20)z̃
a
t + b(t→t−20)ϵθ(z̃

p
t−9, t− 9), (14)

where t = [970, 950, ..., 30]. Eq. 12 and Eq. 14 are also one
implementation of Eq. 9 and Eq. 8, respectively.
Reversibility. As stated in the beginning of this section, the
reversibility requirement is z̃τ = z̄τ and z̃t = z̄t.
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Figure 3. Pipeline of Dual-Schedule Inversion, which is divided into inversion and sampling stages. The inversion stage (a) is for getting
z̄p981 and z̄a970. The sampling stage is used for reconstruction (b) or editing (c) depending on the target prompt. Both stages have two time
schedules where two specific schedules [1, 21, 41, ..., 981] and [10, 30, 50, ..., 970] are used for example.

Given z̃p981 = z̄p981 and z̃a970 = z̄a970, we have z̃p961 =
z̄p961 according to Eq. 11 and Eq. 13. Then, given z̃p961 =
z̄p961 and z̃a970 = z̄a970, we have z̃a950 = z̄a950 according
to Eq. 12 and Eq. 14. Repeating this process, our Dual-
Schedule Inversion can finally guarantee perfect reversibil-
ity z̃p1 = z̄p1 , as illustrated in Fig. 3 (a) and (b).

4.3. Dual-Schedule Inversion for Editing

After the above design of the Dual-Schedule Inversion
for reconstruction, it can be easily combined with common
editing methods for editing. For example, a direct editing
way is to use a different target prompt in Dual-Schedule
Inversion’s sampling (see Fig. 3(c)). We can also replace
DDIM Inversion with Dual-Schedule Inversion in the recent
editing methods [3, 10, 35].
Five Categories of Editing Tasks. We classify text-
conditional image editing into five categories: 1) Object Re-
placement: Replacing an object in the image with another
object; 2) Action Editing: Preserving the background and
the object identity but altering his/her/its action; 3) Scene
Editing: Keeping the objects in the image unchanged while
transforming the scene; 4) New Object Creation: Adding
a new object to the image while keeping the unedited part
of the image unchanged; 5) Style Editing: Modifying the
artistic style of the image. Our Dual-Schedule Inversion is
a universal inversion method that can be adapted to all these
editing categories by combining it with other image edit-
ing techniques, such as SDEdit [35], P2P [10], and MasaC-
trl [3].
Automatic Determination of Editing Tasks based on De-
scriptions. Given the diverse requirements of the five edit-
ing tasks, it is imperative to tailor distinct editing methods
to different tasks, because different methods are good at
different tasks. For the object replacement and scene edit-

ing tasks, we combine our Dual-Schedule Inversion with
P2P [10]; for the action editing task, we combine it with
MasaCtrl [3]; for new object adding and style editing, we
combine it with SDEdit [35]. However, making users iden-
tify editing types and choose algorithms is overly complex.
To automate and seamlessly cater to users’ needs across var-
ious editing tasks, we propose an approach capable of auto-
matically determining the editing task.

Specifically, with in-context learning [36], we first uti-
lize GPT-4 to generate a substantial dataset of triple sam-
ples, each comprising a source text, a target text, and an
associated editing task label. Subsequently, leveraging the
text embeddings extracted by the CLIP text encoder, we de-
sign a Transformer-based editing task classifier as shown in
Fig. 3. This classifier takes as input the concatenated em-
beddings of the source and target texts. After processing
through multiple Transformer blocks, a classification head
at the final layer outputs the predicted editing task category.

With this task classifier that is trained on the dataset, the
editing process becomes significantly more user-friendly.
The user is required to input an image. We first employ
BLIP [30] to generate a caption, providing a source text de-
scription. The user then inputs a desired target text. Our
task classifier, receiving both the source and target texts as
input, predicts the corresponding editing task type (one of
the five categories). Based on this classification, our system
dynamically selects the appropriate editing method for our
Dual-Schedule Inversion, simplifying user interaction and
enhancing the editing outcome by automatically adapting
the strategy to match the identified task.

5. Experiments
We evaluate Dual-Schedule Inversion’s performances of

reconstruction in Sec. 5.1 and editing in Sec. 5.2 on real im-



Method Structure Background Preservation CLIP Similariy

Inversion Editing Distance×103 ↓ PSNR ↑ LPIPS×103 ↓ MSE×104 ↓ SSIM×102 ↑ Whole ↑ Edited ↑
AIDI P2P 39.33 22.84 89.50 52.2 71.38 23.50 20.31
NMG P2P 14.15 26.02 42.32 24.9 76.84 25.17 22.90

EDICT P2P 15.20 26.30 39.49 23.4 78.50 24.62 21.87
ProxEdit P2P 13.70 24.35 69.58 36.9 73.40 23.80 21.70
DirectInv P2P 14.56 26.10 46.50 24.5 77.30 26.70 23.84

DDIM P2P 68.70 20.72 102.97 84.6 66.40 23.80 20.07

Ours P2P 13.09 26.35 39.50 23.3 78.12 27.50 23.00

Table 1. Comparison with SOTA inversion methods on editing.

Method Tuning-free PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑

DDIM Inversion " 16.348 0.509
Negative-Prompt Inversion " 21.352 0.624
Null-Text Inversion % 26.106 0.738
Dual-Schedule Inversion " 25.977 0.738

Upper Bound 26.310 0.742

Table 2. Reconstruction performance. The values are computed
on the testing dataset with three guidance scales.

ages using the pre-trained popular Stable Diffusion model
[45]. Due to the lack of public benchmarks for this evalu-
ation, we build a testing set in this work. The set has a to-
tal of 150 image-text pairs, among which 32 pairs are from
all the examples used by three related works1,2,3 [2, 3, 54],
and the rest of 118 pairs are from the Internet. It in-
cludes images of animals, humans, man-made objects, and
scenes, some of which are of low quality or contain com-
plex textures, increasing the possibility of distortion in
reconstruction. All images are interpolated, cut, and/or
scaled to the size of 512×512. All the image-text pairs
are listed in the supplementary material. For the implemen-
tation of our Dual-Schedule Inversion, the primary sched-
ule is [1, 21, 41, ..., 961, 981] and the auxiliary schedule is
[10, 30, 50, ..., 990].

5.1. Reconstruction Performance
In the reconstruction experiment, we compare Dual-

Schedule Inversion with three recent inversion methods,
DDIM Inversion [49] (baseline), Null-Text Inversion [38],
and Negative-Prompt Inversion [37], under different guid-
ance scales w in Eq. 4. To ensure an unbiased compari-
son, all experiments are conducted with fair sampling steps.
Specifically, we maintain identical sampling times by using
50 steps for each of our two schedules and 100 steps for
other methods. The quantitative comparison is presented in
Table 2, and two qualitative examples are in Fig. 1 (more
examples are provided in the supplementary material). We
calculate the average PSNR and SSIM on this testing set

1timothybrooks.com/instruct-pix2pix
2https://ljzycmd.github.io/projects/MasaCtrl
3https://github.com/csyxwei/ELITE

across three different guidance scales 1.0, 4.0, and 7.5.
In Fig. 1, we clearly see that DDIM Inversion leads to

obvious reconstruction failures. Most of its reconstructed
images are very different from the source images, and
its PSNR and SSIM values are far below those of the
other methods (Table 2). Thus, editing real images using
this baseline can lead to severe distortions, including ob-
ject/scene identity distortions (see Sec. 5.2). Our Dual-
Schedule Inversion significantly outperforms Negative-
Prompt Inversion quantitatively. Compared with Null-Text
Inversion, our method has the same SSIM, with a slightly
lower PSNR (25.977 vs. 26.106). However, Null-Text In-
version requires an extra fine-tuning stage.

In Table 2, we also show the upper bound for the recon-
struction quality. Stable Diffusion model uses an encoder
to encode an image to a latent space, in which sampling
is performed, and uses a decoder to decode the final la-
tent into the image space. So the upper bound is obtained
without the sampling stage. We can see that the results of
Dual-Schedule Inversion and Null-Text Inversion are close
to the upper bound. Though our method is mathematically
reversible, the small gap between it and the upper bound
comes from the numerical errors during sampling.

To demonstrate the robustness and efficacy of our inver-
sion method during editing, compared to other SOTA inver-
sion techniques, we adopt the metrics from [27] to eval-
uate reconstruction ability during editing on 20 real im-
ages. Specifically, the structure distance and background
preservation metrics in Table 1 represent the reconstruc-
tion performance of the unedited parts. Structure distance
computes the distance between structure features extracted
from DINO-ViT. For background preservation, [27] com-
putes PSNR, LPIPS, MSE, and SSIM in the unedited area
with manual-annotated masks. Following [27], we also ob-
tain these masks on the source image in the same way. We
uniformly equip the six inversion methods and ours with
the same editing technique (P2P) to test their effective-
ness. As shown in Table 1, our inversion method overall
achieves the best performance. To explore the performance
improvements of our inversion across different editing tech-
niques, we conduct experiments on three editing methods.
As shown in Table 3, the results demonstrate that our inver-
sion method enhances all these editing techniques.



Method Structure Background Preservation CLIP Similariy

Inversion Editing Distance×103 ↓ PSNR ↑ LPIPS×103 ↓ MSE×104 ↓ SSIM×102 ↑ Whole ↑ Edited ↑
DDIM P2P 68.70 20.72 102.97 84.6 66.40 23.80 20.07
Ours P2P 13.09 26.35 39.50 23.3 78.12 27.50 23.00

DDIM MasaCtrl 70.80 21.26 97.54 74.1 69.27 21.92 20.38
Ours MasaCtrl 13.95 25.96 43.50 25.4 77.50 23.20 21.50

DDIM SDEdit 75.70 18.85 117.53 130.3 64.83 22.18 20.95
Ours SDEdit 14.60 25.65 47.51 27.2 76.50 24.05 21.78

Table 3. Performance improvements of three editing methods using our inversion technique.

Figure 4. Comparison with SOTA editing methods on real images
for Object Replacement. N-P Inversion denotes Negative-Prompt
Inversion.

Figure 5. Comparison with SOTA editing methods on real images
for Action Editing.

Figure 6. Comparison with SOTA editing methods on real images
for Scene Editing.

5.2. Editing Performance
We compare with seven SOTA editing methods: In-

structPix2Pix [2], MasaCtrl [3], ELITE [54], DDPM In-
version [25], DreamBooth [46], Negative-Prompt Inver-
sion [37], and Null-Text Inversion [38]. The visual compar-
isons for the five editing categories are shown in Figs. 4–8,
respectively. Most of the compared methods fail to solve
the following two problems simultaneously: 1) the unedited

Figure 7. Comparison with SOTA editing methods on real images
for Object Adding.

Figure 8. Comparison with SOTA editing methods on real images
for Style Editing.

Method Null-Text Inversion DreamBooth ELITE N-P Inversion
User Score ↑ 5.15 2.89 1.95 1.77
CLIP Score ↑ 0.2819 0.2599 0.2509 0.3031
LPIPS ↓ 0.035 0.1663 0.1545 0.0866

Method InstructPix2Pix MasaCtrl DDPM Inversion Ours
User Score ↑ 4.99 4.15 5.48 5.85
CLIP Score ↑ 0.2401 0.2529 0.2614 0.3041
LPIPS ↓ 0.097 0.0778 0.0715 0.018

Table 4. Quantitative results of different editing methods. The user
scores are in the range of [0, 10]. N-P Inversion denotes Negative-
Prompt Inversion.

part of an image cannot retain its original identity; 2) the
edited results do not match the editing prompts. Specifi-
cally, ELITE, MasaCtrl, DDPM Inversion, and Negative-
Prompt Inversion often result in identity distortions. In-
structPix2Pix and Null-Text Inversion tend to retain the
structure of the object, so they are not able to perform ac-
tion editing. MasaCtrl [3] is designed for action editing and
it is not able to perform object or scene replacement. Our
method is able to solve these two problems simultaneously
in various types of editing because of its perfect reconstruc-



Method Structure Background Preservation CLIP Similariy

Inversion Editing Distance×103 ↓ PSNR ↑ LPIPS×103 ↓ MSE×104 ↓ SSIM×102 ↑ Whole ↑ Edited ↑
Ours P2P 13.09 26.35 39.50 23.3 78.12 27.50 23.00
Ours MasaCtrl 13.95 25.96 43.50 25.4 77.50 23.20 21.50
Ours SDEdit 14.60 25.65 47.51 27.2 76.50 24.05 21.78

Ours Classifier 12.98 26.42 38.17 22.80 78.93 30.41 25.43

Table 5. Ablation study for our classifier.

Figure 9. Comparison with three most recent SOTA methods for
6 specific questions with 3 possible answers (good, neutral, bad),
where I, E, and M denote InstructPix2Pix, ELITE, and MasaCtrl,
respectively.

tion capability.
For quantitative evaluation, since there is no image edit-

ing benchmark, similar to [54], we conduct a user study
with 30 participants to evaluate 180 edited results by the
8 methods on 20 real images. The participants are asked
to score the overall editing quality of these results from 1
(worst) to 10 (best), based on the following two criterions:
1) consistency of the results with the original image, and
2) consistency of the results with the editing prompt. For
each image, 8 edited results by the methods are shown to
each participant. The average user scores, CLIP Score [11],
and LPIPS [57] are reported in Table 4, where our method
obtains the best scores (see DiffEdit [5] about how to calcu-
late CLIP Score and LPIPS). In order to analyze the detailed
aspects influencing these scores, we specifically design 6
Q&As and compare with 3 most recent methods, Instruct-
Pix2Pix [2], MasaCtrl [3], and ELITE [54]. Fig. 9 reports
the rating distributions of the 4 methods, among which ours
receives more “good” and fewer “bad” answers.

5.3. Ablation Study

Auxiliary Schedules. In Fig. 3 and the reconstruction ex-
periments, the primary schedule is [1, 21, 41, ..., 961, 981]
and the auxiliary schedule is [10, 30, 50, ..., 950, 970],
where τ = t − s + s

2 (see Eq. 8 and Eq. 9). In fact, τ
can be set to other values such as τ = t − s + 1

4s and
τ = t − s + 3

4s. From the second column in Table 6, we
can see that the reconstruction performances are very simi-
lar in these three settings of τ . However, we find that when
τ = t− s+ 1

4s or τ = t− s+ 3
4s, the editing performances

are not as good as when τ = t− s+ s
2 (see the supplemen-

tary material). We suspect that when τ = t− s+ s
2 (i.e, the

T ′ 50 50 50 50 20
τ t− s+ 1

4
s t− s+ 3

4
s t− s+ s

2
t− s+ s

2
t− s+ s

2

PSNR ↑ 25.961 25.963 25.977 25.977 25.945
SSIM ↑ 0.737 0.737 0.738 0.738 0.732

Table 6. Ablation Study for τ and T ′.

midpoint between t − s and t), the auxiliary latent z̃aτ can
better balance the sampled primary latents z̃pt−s and z̃at .
Schedule Lengths. In Fig. 3 and all the editing examples,
the numbers of the sampling steps are all 50 (T ′ = 50, de-
fined in Sec. 4.1). Our Dual-Schedule Inversion can be ap-
plied to fewer or more steps. In the third column of Ta-
ble 6, we compare its reconstruction performances when
T ′ = 50 and T ′ = 20, and see that the performance drops
only slightly when T ′ = 20, showing that it is robust to
different sampling steps.
Task Classifier. To further demonstrate the efficacy of the
task classifier within our pipeline, we integrate our Dual-
Schedule Inversion framework with SDEdit, P2P, and Mas-
aCtrl, both with and without the implementation of the task
classifier. This evaluation is carried out on our testing set
comprising 150 images, distributed across the five editing
tasks. The results are detailed in Table 5, which reveals a
notable drop in editing performance when the task classi-
fier is not utilized due to the fact that each algorithm is only
good at specific tasks. By adaptively selecting the most ap-
propriate algorithm for each specific task, our inversion ap-
proach facilitates a more user-friendly application.

6. Conclusion and Limitation

In this paper, we propose a tuning-free Dual-Schedule
Inversion that enables faithful reconstruction and editing
on real images. With the novel design of the primary and
auxiliary schedules for inversion and sampling, our method
guarantees reversibility mathematically. Combining it with
other editing techniques, it achieves SOTA editing perfor-
mance on object replacement, action editing, scene editing,
new object creation, and style editing.

Since it needs to be integrated with other editing tech-
niques for image editing, its editing ability is restricted by
these techniques. When a more powerful editing method
appears, its editing competence will also be boosted.
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GPT-4 Synthetic Training Text Dataset

“I want to make 10000 triple samples.”

- Source: A black cat sitting on a blue sofa.
- Target: A yellow tiger sitting on a blue sofa.
- Task: Object Replacement

- Source: A man standing in a park holding a frisbee.
- Target: A man running in the park.
- Task: Action Editing

- Source: A woman baking bread in a bright kitchen.
- Target: A woman baking bread in the forest.
- Task: Scene Editing

- Source: A child playing soccer on an empty grass field.
- Target: A child and his dog playing soccer on the grass 
field.
- Task: Object Adding

- Source: A watercolor painting depicting a countryside 
landscape.
- Target: An oil painting style artwork of a countryside 
landscape.
- Task: Style Editing

- Source: A laptop open on a desk next to a coffee cup.
- Target: A notebook open on a desk next to a coffee cup.
- Task: Object Replacement

- Source: A bear standing on the grass.
- Target: A bear jumping on the grass.
- Task: Action Editing

……

Here are the 10000 samples:You are an expert in English writing. Please generate 10000
triple samples for me, each sample comprising a source text, a
target text, and an associated editing task label. We classify text-
conditional image editing into five categories: 1) Object
Replacement: Replacing an object in the image with another
object; 2) Action Editing: Preserving the background and the
object identity but altering his/her/its action; 3) Scene Editing:
Keeping the objects in the image unchanged while transforming
the scene; 4) Object Adding: Adding a new object to the image
while keeping the unedited part of the image unchanged; 5) Style
Editing: Modifying the artistic style of the image. I show you
some samples of these five categories:
Source: A snowy landscape with a lone pine tree.
Target: A snowy landscape with a tower.
Task: Object Replacement

Source: A dog sleeping in a sunny spot on the carpet.
Target: A dog playing with a ball in a sunny spot on the carpet.
Task: Action Editing

Source: A burger on a plate.
Target: A burger and a tomato on the plate.
Task: Object Adding

Source: A small boat on a calm lake at noon.
Target: A small boat on a calm lake under a starry night sky.
Task: Scene Editing

Source: A digital art portrait of a woman.
Target: An impressionist-style painting of the same woman.
Task: Style Editing

Figure S10. Using GPT4 to generate our triple dataset.

In this supplementary material, we (1) show how to build
the training dataset for the editing task classifier and the
structure of the classifier, (2) give more ablation study, (3)
show all the test images with prompts, (4) prove z̄p1 and
z̄a10 obtained by DDIM does not affect our reversibility,
(5) provide more reconstruction examples across different
CFG scales, and (6) summarize recent inversion and editing
methods in Table S8.

A. Editing Tasks Classification

In the main paper, we classify text-conditional image
editing into five categories: 1) Object Replacement: Re-
placing an object in the image with another object; 2) Action
Editing: Preserving the background and the object identity
but altering his/her/its action; 3) Scene Editing: Keeping
the objects in the image unchanged while transforming the
scene; 4) Object Adding: Adding a new object to the image
while keeping the unedited part of the image unchanged; 5)
Style Editing: Modifying the artistic style of the image. We
first utilize GPT-4 to generate a substantial training dataset

Network Setting Value

Classifier

Input Channel 768
Token Number 154 (77× 2)

Transformer block channels 512
Attention head number 8

Residual Connection True
Block numbers 6

Final linear layer input channels 512
Final linear layer output channels 5

Table S7. Model configurations and parameter choices.

of triple samples as shown in Fig. S10, each comprising a
source text, a target text, and an associated editing task la-
bel. We give some examples of our dataset in Fig. S11.

Subsequently, leveraging the text embeddings extracted
by the CLIP text encoder, we design a Transformer-based
editing task classifier as shown in Table S7. This classifier
takes as input the concatenated embeddings of the source
and target texts. After processing through multiple Trans-
former blocks, a classification head at the final layer outputs



Style 
Editing

Object 
Adding

Scene 
Editing

Action 
Editing

Object 
Replacement

Task 
Label

A watercolor 
painting depicting 

a countryside 
landscape.

A child playing 
soccer on an 

empty grass field.

A woman baking 
bread in a bright 

kitchen.

A man standing in 
a park holding a 

frisbee.

A black cat sitting 
on a blue sofa.

Source 
Text

An oil painting 
style artwork of a 

countryside 
landscape.

A child and his 
dog playing 

soccer on the 
grass field.

A woman baking 
bread in a 
bedroom.

A man running in 
the park.

An orange dog 
sitting on a blue 

sofa.

Target 
Text

A photo of a 
forest in real life.

A girl walking 
alone on the 

beach.

An astronaut 
floating inside a 

space station.

A chef cutting 
onions in the 

kitchen.

A red sports car 
parked in a 
parking lot.

Source 
Text

An impressionist 
style painting of a 

forest.

A girl and a 
seagull walking 
on the beach.

An astronaut 
floating in a space 

station with an 
alien landscape 

view.

A chef stirring 
soup in the 

kitchen.

A tank parked in a 
parking lot.

Target 
Text

Figure S11. Examples of our triple dataset.

Type Learning Strategy Method

Inversion

Testing-Time Finetuning
Null-Text Inversion [38]
Textual Inversion [6]
AIDI [42]

Training & Tuning Free

DDIM Inversion [49]
DDPM Inversion [25]
N-P Inversion [37]
ProxEdit [9]
EDICT [53]
NMG [4]
DirectInv [27]
Dual-Schedule Inversion

Editing

Training-Based
ELITE [54]
FastComposer [55]
InstructPix2Pix [2]

Testing-Time Finetuning
DreamBooth [46]
Custom Diffusion [29]

Training & Tuning Free
SDEdit [35]
P2P [10]
MasaCtrl [3]

Table S8. Some recent inversion and editing methods. N-P Inver-
sion denotes Negative-Prompt Inversion [37].

the predicted editing task category.

B. Results of Ablation Study on Auxiliary
Schedules

As mentioned in Sec. 5.3, the reconstruction perfor-
mances are very similar in three settings of τ . However,
when τ = t − s + 1

4s or τ = t − s + 3
4s, the editing per-

formances are not as good as when τ = t − s + s
2 . For

instance, we give a scene editing example in Fig. S12. It
can be seen that slight blurring, artifacts, and strange tex-
tures may be present in certain regions of the edited image
when τ = t− s+ 1

4s or τ = t− s+ 3
4s.

C. Testing Dataset

Due to the lack of public benchmarks for the evaluation,
we build a testing set in this work. The set has a total of
150 image-text pairs, among which 32 pairs are from all
the examples used by three related works4,5,6 [2,3,54], and
the rest of 118 pairs are from the Internet. All images are
interpolated, cut, and/or scaled to the size of 512×512. We
use all the images for the reconstruction experiment and the
first 20 images for the editing experiment. The complete set
of the image-text pairs is presented in Figs. S13, S14, S15,
and S16.

4timothybrooks.com/instruct-pix2pix
5https://ljzycmd.github.io/projects/MasaCtrl
6https://github.com/csyxwei/ELITE



Figure S12. Editing results with τ = t− s+ s
2

, τ = t− s+ 1
4
s, or τ = t− s+ 3

4
s. Slight blurring (red boxes), artifacts (green boxes),

and strange textures (blue boxes) appear in the last two edited images.

D. Initial Latent Setup and Reversibility Proof
In Section 4.2 of the main paper, we state that z̄p1 and

z̄a10 obtained by the original forward process of DDIM do
not affect our method’s reversibility. To prove it, we need
to ensure that these initial values conform to the conditions
required for reversibility.

Mathematically, given z̄p1 and z̄a10 obtained by DDIM, we
need to prove:

z̃p1 = z̄p1 , (15)

which represents the reversibility of our inversion and sam-
pling since z̄p1 and z̃p1 denote the beginning of the inversion
stage and the endpoint of the sampling stage, respectively.

Proposition 1. Let z̄p1 and z̄a10 be obtained by the original
forward process of DDIM. Then z̃p1 = z̄p1 where z̃p1 is ob-
tained by the Dual-Schedule Inversion method presented in
Section 4.3 of the main paper.

Proof. Given z̄p1 and z̄a10, we can obtain z̄p21 using Eq. 11:

z̄p21 = a(1→21)z̄
p
1 + b(1→21)ϵθ(z̄

a
10, 10). (16)

Similarly, given z̄p21 and z̄a10, we can obtain z̄a30 using Eq. 12:

z̄a30 = a(10→30)z̄
a
10 + b(10→30)ϵθ(z̄

p
21, 21). (17)

By iterating this inversion process, we ultimately obtain:

z̄p981 = a(961→981)z̄
p
961 + b(961→981)ϵθ(z̄

a
970, 970). (18)

From the Reversibility Requirement part in Section 4.2,
the sampling process from t = 981 is reversible in the in-
version process. Thus, at time steps t = 30 and τ = 21 dur-
ing the sampling stage, we have z̃a30 = z̄a30 and z̃p21 = z̄p21.
Given z̃p21 and z̃a30, we can compute:

z̃a10 = a(30→10)z̃
a
30 + b(30→10)ϵθ(z̃

p
21, 21). (19)

Comparing Eq. 19 with Eq. 17, we have z̃a10 = z̄a10 since
these two equations are actually the same.

Finally, given z̃a10 and z̃p21, we obtain:

z̃p1 = a(21→1)z̃
p
21 + b(21→1)ϵθ(z̃

a
10, 10). (20)

Again, comparing Eq. 20 with Eq. 16, we have z̃p1 = z̄p1 ,
which completes the proof.

E. More Reconstruction Examples
Here we provide 10 reconstruction examples across dif-

ferent guidance scales 1, 4, and 7.5 in Fig. S17, S18, and
S19.



Figure S13. Images of the testing dataset (Part 1).



Figure S14. Images of the testing dataset (Part 2).



Figure S15. Images of the testing dataset (Part 3).



Figure S16. Images of the testing dataset (Part 4).



Original Real Image        DDIM Inversion     Negative-Prompt Inversion  Null-Text Inversion    Dual-Scheduler Inversion

Figure S17. Reconstruction examples (guidance scale w = 1). While Null-Text Inversion requires fine-tuning, the other three methods do
not. Dual-Schedule Inversion achieves excellent performance without fine-tuning.



Original Real Image        DDIM Inversion     Negative-Prompt Inversion  Null-Text Inversion    Dual-Scheduler Inversion

Figure S18. Reconstruction examples (guidance scale w = 4). While Null-Text Inversion requires fine-tuning, the other three methods do
not. Dual-Schedule Inversion achieves excellent performance without fine-tuning.



Original Real Image        DDIM Inversion     Negative-Prompt Inversion  Null-Text Inversion    Dual-Scheduler Inversion

Figure S19. Reconstruction examples (guidance scale w = 7.5). While Null-Text Inversion requires fine-tuning, the other three methods
do not. Dual-Schedule Inversion achieves excellent performance without fine-tuning.
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