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Abstract

We present a simple but effective training-free approach
for text-driven image-to-image translation based on a pre-
trained text-to-image diffusion model. Our goal is to gener-
ate an image that aligns with the target task while preserving
the structure and background of a source image. To this end,
we derive the representation guidance with a combination
of two objectives: maximizing the similarity to the target
prompt based on the CLIP score and minimizing the struc-
tural distance to the source latent variable. This guidance im-
proves the fidelity of the generated target image to the given
target prompt while maintaining the structure integrity of the
source image. To incorporate the representation guidance
component, we optimize the target latent variable of diffusion
model’s reverse process with the guidance. Experimental
results demonstrate that our method achieves outstanding
image-to-image translation performance on various tasks
when combined with the pretrained Stable Diffusion model.

1. Introduction

Diffusion-based text-to-image generation models [14, 23,
24] have shown superior performance in generating high-
quality images. These models have also been adapted for
text-driven image editing tasks, aiming to translate a given
source image into a target domain while preserving its overall
structure and background. However, text-driven image-to-
image translation remains a challenging task, as it requires
selectively modifying specific parts of the image while main-
taining the integrity of the background and structure. More-
over, achieving precise control over fine details further adds
to the complexity of this task.

To address these tasks, many text-driven image editing
methods [3, 14, 15, 33] rely on additional fine-tuning of pre-
trained diffusion models. While these methods yield promis-
ing results, they are impractical due to the substantial com-
putational and memory overhead required for the fine-tuning

process. In contrast, training-free algorithms [6,9,20,21,32]
introduce unique inference techniques for diffusion mod-
els, achieving their objectives without fine-tuning. However,
despite their efficiency, these approaches often struggle to
preserve the structure of the source image and tend to pro-
duce blurry results.

We propose a simple yet effective training-free image-
to-image translation method built upon pretrained diffusion
models. Our approach incorporates representation guidance
based on a triplet loss to enhance fidelity to the target task.
Specifically, we modify the reverse process of the diffusion
model by integrating the representation guidance, which
comprises two key components: (a) a CLIP [22]-based objec-
tive that ensures the sampled target latent aligns semantically
with the given target prompt, and (b) a structural constraint
that enforces similarity between the source and target images’
structural information, as extracted from the feature maps of
the pretrained diffusion model. Experimental results demon-
strate that the proposed reverse process effectively preserves
the background and structure of image for both local and
global editing tasks. The main contributions of our work are
summarized below:

• We propose a novel representation guidance mechanism
motivated by metric learning, leveraging features from
the pretrained CLIP and Stable Diffusion for text-driven
image-to-image translation.

• Our approach modifies the denoising process of the pre-
trained Stable Diffusion model without any additional
training procedure.

• Experimental results on various image-to-image trans-
lation tasks using both real and synthetic images verify
the outstanding performance of our approach compared
to existing methods.

2. Related Work
2.1. Text-to-image diffusion models

Existing methods [23–25] based on diffusion models have
demonstrated remarkable performance in text-to-image gen-
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eration tasks. For instance, Stable Diffusion [24] leverages
pretrained autoencoders [16] to project a given image onto a
low-dimensional latent space and estimates its distribution
within this manifold, rather than modeling the raw data distri-
bution directly. Imagen [25] employs a large pretrained text
encoder to generate text embeddings, which are then used to
condition the diffusion model for image synthesis. Similarly,
DALL·E 2 [23] predicts the CLIP image embedding from a
text caption and synthesizes an image conditioned on both
the estimated CLIP embedding and the textual input.

2.2. Diffusion-based image manipulation methods

Text-driven image manipulation aims to preserve the
structure and background of the source image while selec-
tively editing the image to align with the target prompt. Sev-
eral works [6–9, 17, 18, 21, 32] employ publicly available
pretrained text-to-image diffusion models, such as Stable
Diffusion [24], to deal with the image editing tasks. For
example, DiffEdit [6] adaptively interpolates between the
source and target latents at each time step, guided by an
estimated object mask. Prompt-to-Prompt [9] substitutes
the self-attention and cross-attention maps of the source
latents for those retrieved from the target latents. Plug-and-
Play [32] injects the self-attention and intermediate feature
maps obtained from the source latents into the target im-
age generation process. Pix2Pix-Zero [21], on the other
hand, optimizes the target latent to align with cross-attention
maps extracted from the pretrained diffusion model, based
on both the source and target latents. Null-text inversion [20]
first inverts a source image using an optimization-based piv-
otal tuning procedure to achieve precise reconstruction and
then applies the Prompt-to-Prompt technique to generate
the target image based on the inverted image. MasaCtrl [5]
modifies traditional self-attention mechanisms in diffusion
models, allowing the model to utilize the local features ex-
tracted from the source image, hereby ensuring consistency
across generated images. Conditional score guidance [17]
derives a score function conditioned on both the source im-
age and source prompt to guide target image generation.
Prompt interpolation-based correction [18] refines the noise
prediction for the target latent by progressively interpolating
between the source and target prompts in a time-dependent
manner. Unlike these approaches, InstructPix2pix [3] fine-
tunes the pretrained Stable Diffusion using source images
and generated pairs of text instructions and target images.

3. Diffusion-Based Image-to-Image Translation
This section describes a simple DDIM-based method

tailored for the text-driven image-to-image translation task.

3.1. Inversion process of source images

Diffusion models [10, 27, 28] generate images through
inversion and reverse processes, which correspond to the for-

ward and backward processes, respectively. In the inversion
process, the original data x0 is progressively perturbed with
Gaussian noise, resulting in the sequence of intermediate
latent variables x1,x2, . . . ,xT . For text-driven image-to-
image translation, existing algorithms [6, 21] often employ
the deterministic process of DDIM [28] using pretrained
text-to-image diffusion models. The deterministic DDIM
inversion process is defined as follows:

xsrc
t+1 = f inv

t (xsrc
t )

=
√
αt+1

(
xsrc
t −

√
1− αtϵθ(x

src
t , t,ysrc)

√
αt

)
+
√

1− αt+1ϵθ(x
src
t , t,ysrc), (1)

where f inv
t (·) denotes the inversion process at time step t,

ϵθ(·, ·, ·) is the noise prediction network, xsrc
t is the noisy

source image at time step t, and ysrc is the CLIP [22] embed-
ding of the source prompt psrc. Note that xsrc

T is obtained by
recursively applying Eq. (1) starting from the source image
xsrc
0 , and it is subsequently used in the reverse process to

generate the target image.

3.2. Reverse process of target images

The target image xtgt
0 is generated from xtgt

T , which is
set equal to xsrc

T , using the DDIM reverse process given by

xtgt
t−1 = f rev

t (xtgt
t )

=
√
αt−1

(
xtgt
t −

√
1− αtϵθ(x

tgt
t , t,ytgt)

√
αt

)
+
√
1− αt−1ϵθ(x

tgt
t , t,ytgt), (2)

where f rev
t (·) is the reverse process function at time step

t, and xtgt
t and ytgt denote the target image at time step t

and the CLIP feature of the target prompt ptgt, respectively.
However, recursively applying Eq. (2) to synthesize the tar-
get image often fails to preserve the overall structure and
background of the source image. Therefore, we modify the
reverse process to generate the desired target image in a
training-free manner.

4. Proposed Approach
This section elaborates on our sampling strategy, which

optimizes the deterministic reverse process of DDIM with
respect to the representation guidance term.

4.1. Overview

We propose the optimized objective Ldist
t , referred to as

representation guidance, to address the limitations of the
recursive application of Eq. (2), which often fails to preserve
the structure of the source image. The key idea is to regulate
the reverse process, ensuring that the target image aligns
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Figure 1. Overview of the proposed method about utilizing the representation guidance.

semantically with the target prompt while maintaining the
overall structure of the source image through the guidance
term. The modified reverse process is given by

x̄tgt
t−1 = f̄ rev

t (x̄tgt
t )

=

√
αt−1

αt
x̄tgt
t −

√
1− αtγtϵθ(x̄

tgt
t , t,ytgt)

− ∇x̄tgt
t
Ldist
t , (3)

where f̄ rev
t (·) is defined by our modified reverse process at

time step t, and γt is equal to
√

αt−1

αt
−
√

1−αt−1

1−αt
. We will

discuss how Ldist
t is calculated in Section 4.3. Algorithm 1

summarizes the detailed procedures of the proposed method,
referred to as Optimized Inference with Guidance (OIG).

4.2. Naïve representation guidance

During the modified reverse process, we simply derive a
naïve distance objective, which is defined as

Lnaive-dist
t := −Sim

(
f img(x̂0(x̄

tgt
t , t,ytgt)), f txt(ptgt)

)
+βf∥M(x̄tgt

t , t,ytgt)−M(xsrc
t , t,ysrc)∥F , (4)

where f img(·) and f txt(·) are CLIP image and text encoders,
respectively, Sim(·, ·) represents the cosine similarity be-
tween two vectors, ∥ · ∥F denotes the Frobenius norm,

Algorithm 1 Optimized Inference with Guidance (OIG)

Inputs: A source image xsrc
0 , a source prompt ysrc, a

target prompt ytgt

for t← 0, · · · , T − 1 do
Compute xsrc

t+1 using Eq. (1)
end for
x̄tgt
T ← xsrc

T

for t← T, · · · , 1 do
Compute x̂0(x̄

tgt
t , t,ytgt) using Eq. (5).

Compute Ldist
t using Eq. (6).

Compute γt ←
√

αt−1

αt
−
√

1−αt−1

1−αt
.

Compute x̄tgt
t−1 using Eq. (3).

end for
xtgt
0 ← x̄tgt

0

Output: A target image xtgt
0

M(·, ·, ·) extracts an intermediate feature map from the noise
prediction network ϵθ(·, ·, ·), and βf is a hyperparameter.
Also, x̂0(·, ·, ·) is the estimated image sample based on the
following Tweedie’s formula [29]:

x̂0(xt, t,y) =
xt −

√
1− αtϵθ(xt, t,y)√

αt
. (5)



Table 1. Quantitative comparisons of our method with DiffEdit [6], Plug-and-Play [32] Pix2Pix-Zero [21], Null-text inversion [20], and
MasaCtrl [5] using the pretrained Stable Diffusion [24] and images sampled from the LAION-5B dataset [26]. InstructPix2pix [3] is included
only for reference because it requires extra fine-tuning. For the the drawing → oil painting task, we do not report the BD score since the
background is not clearly defined. Black and red bold-faced numbers represent the best and second-best performance in each column.

Method cat→ dog dog→ cat dog→ crochet dog horse→ zebra zebra→ horse drawing→ oil painting

CS (↑) SD (↓) BD (↓) CS (↑) SD (↓) BD (↓) CS (↑) SD (↓) BD (↓) CS (↑) SD (↓) BD (↓) CS (↑) SD (↓) BD (↓) CS (↑) SD (↓)
DiffEdit 0.297 0.025 0.191 0.291 0.033 0.118 0.304 0.031 0.107 0.322 0.030 0.090 0.287 0.033 0.167 0.278 0.047
Plug-and-Play 0.273 0.023 0.224 0.278 0.019 0.106 0.294 0.020 0.122 0.310 0.022 0.067 0.275 0.025 0.122 0.259 0.035
Pix2Pix-Zero 0.300 0.030 0.189 0.295 0.034 0.144 0.303 0.029 0.123 0.316 0.047 0.160 0.289 0.031 0.140 0.288 0.023
Null-text inv. 0.296 0.029 0.200 0.294 0.026 0.118 0.304 0.021 0.093 0.311 0.025 0.086 0.299 0.032 0.144 0.291 0.036
MasaCtrl 0.299 0.039 0.395 0.293 0.045 0.225 0.291 0.039 0.169 0.270 0.033 0.199 0.276 0.043 0.242 0.293 0.073
OIG (Ours) 0.298 0.020 0.153 0.297 0.019 0.084 0.315 0.015 0.071 0.324 0.026 0.067 0.289 0.021 0.112 0.293 0.013
InstructPix2pix 0.279 0.010 0.129 0.276 0.031 0.107 0.310 0.036 0.154 0.304 0.039 0.139 0.252 0.024 0.311 0.303 0.026

The second term of the right-hand side in Eq. (4) is in-
spired by the ability of intermediate feature maps extracted
from the noise prediction network to capture the semantic
information of the source image, as demonstrated in [32].
This term promotes the preservation of semantic features
from the source image in the generated target image.

4.3. Representation guidance

Building on the metric learning framework [12], we re-
fine the naïve objective in Eq. (4) by introducing a stricter
constraint. Specifically, we guide the generation of the tar-
get image to align more closely with the target prompt ptgt

than with the source prompt psrc. Furthermore, we encour-
age the generated target latent x̄tgt

t to remain semantically
closer to the source latent xsrc

t than x̄tgt
t+1, thereby effectively

preserving critical information from the source image.
Since the target latent x̄tgt

t+1 at the previous time step in-
herently contains less semantic information about the source
image than the source latent xsrc

t , we propose a stricter con-
straint than simply aligning x̄tgt

t with xsrc
t . Specifically, we

encourage x̄tgt
t to diverge from the target latent x̄tgt

t+1 at the
previous timestep. This design is motivated by the intu-
ition that such a strategy better preserves the semantic con-
tent of the source image during the reverse process. To
enforce this, we impose another constraint such that the
distance between M(x̄tgt

t , t,ytgt) and M(xsrc
t , t,ysrc) re-

mains smaller than the distance between M(x̄tgt
t , t,ytgt) and

M(x̄tgt
t+1, t+ 1,ytgt). Empirical results show that this strat-

egy effectively helps preserve the structure and semantic
information of the source image.

In summary, we define the representation guidance via the
effective distance objectives to realize the aforementioned
two constraints as follows:

Ldist
t :=

− λ1 min(0, Sim(f img(x̂0(x̄
tgt
t , t,ytgt)), f txt(ptgt))

− Sim(f img(x̂0(x̄
tgt
t , t,ytgt)), f txt(psrc))− βp)

+ λ2 max(0, βf∥M(x̄tgt
t , t,ytgt)−M(xsrc

t , t,ysrc)∥F
− ∥M(x̄tgt

t , t,ytgt)−M(x̄tgt
t+1, t+ 1,ytgt)∥F ), (6)

where λ1, λ2, and βp are hyperparameters.

5. Experiments
We compare the proposed algorithm, referred to as OIG,

with existing methods [3,5,6,20,21,32], using the pretrained
Stable Diffusion [24]. Additionally, we present an ablation
study to analyze the effects of the proposed components.

5.1. Implementation details

We implement the proposed method using PyTorch, based
on the publicly available code of Pix2Pix-Zero [21]. To
speed up the translation of given source images, we reduce
the number of denoising timesteps to 50 for all compared
algorithms including the proposed method. Additionally, we
replace the original captions with those generated by Boot-
strapping Language-Image Pre-training (BLIP) [19], as the
original captions often include languages other than English.
The target prompts are constructed from the source prompts
to reflect the tasks at hand. For instance, in the cat→ dog
task, we replace the token most closely related to “cat” in the
source prompt with the “dog” token based on the CLIP text
encoder. Note that we obtained results from the official codes
of DiffEdit [6], Plug-and-Play [32], Pix2Pix-Zero [21], Null-
text inversion [20] and MasaCtrl [5] using the same source
and target prompts with the classifier-free guidance [11]
and the pretrained Stable Diffusion v1-4 checkpoint for fair
comparisons. For the InstructPix2pix [3] experiments, we
use the official implementation and employ text instructions
corresponding to the image-to-image translation tasks, as
specified in the InstructPix2pix protocol, instead of using
the source and target prompts.

5.2. Experimental settings

Dataset and tasks We select about 250 images for each
task from the LAION-5B dataset [26], based on the high-
est CLIP similarity with the text description corresponding
to the source task [2] to compare our method with state-
of-the-art algorithms. For evaluation, we follow the stan-
dard experimental protocols of existing methods [20, 21] for
image-to-image translation tasks. Specifically, we focus on
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Figure 2. Qualitative comparisons between the proposed algorithm and state-of-the-art methods [3, 5, 6, 20, 21, 32] on the data sampled from
the LAION-5B dataset [26] using the pretrained Stable Diffusion [24]. Note that we strictly keep the original aspect ratio of each image
during all experiments, and we change the aspect ratio only for visualization.

object-centric tasks such as cat → dog, dog → cat, horse
→ zebra, and zebra→ horse. Additionally, we include the
dog→ crochet dog task, where the goal is to transform the
dog into one that resembles a yarn figure. We also test the
proposed approach by transforming hand-drawn sketches
into oil paintings in the drawing→ oil painting task.

Evaluation metrics We evaluate 1) how well the synthe-
sized target image aligns with the target prompt, and 2) how
effectively the structure of the source image is preserved after
translation. First, we measure the similarity between the tar-
get prompt and the generated target image using CLIP [22],
which we call CLIP Similarity (CS). To assess the overall
structural difference between the source and target images,
we use the self-similarity map of ViT [31] extracted from
both images. We then compute the squared Euclidean dis-
tance between their feature maps, which we call Structure
Distance (SD). Additionally, to evaluate how well each algo-
rithm preserves the background, we identify the background

components of both the source and target images by remov-
ing the object parts using the pretrained segmentation model,
Detic [34]. We measure the squared Euclidean distance be-
tween the background regions of the two images, which we
denote as Background Distance (BD).

5.3. Quantitative results

We present quantitative results in Table 1 to compare the
proposed method with state-of-the-art training-free appo-
raches [5, 6, 20, 21, 32] on various tasks using the pretrained
Stable Diffusion [24] and 250 real images sampled from
the LAION-5B dataset for each task. As shown in the ta-
ble, our method outperforms the compared algorithms on
most metrics, demonstrating its effectiveness for text-driven
image-to-image translation tasks. Additionally, we include
the results of InstructPix2pix [3], which requires additional
fine-tuning of GPT-3 [4] and Stable Diffusion, unlike the
proposed training-free method. However, since the primary



Table 2. Ablation study results to analyze the effect of the proposed component using the pretrained Stable Diffusion [24] and real images
sampled from the LAION-5B dataset [26] for various tasks. DDIM employs the reverse process defined in Eq. 2 while Naïve Distance
replaces the triplet-based distance objective of the representation guidance in Eq. 6 with the naive distance term in Eq. 4 and Distance utilizes
the representation guidance based on the triplet loss.

Method cat→ dog dog→ cat dog→ crochet dog horse→ zebra zebra→ horse drawing→ oil painting

CS (↑) SD (↓) BD (↓) CS (↑) SD (↓) BD (↓) CS (↑) SD (↓) BD (↓) CS (↑) SD (↓) BD (↓) CS (↑) SD (↓) BD (↓) CS (↑) SD (↓)
DDIM 0.289 0.072 0.347 0.289 0.063 0.224 0.299 0.069 0.242 0.310 0.081 0.255 0.289 0.079 0.221 0.269 0.128
Naïve Distance 0.298 0.020 0.159 0.297 0.020 0.087 0.316 0.017 0.080 0.322 0.023 0.081 0.290 0.027 0.143 0.292 0.016
OIG (Ours) 0.298 0.020 0.153 0.297 0.019 0.084 0.315 0.015 0.071 0.324 0.026 0.067 0.289 0.021 0.112 0.293 0.013

Source

Street with tree → Street with tree in the Minecraft world

Pix2Pix-Zero OIG (Ours) Source Pix2Pix-Zero OIG (Ours)

Standing → Running Standing → Laying

Pencil sketch → Photo House → Car

Soccer ball → A pair of shoes

Source Pix2Pix-Zero OIG (Ours)

Standing → Running

Figure 3. Qualitative comparisons between the proposed algorithm and Pix2Pix-Zero [21] on synthetic images given by Stable Diffusion [24].

objective of InstructPix2pix–mapping text instructions to
image-to-image translations–differs from our goal, its results
are reported only for reference.

5.4. Qualitative results

We visualize translated results in Figure 2 given by the
state-of-the-art methods [3, 5, 6, 20, 21, 32] and the proposed
approach, all using the pretrained Stable Diffusion and im-
ages sampled from the LAION-5B dataset. As presented
in the figure, our method demonstrates superior text-driven
image editing performance compared to other methods. Un-
like our approach, competing algorithms often struggle to
maintain the structural integrity of the source image in the
translated outputs.

To demonstrate the superior performance of the proposed
method, we qualitatively compare it with Pix2Pix-Zero us-
ing synthesized images generated by Stable Diffusion. As
shown in Figure 3, our method significantly outperforms
prior approaches, while Pix2Pix-Zero often fails to preserve

structure and introduces noticeable artifacts. We also show
additional editing examples of the proposed method on the
synthesized images given by the pretrained Stable Diffusion
in Figure 4, which verifies the effectiveness of our method.
Notably, our method demonstrates outstanding performance
even on multi-subject editing tasks. Additional qualitative
comparisons and examples are provided in Appendix E.

Furthermore, we introduce coherence guidance, which
is an additional component designed to improve the fine
details of the target image. Motivated by CycleGAN [35],
we leverage the concept of cycle-consistency between the
source and target domains using a pretrained diffusion model.
Empirical results demonstrate that the proposed approach
effectively refines minor details in the target image generated
through representation guidance, improving overall quality.
Comprehensive explanations and qualitative results of the
coherence guidance are provided in Appendix B. Note that
the results shown in the main paper were obtained without
incorporating the coherence guidance.
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Figure 4. Editing examples of the proposed method on synthetic images given by the pretrained Stable Diffusion [24]. Given the source and
target prompts, our method generates a target image while successfully preserving the overall structure of the source image and maintaining
the background excluding the parts to be manipulated.
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Figure 5. Qualitative reseults of the sensitivity analysis about the hyperparameter λ2 using the pretrained Stable Diffusion [24] and real
images sampled from the LAION-5B dataset [26].

5.5. Ablation study

To analyze the impact of each proposed component, we
conduct an ablation study on various tasks using synthetic
images generated by the pretrained Stable Diffusion and real
images sampled from the LAION-5B dataset. As demon-
strated in Table 2, Figure 6, and Appendix C, the triplet-
based distance term in Eq. (6) produces target images with
higher fidelity compared to the naïve distance objective de-
scribed in Eq. (4).

Furthermore, we qualitatively analyze the impact of the
hyperparameter λ2 on the results of the proposed method.
As illustrated in Figure 5, our approach exhibits robustness
across a range of λ2 values from 0.5 to 1.5. Empirical ob-

servations reveal that smaller λ2 values enhance alignment
between the target image and the target prompt but may com-
promise the structural consistency with the source image. In
contrast, larger λ2 values better preserve the structure of the
source image in the generated results, albeit at the expense
of slightly reduced fidelity to the target prompt.

6. Conclusion
We proposed a simple but effective method for text-driven

image-to-image translation tasks based on pretrained text-to-
image diffusion models. To enhance the fidelity of the target
images to the given prompt, we introduced representation
guidance based on a triplet-based distance objective for the
reverse process. For the derivation of the distance objec-



Pencil Sketch → Watercolor Painting

Pencil Sketch → Ukiyo-e

Photo → Watercolor Painting

Cat → Dog
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Dog → Cat

Dog → Crochet Dog

38
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117

33

Zebra → Horse Drawing → Oil Painting
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Figure 6. Qualitative results of our components on synthetic images (1st - 2nd row) and the data from LAION-5B dataset [26] (3rd - 5th row)
using the pretrained Stable Diffusion [24]. Representation guidance significantly modifies the details of the target image, such as removing
the artifacts, improving the backgrounds, and strictly fitting the structure into the source image.

tive, we encourage the target latents to align closely with
the target prompts compared with the source prompts for
fidelity while the target latents become closer to the source
latents rather than the previous target latents for preserving
the structure or background of the source image. To demon-
strate the effectiveness of our approach, we conducted exten-
sive experiments on various image manipulation tasks and
compared the results with state-of-the-art image-to-image
translation methods. Experimental results show that our
framework achieves outstanding qualitative and quantitative
performance in a variety of scenarios when combined with

the pretrained Stable Diffusion model.
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Appendix

In the Appendix, we analyze the runtime and computa-
tional complexity of our method and compare it with state-
of-the-art methods [5, 6, 20, 21, 32] in Section A. Section B
introduces additional component, referred to as coherence
guidance, which can be combined with the proposed method
to enhance the quality of the target image. In section C,
we visualize additional ablation study results. Section D
demonstrates the qualitative results of our method combined
with other pretrained diffusion models other than Stable
Diffusion [24] to highlight the generalizability of the pro-
posed method. Additional qualitative results are provided in
Section E. Finally, we discuss the limitations and potential
social impacts of the proposed method in Section F and G,
respectively.

A. Analysis on computational complexity

In Table 3, we report the runtime and computational com-
plexity of the proposed method and state-of-the-art meth-
ods [5,6,20,21,32] analyzed on a single NVIDIA A100 GPU.
As shown in the table, our method shows comparable com-
putational cost to prior works. Since the proposed method
shows superior performance compared to prior works, this
demonstrates that our method is a simple but effective ap-
proach.

B. Discussion on coherence guidance

B.1. Revised target generation

Different from previous frameworks [6, 9, 32] that revise
the backward process only, the revised method alternates the
estimation of the source and target latents in the order of
{x̄src

T−t, x̄
tgt
t }t=T−1:0, where x̄src

T−t and x̄tgt
t are source and

target latents obtained from our modified forward and back-
ward processes as shown in Figure 7. Note that, in the case of
t = T , x̄src

0 is equal to xsrc
0 , which is the source image, while

x̄tgt
T is set to xsrc

T , which is given by recursively performing
the deterministic DDIM inversion from the source image.
The two modified processes are denoted by forward with
guidance and backward with guidance. We refer our revised
method to Optimized Inference with Guidance+ (OIG+).
Algorithm 2 summarizes the detailed procedures of the pro-
posed guidances.

B.1.1 Forward with guidance

We revise the forward process in Eq. (1) by additionally
optimizing the proposed efficient version of the cycle-
consistency objective Lcycle, eff as described in Section B.3

with respect to the source latent x̄src
T−t as follows:

x̄src
T−t+1 =f̄ fwd

T−t(x̄
src
T−t)

=

√
αT−t+1

αT−t
x̄src
T−t

−
√

1− αT−tγ
′
T−tϵθ(x̄

src
T−t, T − t,ysrc)

−∇x̄src
T−t

λ3Lcycle, eff, (7)

where f̄ fwd
T−t(·) denotes the modified forward process at time

step T − t, γ′
T−t is equal to

√
αT−t+1

αT−t
−
√

1−αT−t+1

1−αT−t
, and

λ3 is a hyperparameter.

B.1.2 Backward with guidance

In the backward with guidance process, we improve the
backward process in Eq. (2) by optimizing both the distance
term Ldist

t and the cycle-consistency objective Lcycle, where
the modified backward process is given by

x̄tgt
t−1 =f̄ bwd

t (x̄tgt
t )

=

√
αt−1

αt
x̄tgt
t −

√
1− αtγtϵθ(x̄

tgt
t , t,ytgt)

−∇x̄tgt
t
(Ldist

t + λ4Lcycle), (8)

where f̄ bwd
t (·) is defined by our modified backward process

at time step t, γt is equal to
√

αt−1

αt
−
√

1−αt−1

1−αt
, and λ4 is

a hyperparameter. Ldist
t is the distance objective defined in

Eq. (6). We will discuss Lcycle in Section B.2.

B.2. Coherence guidance via cycle-consistency

The simple DDIM translation, recursively using the back-
ward process defined in Eq. (2) from the final target latent
xtgt
T , guarantees the cycle-consistency property as verified

by [30]. In other words, after converting the source domain
image xsrc

0 into xtgt
0 in the target domain and then transform-

ing xtgt
0 back to the source domain image denoted by x̂src

0 ,
the equality xsrc

0 = x̂src
0 holds.

Although the simple DDIM translation guarantees the
cycle-consistency, the property fails to hold in OIG because
the generation process is modified by incorporating the rep-
resentation guidance. Hence, we add an objective to enforce
the cycle-consistency to further enhance translation results.
As described in CycleGAN [35], the cycle-consistency term
is defined as ∥xsrc

0 − h(g(xsrc
0 ))∥2,2 in principle, where g(·)

is the image-to-image translation operation from the source
domain to the target domain, and vise versa for h(·). How-
ever, with the assumption that g(·) and h(·) are invertible,
we alternatively optimize the following cycle-consistency
objective, which is given by

Lcycle := ∥x̄tgt
0,f − x̄tgt

0,b∥2,2, (9)



Table 3. Runtime and computational complexity analysis of DiffEdit [6], Plug-and-Play [32] Pix2Pix-Zero [21], Null-text inversion [20],
MasaCtrl [5] and the proposed method. Each algorithm is tested on a single NVIDIA A100 GPU. The proposed method achieves comparable
runtime and memory consumption compared to prior works, while outperforming prior works.

Method DiffEdit Plug-and-Play Pix2Pix-Zero Null-text inversion MasaCtrl OIG (Ours)

time/image (s) 18.24 19.78 30.53 105.80 16.08 37.89
GPU Memory (GB) 4.188 4.103 11.975 10.110 10.68 8.363

…

…

Figure 7. Overview of the revised method about the forward guidance and backward guidance.

Algorithm 2 Text-Driven Image Editing based on Forward
and Backward Guidances

Inputs: A source image xsrc
0 , a source prompt ysrc, a

target prompt ytgt

for t← 0, · · · , T − 1 do
Compute xsrc

t+1 using Eq. (1)
end for
x̄tgt
T ← xsrc

T and x̄src
0 ← xsrc

0

for t← T, · · · , 1 do
Calculate Lcycle, eff using Eq. (13)

Compute γ′
T−t ←

√
αT−t+1

αT−t
−
√

1−αT−t+1

1−αT−t

Calculate x̄src
T−t+1 using Eq. (7)

▷ Forward with guidance

Calculate x̂0(x̄
tgt
t , t,ytgt) using Eq. (5)

Calculate Ldist
t using Eq. (6)

Compute Lcycle using Eq. (9)

Compute γt ←
√

αt−1

αt
−
√

1−αt−1

1−αt

Compute x̄tgt
t−1 using Eq. (8)

▷ Backward with guidance
end for
xtgt
0 ← x̄tgt

0

Output: A target image xtgt
0

where we denote x̄tgt
0,f by h−1(xsrc

0 ) and x̄tgt
0,b by g(xsrc

0 ).
The definition of h−1(·) and g(·) are given by

x̄tgt
0,f = h−1(xsrc

0 ) = F bwd(F̄ fwd(xsrc
0 ))

x̄tgt
0,b = g(xsrc

0 ) = F̄ bwd(F fwd(xsrc
0 )), (10)

where the auxiliary functions are defined as

F fwd(·) = f fwd
T−1 ◦ f fwd

T−2 · · · ◦ f fwd
0 (·),

F bwd(·) = f bwd
1 ◦ f bwd

2 · · · ◦ f bwd
T (·)

F̄ fwd(·) = f̄ fwd
T−1 ◦ f̄ fwd

T−2 · · · ◦ f̄ fwd
0 (·)

F̄ bwd(·) = f̄ bwd
1 ◦ f̄ bwd

2 · · · ◦ f̄ bwd
T (·).

Estimation of x̄tgt
0,f Using the equivalent ordinary differen-

tial equation of the simple DDIM forward process in Eq (1),
we first approximate x̄tgt

T,f which is equal to x̄src
T as

x̄tgt
T,f = x̄src

T ≈
√

αT

αt0

x̄src
t0

+

(
√
1− αT −

√
αT (1− αt0)

αt0

)
ϵθ(x̄

src
t0 , t0,y

src), (11)

where t0 is an intermediate time step. Although the ap-
proximation incurs discretization errors due to the one-step
estimation of x̄src

T from x̄src
t0 , we empirically observe that

the proposed method achieves remarkable performance as
demonstrated in Section B.4. When we estimate x̄tgt

t−1 from
x̄tgt
t during the backward with guidance, x̄tgt

T,f is derived
from Eq. (11) by plugging T − t+ 1 into t0. Finally, x̄tgt

0,f

is obtained by F bwd(x̄tgt
T,f ), where F bwd(·) performs T steps

of the recursive backward process in Eq. (2).

Estimation of x̄tgt
0,b To reduce the computational costs for

the estimation of x̄tgt
0,b from x̄tgt

t , we approximate x̄tgt
0,b using

the Tweedie’s formula [29] in Eq. (5) as

x̄tgt
0,b ≈ x̂0(x̄

tgt
t , t,ytgt). (12)
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Figure 8. Qualitative results of coherence guidance on the data from LAION-5B dataset [26] and synthetic images using the pretrained
Stable Diffusion [24]. Coherence guidance effectively modifies the details of the target image when combined with OIG.

We eventually calculate Lcycle by plugging x̄tgt
0,f and x̄tgt

0,b into
Eq. (9).

B.3. Efficient coherence guidance

In the case of the forward with guidance, computing the
gradient of Lcycle in Eq. (9) with respect to the source la-
tent x̄src

T−t, denoted as∇x̄src
T−t
Lcycle, is memory-intensive and

time-consuming since it involves multiple times of back-
propagation through the noise prediction network. To tackle
this issue, we alternatively derive the following efficient ver-
sion of the cycle-consistency objective that matches the final
target latents instead of the target images as

Lcycle, eff := ∥x̄tgt
T,f − x̄tgt

T,b∥2,2. (13)

In the above equation, x̄tgt
T,f is obtained based on a sin-

gle forward propagation of the noise prediction network
from Eq. (11) by setting t0 = T − t. We obtain x̄tgt

T,b

from F fwd(x̄tgt
0,b), where x̄tgt

0,b is estimated using Eq. (12)
and F fwd(·) recursively applies the DDIM inversion process
in Eq. (1) for T times.

Therefore, we can compute the gradient of Lcycle, eff with
respect to x̄src

T−t just by performing a single backpropagation
through the noise prediction network.

B.4. Qualitative results of OIG+

We visualize the effect of coherence guidance in Figure 8.
As shown in the Figure, OIG+ enhances the fine details
of the target image generated by OIG, such as reducing
high-frequency noise or facilitating the alignment of small
structural elements.

C. Additional ablation study
We report additional ablation study results of the proposed

method in Figure 9. We emphasize that the triplet-based
distance term in Eq. (6) enhances the fidelity of the target
image and preserves the overall structure well compared to
the naïve distance objective in Eq. (4).

D. Additional results using other pretrained
diffusion models

To demonstrate that the proposed method generalizes well
to other pretrained models, we generated target images using
our method with pretrained Distilled Stable Diffusion1 and
Latent Diffusion Model (LDM) [24]. Note that Distilled
Stable Diffusion is a lightweight model that has been trained

1https : / / huggingface . co / docs / diffusers / en /
using-diffusers/distilled_sd

https://huggingface.co/docs/diffusers/en/using-diffusers/distilled_sd
https://huggingface.co/docs/diffusers/en/using-diffusers/distilled_sd


by reducing the parameters of the denoising U-Net. Also,
the pipeline of LDM is similar to Stable Diffusion, however
the resolution of training data for LDM differ from those of
Stable Diffusion.

As visualized in Figure 10 and 11, the proposed method
shows superior performance when combined with Distilled
Stable Diffusion and LDM, which demonstrates that our
method can generalize well.

E. Additional qualitative results

We present additional qualitative results of OIG in Fig-
ure 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24 to
compare with state-of-the-art methods [3, 5, 6, 20, 21, 32] on
real images sampled from the LAION-5B dataset [26] using
the pretrained Stable Diffusion [24]. As visualized in the
figures, OIG achieves outstanding results while the previous
methods often fail to preserve the structure or background
of the source images.

In order to demonstrate the generalizability of the pro-
posed method, we perform additional experiments using
LAION-5B, CelebA-HQ [13], and Seasons [1] datasets. We
emphasize that we focus on evaluating image-to-image trans-
lation tasks both on object-centric tasks such as cat→ cat
wearing a scarf task and style transfer tasks like summer
→ winter task. As visualized in Figure 25, 26, 27, 28,
29, and 30, the proposed method demonstrates superior text-
driven image manipulation performance on real images for
various tasks. Figure 31, 32 and 33 also verify the effec-
tiveness of OIG on the synthesized images given by the
pretrained Stable Diffusion.

F. Limitations

We visualize the failure cases of our method in Figure 12.
These failure cases can be addressed by using OIG+, which
combines representation guidance and coherence guidance.
OIG+ effectively removes the artifacts and resolves incon-
sistencies in the target image, thereby improving the editing
performance of the proposed method.

In addition, since the DDIM inference process some-
times does not completely reconstruct the original image,
our method can struggle to preserve the information about
the source image and result in suboptimal image-to-image
translation results. Furthermore, the performance of the pro-
posed method is reliant on pretrained text-to-image diffusion
models, which may limit its ability to generate target images
for complex tasks effectively.

G. Social impacts

The proposed method may synthesize undesirable or inap-
propriate images depending on the pretrained text-to-image
generation model [24]. For example, the incompleteness of

the pretrained diffusion model can lead to the generation of
images that violate ethical regulations.



Source

Pencil Sketch → Watercolor Painting

Naive Distance OIG (Ours) Source

Pencil Sketch → Watercolor Painting

Naive Distance OIG (Ours)

Pencil Sketch → Ukiyo-e

Cat → Dog

Photo → Monet

Dog → Crochet Dog

Horse → Deer

Horse → Zebra

Horse → Deer

37
37

Pencil Sketch → Pointillism PaintingPencil Sketch → Van Gogh

Zebra → Horse

48

Figure 9. Qualitative results of our component on the data from LAION-5B dataset [26] and synthetic images using the pretrained Stable
Diffusion [24]. Representation guidance significantly improves the details of the target image, such as correcting the structural inconsistencies
between source and target images, preserving the structure of foreground region, and enhancing the fidelity.
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Figure 10. Qualitative results of the proposed method combined with Distilled Stable Diffusion on real images (1st - 4th row) sampled from
the LAION-5B dataset [26] and synthetic images (5th row) given by the pretrained Distilled Stable Diffusion.
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Figure 11. Qualitative results of the proposed method combined with LDM [24] on synthetic images given by the pretrained LDM.
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Figure 12. Failure cases of the proposed method on real images sampled from the LAION 5B dataset [26] (1st row) and CelebA-HQ
dataset [13] (2nd row). Provided failure samples can be addressed by utilizing OIG+.
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Figure 13. Additional qualitative results of the proposed method, DiffEdit [6], Plug-and-Play [32], and Pix2Pix-Zero [21] using the pretrained
Stable Diffusion [24] and real images sampled from the LAION 5B dataset [26] on the cat → dog task.
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Figure 14. Additional qualitative results of the proposed method, Null-text inversion [20], MasaCtrl [5], and InstructPix2Pix [3] using the
pretrained Stable Diffusion [24] and real images sampled from the LAION 5B dataset [26] on the cat → dog task.
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Figure 15. Additional qualitative results of the proposed method, DiffEdit [6], Plug-and-Play [32], and Pix2Pix-Zero [21] using the pretrained
Stable Diffusion [24] and real images sampled from the LAION 5B dataset [26] on the dog → cat task.
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Figure 16. Additional qualitative results of the proposed method, Null-text inversion [20], MasaCtrl [5], and InstructPix2Pix [3] using the
pretrained Stable Diffusion [24] and real images sampled from the LAION 5B dataset [26] on the dog → cat task.
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Figure 17. Additional qualitative results of the proposed method, DiffEdit [6], Plug-and-Play [32], and Pix2Pix-Zero [21] using the pretrained
Stable Diffusion [24] and real images sampled from the LAION 5B dataset [26] on the dog → crochet dog task.
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Figure 18. Additional qualitative results of the proposed method, Null-text inversion [20], MasaCtrl [5], and InstructPix2Pix [3] using the
pretrained Stable Diffusion [24] and real images sampled from the LAION 5B dataset [26] on the dog → crochet dog task.
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Figure 19. Additional qualitative results of the proposed method, DiffEdit [6], Plug-and-Play [32], and Pix2Pix-Zero [21] using the pretrained
Stable Diffusion [24] and real images sampled from the LAION 5B dataset [26] on the horse → zebra task.
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Figure 20. Additional qualitative results of the proposed method, Null-text inversion [20], MasaCtrl [5], and InstructPix2Pix [3] using the
pretrained Stable Diffusion [24] and real images sampled from the LAION 5B dataset [26] on the horse → zebra task.
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Figure 21. Additional qualitative results of the proposed method, DiffEdit [6], Plug-and-Play [32], and Pix2Pix-Zero [21] using the pretrained
Stable Diffusion [24] and real images sampled from the LAION 5B dataset [26] on the zebra → horse task.
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Figure 22. Additional qualitative results of the proposed method, Null-text inversion [20], MasaCtrl [5], and InstructPix2Pix [3] using the
pretrained Stable Diffusion [24] and real images sampled from the LAION 5B dataset [26] on the zebra → horse task.
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Figure 23. Additional qualitative results of the proposed method, DiffEdit [6], Plug-and-Play [32], and Pix2Pix-Zero [21] using the pretrained
Stable Diffusion [24] and real images sampled from the LAION 5B dataset [26] on the drawing → oil painting task.
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Figure 24. Additional qualitative results of the proposed method, Null-text inversion [20], MasaCtrl [5], and InstructPix2Pix [3] using the
pretrained Stable Diffusion [24] and real images sampled from the LAION 5B dataset [26] on the drawing → oil painting task.



real
cat-to-cat 
wearing a scarf
19 43 58 114 126 
133

real
cat-to-low poly 
cat
3, 9, 37, 201, 205, 
207,
1 로 대체

cat → cat wearing a scarf

cat → low poly cat

Source OIG Source OIG

Source OIG Source OIG

Figure 25. Qualitative results of the proposed method on real images sampled from the LAION 5B dataset [26] on the cat → cat wearing a
scarf and cat → low poly cat task.
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Figure 26. Qualitative results of the proposed method on real images sampled from the LAION 5B dataset [26] on the cat → teddy bear and
horse → deer task.
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Figure 27. Qualitative results of the proposed method on real images sampled from the CelebA-HQ dataset [13] using the pretrained Stable
Diffusion [24].
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Figure 28. Qualitative results of the proposed method on real images sampled from the CelebA-HQ dataset [13] using the pretrained Stable
Diffusion [24].
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Figure 29. Qualitative results of the proposed method with real images sampled from the Seasons dataset [1] for style transfer tasks using the
pretrained Stable Diffusion [24].
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Figure 30. Qualitative results of the proposed method with real images sampled from the Seasons dataset [1] on style transfer tasks using the
pretrained Stable Diffusion [24].
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Figure 31. Qualitative results of the proposed method with synthetic images given by the pretrained Stable Diffusion [24] on style transfer
tasks.
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Figure 32. Qualitative results of the proposed method with synthetic images given by the pretrained Stable Diffusion [24] on style transfer
tasks.
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Figure 33. Qualitative results of the proposed method with synthetic images given by the pretrained Stable Diffusion [24].
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