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Abstract

Recently, text-to-image generation models have achieved
remarkable advancements, particularly with diffusion mod-
els facilitating high-quality image synthesis from textual
descriptions. However, these models often struggle with
achieving precise control over pixel-level layouts, object
appearances, and global styles when using text prompts
alone. To mitigate this issue, previous works introduce con-
ditional images as auxiliary inputs for image generation,
enhancing control but typically necessitating specialized
models tailored to different types of reference inputs. In this
paper, we explore a new approach to unify controllable gen-
eration within a single framework. Specifically, we propose
the unified image-instruction adapter (UNIC-Adapter) built
on the Multi-Modal-Diffusion Transformer architecture, to
enable flexible and controllable generation across diverse
conditions without the need for multiple specialized models.
Our UNIC-Adapter effectively extracts multi-modal instruc-
tion information by incorporating both conditional images
and task instructions, injecting this information into the im-
age generation process through a cross-attention mecha-
nism enhanced by Rotary Position Embedding. Experimen-
tal results across a variety of tasks, including pixel-level
spatial control, subject-driven image generation, and style-
image-based image synthesis, demonstrate the effectiveness
of our UNIC-Adapter in unified controllable image genera-
tion.

1. Introduction

Recent advancements in text-to-image (T2I) generation
models [3, 5, 12, 20, 23, 29, 38, 42, 51], primarily driven by
diffusion models [16], have been witnessed in recent years.
By leveraging large-scale paired text-image data [48], nu-
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Figure 1. With the UNIC-Adapter, SD3 enables flexible and con-
trollable generation across multiple reference modalities within a
single model. (a) to (d) represent text prompts, task instructions,
conditional images, and generated images, respectively.

merous open-source T2I models, like Stable Diffusion 1.5
(SD1.5) [42], Stable Diffusion XL (SDXL) [38], Pixart-
series [5—7], Stable Diffusion 3 (SD3) [12], Hunyuan-
DiT [28], and FLUX.1-dev [23] have significantly enhanced
the fidelity of images generated from natural language de-
scriptions. These models utilize a range of architectures,
spanning from U-Net-based designs [43] to the more recent
Diffusion-Transformer-based frameworks [35].

Despite these advancements, relying solely on text
prompts often falls short in defining pixel-level spatial
structures and geometric details, exact object appearances,
and global styles of a specific image To address this lim-
itation, recent research [13, 18, 33, 34, 45, 55, 59, 61] has
incorporated conditional images as add1t10na1 1nputs along-
side text prompts. These conditional images offer finer
control over pixel-level [61, 63], object-level [34, 55, 59],
or style-specific [13, 15, 54] features in the generated out-
puts. For example, ControlNet [61] enables pixel-level spa-
tial control by integrating structural inputs, such as depth
and edge maps, through a parallel encoder tailored for



each type of control. Similarly, IP-Adapter [59] enables
content-specific control by conditioning on a reference im-
age and injecting its CLIP-based [40] embeddings via cross-
attention layers. However, these methods often necessi-
tate individual model training for each control type, result-
ing in increased training costs and complicating the inte-
gration of different control inputs. [PAdapter-Instruct [44]
extends IP-Adapter by incorporating instruction prompts
to specify task types for different conditional images, en-
abling multi-task handling within a single model. UniCon-
trol [39] tackles various pixel-level control tasks within a
unified model by introducing task-specific adapters to ex-
tract features for different visual conditions. Meanwhile,
Uni-ControlNet [62] divides conditional images into two
groups: local (pixel-level) and global (image-level) condi-
tions, and designs dedicated adapters for each group. How-
ever, this approach is not fully unified, as the two adapters
are trained separately.

To further unify diverse reference inputs, including text,
edge maps, content images, style images, etc., Instruct-
Imagen [17] represents them as multi-modal instructions
within a single framework. OmniGen [57], a latest work,
proposes using a transformer model [1] for various image
generation tasks with multi-modal interleaved text and im-
ages as inputs. To adapt the model for multi-modal instruc-
tions, these two methods involve multi-stage training of the
entire model. To enable more efficient training for unified
controllable image generation, this paper seeks to design an
adapter based on a pre-trained T2I model, avoiding the need
to train the entire model.

Given that DiT-based architectures [36] equipped with
pure transformer blocks have become the mainstream in
T2I models [5, 12, 23, 28], we choose SD3, an open-
source state-of-the-art (SOTA) model, as the foundation
model for studying the adapter. To achieve unified con-
trollable image generation across various conditions, we
employ the Multi-Modal-Diffusion Transformer (MM-DiT)
structure [12, 23], which enables full cross-attention be-
tween text and image features to extract multi-modal in-
struction information. By treating text as an independent
modality, the MM-DIiT allocates substantial model capacity
to capture and understand text-based information, thereby
improving its interpretation of text prompts [12]. Lever-
aging the strengths of the MM-DiT, we propose a unified
image-instruction adapter (UNIC-Adapter) to facilitate im-
age generation conditioned on various types of reference
images with a task instruction indicating the desired gen-
eration target. Specifically, task instruction and conditional
image features are extracted by text encoders [40, 41] and
a Variational Autoencoder (VAE) [12], respectively. Then,
the adapter processes instruction and image features using
MM-DiT blocks, which are subsequently integrated into the
main generation branch via a cross-attention mechanism.

To further enhance spatial awareness, which is essential for

pixel-level control, we incorporate Rotary Position Embed-

ding (RoPE) [50] into the query and key features within the
cross-attention. With the proposed UNIC-Adapter, SD3 can
generate images under a wide array of conditions, as shown

in Figure 1.

In summary, our contributions are threefold:

* We are the first to leverage the MM-DiT architecture for
unified controllable generation across various types of
reference images in T2I models.

* We introduce an effective feature injection method based
on cross-attention, enhanced with RoPE encoding for bet-
ter spatial control.

* Equipped with our UNIC-Adapter, SD3 enables unified
controllable generation across 14 types of conditional im-
ages in our experiments.

2. Related Work

2.1. Text-to-Image Generation Models

Mainstream T2I generation models [5, 12, 38, 42] are pri-
marily based on diffusion models [16], which generate im-
ages by learning to reverse a progressive noise-adding pro-
cess. In these models, text input typically serves as a con-
ditional signal, guiding the generation process to align with
the provided description. The success of transformer archi-
tectures [53], particularly in large language models [2, 52],
has significantly influenced T2I model architectures, evolv-
ing them from convolution-transformer hybrids [38, 42] to
fully transformer-based designs [5-7, 12, 23, 28]. Recently,
the MM-DiT architecture [12, 23] has advanced this evolu-
tion by treating text and image features as distinct modal-
ities with full-attention mechanisms, enabling each modal-
ity to attend to the other. This approach outperforms tra-
ditional cross-attention setups, where text features are used
only as keys and values [12]. However, relying solely on
text-based conditioning presents limitations, particularly for
images that require detailed spatial layouts, specific ob-
ject appearances, or style control. Our work builds upon
these transformer-based diffusion models by integrating ad-
ditional conditional images and task instructions, thereby
enhancing the flexibility and controllability of T2I genera-
tion.

2.2. Conditional Image-based T2I Models

Conditional image-based T2I models introduce auxiliary
image inputs to complement textual prompts, enabling finer
control over aspects such as spatial layout [26, 61, 63], ob-
ject content [9, 24, 31, 49, 59], and stylistic elements [13,
14, 54]. For pixel-level spatial control, ControlNet [61]
employs a duplicated U-Net encoder to process specific
types of conditional images (e.g., edge, pose, and depth
maps) and integrates the features into the main T2I model
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Figure 2. The overall architecture of our proposed UNIC-Adapter. The task instruction and conditional image features are progressively
attending to each other through a series of NV adapter blocks. In each adapter block, the image features Zin, from MM-DiT block in the
main image generation branch serve as the query, while both task instruction features Ziy and conditional image features Zco, function as
keys and values. For simplicity, normalization layers and feed-forward networks are omitted in this figure.

through residual connections in the U-Net decoder. An-
other key work, IP-Adapter [59], uses the Vision Trans-
former (ViT) [11] encoder from CLIP [40] to extract fea-
tures from conditional images. These features are then in-
corporated into the U-Net backbone via cross-attention lay-
ers, achieving controllable generation with contents from
conditional images. IPAdapter-Instruct [44] extends this by
introducing an instructional prompt that guides the interpre-
tation of conditional images. To minimize the necessity for
individual model training for each type of conditional im-
age in ControlNet, UniControl [39] unifies nine pixel-level
control tasks within a single model, leveraging task-specific
feature extraction adapters and a task-aware HyperNet to
modulate features based on task instructions. To achieve
control with image content as well as spatial layout, Uni-
ControlNet [62] incorporates two dedicated adapters for lo-
cal (pixel-level control) and global (CLIP-image embed-
ding control) conditions, respectively. Unlike these meth-
ods, which freeze the base model and only training the
newly added modules / adapters, Instruct-Imagen [17] pro-
poses using multi-modal instructions and optimize the en-
tire model, including the base model (Imagen [46]) and the
new cross-attention layers, for image generation under dif-
ferent conditions. A recent work, OmniGen [57], develops
a unified image generation model for various multi-modal
inputs using a transformer-based architecture [1]. In this
paper, we aim to enhance the generation capabilities of an
existing T2I model for diverse conditions by introducing
a unified image-instruction adapter, named UNIC-Adapter,
without the need to train the entire model.

3. Method

In this section, we first provide a brief overview of the DiT
and MM-DiT employed in SOTA T2I models. Then, we de-
scribe our UNIC-Adapter, which incorporates task instruc-
tions and conditional images to enhance the model’s capa-
bility to interpret various user-specified conditions.

3.1. Preliminary

Diffusion Transformer Block. In DiT Block-based T2I
models [5], conditional text features Ziy; extracted from text
encoders [40, 41] are integrated into DiT Blocks via cross-
attention layers. Specifically, in each DiT Block, the con-
ditional text features are first mapped to key Ky and value
Vix features through linear transformations L, while the im-
age feature Zj,, is mapped to a query feature Q)ing. An at-
tention mechanism then updates the image features Zjne by
attending to Ky, and Viy:

Ky = Lfa(lel), Vi = L[z;(t(lel)y Qimg = Lz'ng

Zim 3
/ (Zimg) "

Zimg = Attﬂ(Qimg, K, Vm),
where Attn indicates the multi-head attention [53]. In this
setup, the same Zy, features are provided to DiT Blocks
across different layers as static conditioning signals, which
may limit the utilization of text features.

Multi-modal Diffusion Transformer Block. Recent
T2I models [12, 23] based on MM-DiT Blocks enhance
DiT Blocks by treating conditional text as an independent
modality capable of dynamically interacting with image
features across layers. In MM-DiT, both text and image
features serve as queries, keys, and values, enabling cross-
modal attention in both directions through a full-attention



mechanism. Specifically, the MM-DiT layer performs the
following operations:

lel - qu(lel), lel - Ltqu(Zm), ‘/;xl - qu(Zm),

. 2)
Qimg = Lﬁng(Zimg)7 Kimg = Li’ing(Zimg% Vimg = Liqing(Zimg)-

These queries, keys, and values are processed in a full-
attention layer, where each modality attends to both text and
image features:

Zt/xt = Attn(Qui, [letHKimg]a [Vtxt||Ving7

, 3

Zimg = Attn(Qimga [Ktxt”Kimg]a [‘/txt”‘/img])a ( )
where || denotes concatenation. This enhanced interaction
facilitates richer cross-modal feature extraction, as text and
image features are iteratively refined across layers, improv-
ing text-guided image generation [12]. This design has been
adopted in recent SOTA T2I [12, 23] models.

3.2. UNIC-Adapter

As shown in Figure 2, the UNIC-Adapter introduces two
additional inputs: task instructions and conditional images.
This integration enables unified controllable image genera-
tion by allowing the model to interpret and apply specific
features from a variety of conditional images, guided by the
task instruction. Below, we provide a detailed description
of its structure.

Image-instruction Feature Extraction. To enable a
comprehensive understanding of task instructions and con-
ditional images, we leverage MM-DiT blocks to enhance
the interaction between these inputs. Specifically, we adopt
SD3 as our base model. Following the setup in SD3, task
instruction features, denoted as Zg, are extracted using text
encoders such as CLIP-G/14 [10], CLIP-L/15 [40], and
TS5 XXL [41]. Simultaneously, conditional image features,
Z.on» Which represent one of several condition types (e.g.,
edge maps, depth maps, subject content images, or style-
reference images), are obtained through the VAE. Within
the MM-DiT blocks, task instruction and conditional image
features undergo mutual attention updates, defined as fol-
lows:

Qist = L?sl(ZiSt)7 Kig = Lﬁt(Zisl), Vie = Lit[(Zisl)7

QCOH = Lgon(ZCUH)v Keon = Lfon(ZCUH)? Veon = L:on(Zcon)v
Ziy = AN (Qis, [Kis|| Keon], [Vist| Vion]),

’

Zcon = Attn(Qcony [KisI”Kcon]: [Mst”%on])

“)

These updates ensure that the task instruction Zjy and con-
ditional image Z,, dynamically refine each other’s features
by selectively attending to relevant information.
Image-instruction Feature Injection. To improve the
model’s responsiveness to diverse user-defined conditions,
the key and value features from both instruction and con-
ditional image inputs are integrated simultaneously into the
main image generation branch through cross-attention [17,

55, 59]. This mechanism ensures that the feature injection is
directed by the specific task instruction. Experiments indi-
cate that injecting either conditional image features or task
instruction features alone through cross-attention results in
suboptimal performance, as demonstrated in the ablation
studies of Section 4. By contrast, the simultaneous incorpo-
ration of both feature types optimally supports unified con-
trolled image generation. Accordingly, the image features
Zi'mg from Equation 3 are further updated as follows:

’

Qimg = Lgross(Zimg)7

" , , )
Zimg = Zimg + Attn(Qimg7 [KiSlHKCOH]a [‘/mt”‘/con])

In this setup, we introduce a new linear layer, Ld.ss, de-
signed to enhance the model’s ability to attend to image-
instruction features effectively. This additional layer has
been shown to improve performance, as validated in our ex-
periments. Overall, this cross-attention operation facilitates
controlled image generation, leveraging desired attributes
from both the conditional image and the task instruction.

Position Embedding. The positional information of
conditional image features is crucial for pixel-level con-
trol tasks, as methods like ControlNet incorporate features
through pixel-to-pixel addition. To improve pixel-level
control precision, we integrate Rotary Position Embedding
(RoPE) [50] into both the query and key features prior to
cross-attention. RoPE provides relative positional encod-
ing, ensuring that query and key features with closer pixel
coordinates yield higher similarity scores, thereby improv-
ing spatial alignment in the generated output. It has been
used in T2I [23] and text-to-video [58] models.

Specifically, we apply 1-D RoPE separately to the height
and width dimensions. Given a feature vector f € RIPI at
position (h,w), we split f into two halves: f;, € RIPI/2 for
the height dimension and f,, € RIP!I/2 for the width. For
the height component f, the rotary matrix R, is defined
as:

cos(hfp) —sin(hbp) - - - 0 0
sin(hfo) cos(hby) --- 0 0
0 0 - cos(h8;) — sin(hb;)

0 0 - sin(hé;) cos(hé;)

where 0; = b="/IPI, with b = 10000 and I = | D|/4—1. The
rotary matrix R,, for the width component f,, is defined
analogously. The updated feature vector f is then computed
as:
f = [Rhthwaw]' (7N
ROPE is applied to both query and key features in Equa-
tion 5 and Equation 4, with the position coordinates of Ky
set to (0,0). By embedding relative positional information
in this way, RoPE enhances the model’s precision in pixel-
level control, while maintaining robustness and adaptability
across various tasks.



4. Experiments

In this section, we conduct extensive experiments to evalu-
ate the performance of our UNIC-Adapter in various con-
ditional image generation tasks. Detailed ablation studies
are also conducted to analyze the contribution of individual
components within our framework. Additional experimen-
tal results are available in the Appendix.

4.1. Tasks and Datasets

Our evaluation covers three major tasks: pixel-level spa-
tial control, subject-driven image generation, and style-
image-based T2I generation. Below, we briefly describe the
datasets used for training each task.

Pixel-level Spatial Control. For pixel-level spatial con-
trol, we employ the MultiGen-20M dataset [39], which in-
cludes 12 types of pixel-level control annotations, such as
Canny, HED, Sketch, Depth, Normal, Skeleton, Bbox, Seg-
mentation, Outpainting, Inpainting, Deblurring, and Col-
orization. The dataset contains 2.8 million images with 20
million control annotations, and we reserve 1,000 samples
for qualitative evaluation. For segmentation map condition-
ing, we also use the ADE20k [64] training set, which in-
cludes approximately 20,000 samples. These annotations
serve as conditional images, and we use GPT-40 [2] to
generate 20 synonymous instructions for each control type,
such as “Generate an image from this edge map.”

Subject-driven Image Generation. For subject-driven
image generation, we use three datasets: Openlmages
v7 [22], GRIT [37], and OpenStory++ [60]. Following
the methodology of Subject-Diffusion [31], we utilize Blip-
2 [25] to generate captions for images without annota-
tions and use spaCy* to extract subject tags. Ground-
ingDINO [30] is used to obtain bounding boxes for each
subject, and SAM [21] is employed to generate subject seg-
mentation maps based on these bounding boxes. After pro-
cessing and filtering, we obtain 2.1 million subject-image
pairs. We also use GPT-40 to generate 20 instructions, such
as “Generate an image from this dog image.”

Style-image-based Image Generation. For style-
image-based generation, we use the WikiArt [47] and Style-
Booth [14] datasets. For StyleBooth, we randomly select an
image from the same style subset as the conditional image,
and for WikiArt, we employ CLIP-I [40] similarity to re-
trieve a conditional image for each training image. These
two datasets comprise approximately 90,000 images. Addi-
tionally, we use GPT-40 to generate 20 instructions, such as
“Generate an image based on this style image.”

4.2. Implementation Details

Our UNIC-Adapter framework is based on the SD3
medium [12] model. Since instruction texts and conditional

*https://github.com/explosion/spaCy

Method Canny HED Seg. Depth
(F1 Score?) [ (SSIM?) | (mloU?1) | (RMSEJ)

Single-task

T2I-Adapter [33] 23.65 - 12.61 48.40

Gligen [27] 26.94 0.5634 | 23.78 38.83

ControlNet [61] 34.65 0.7621 | 32.55 35.90

ControlNet++ [26] 37.04 0.8097 | 43.64 28.32
Multi-task

UniControl [39] 30.82 0.7969 | 25.44 39.18

Uni-ControlNet [62]|  27.32 0.6910 | 19.39 40.65

OmniGen [57] 35.54 0.8237 | 44.23 28.54

Ours 38.94 0.8369 | 42.89 31.10

Table 1. Results of different methods on four pixel-level control
image generation tasks. 1 indicates that higher values are better,
while | indicates that lower values are better. The best results for
each metric are bolded, and the second-best results are underlined.

Method |DINOt CLIP-If CLIP-Tt

Fine-Tuning

Textual Inversion [32]| 0.569  0.780 0.255
DreamBooth [45] 0.668 0.803 0.305
BLIP-Diffusion [24] | 0.670 0.805 0.302

Test Time Tuning Free

Re-Imagen [8] 0.600 0.740 0.270
SuTI [9] 0.741 0.819 0.304
Kosmos-G [34] 0.694 0.847 0.287
OmniGen [57] 0.801  0.847 0.301
Ours 0.816 0.841  0.306

Table 2. Results of different methods on the DreamBench
dataset [45] for subject-driven image generation.

are variations of text and image modalities, the UNIC-
Adapter is initialized using the base T2I model’s parame-
ters, which minimizes learning difficulty. We freeze the pa-
rameters of base SD3 medium model and the feed-forward
layer after the attention layer in adapter blocks, and train
all other newly introduced parameters, resulting in approxi-
mately 1.2 billion trainable parameters. We use the AdamW
optimizer [19] with a learning rate of 0.0001 and a weight
decay of 0.01. Training is performed on 16 H100 GPUs for
100,000 steps, with a batch size of 16 per GPU.

4.3. Main Results

We present experimental results of the proposed UNIC-
Adapter framework across three major tasks.

Pixel-Level Spatial Control.  Following previous
work [26, 57], we evaluate performance based on the simi-
larity between control conditions extracted from generated
images and the specified pixel-level control inputs. The
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Figure 3. Visualization results of our UNIC-Adapter on twelve pixel-level control tasks from the MultiGen-20M dataset. The first and third
rows show different types of conditional images, while the second and fourth rows display the corresponding generated images.

evaluation is conducted on the test set of MultiGen-20M
with canny edge, hed edge, and depth map conditions and
on ADE20k test set with segmentation map condition. As
shown in Table |, UNIC-Adapter achieves the best perfor-
mance on canny and hed edge map conditions, and demon-
strates comparable performance on depth and segmentation
map conditions, compared to SOTA methods like Control-
Net++ [26] for single-task and OmniGen [57] for multi-
task scenarios. Figure 3 shows qualitative results on 12
tasks from MultiGen-20M, illustrating that UNIC-Adapter
consistently produces images accurately aligned with pixel-
level controls.

Subject-Driven Image Generation. Evaluation is con-
ducted using 30 objects and 25 prompts from the Dream-
Bench dataset [45]. Following prior work [34], we generate
4 images for each prompt and measure subject fidelity using
DINO [4] and CLIP-I scores and text fidelity with CLIP-
T [40]. As shown in Table 2, UNIC-Adapter achieves high
subject-image consistency and maintains strong alignment

between the generated images and text prompts. Qualita-
tive examples in Figure 4 demonstrate that UNIC-Adapter
effectively generates images closely resembling input sub-
jects across various contexts.

Style-image-based Image Generation. For the same
text prompt, style images from StyleBooth [14] are ran-
domly selected as conditional images. The qualitative re-
sults in Figure 5 indicate that UNIC-Adapter effectively
captures and applies stylistic elements from conditional im-
ages, generating artistically consistent outputs.

4.4. Ablation Studies

To better understand the impact of individual components in
the UNIC-Adapter framework, we conduct ablation studies
by systematically modifying or removing key modules. For
efficiency, the models in this part are trained on the subject-
driven image generation task and four tasks (canny, hed,
depth, and segmentation) from MultiGen-20M.

Query and Key Feature Choices. We investigate the ef-
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Figure 4. Visualization results of our UNIC-Adapter on Dream-
Bench for subject-driven generation. The first column displays the
subject images, while the other three columns show the generated
images based on different prompts.

Style image
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Figure 5. Visualization results of our UNIC-Adapter on style-
image-based T2I generation. The first row shows the reference
style image, and each subsequent row contains images generated
from the same prompt, influenced by different style images.

fect of different query and key feature choices in Equation 5.
First, we fix the query features as Qi and Qime and exam-
ine the impact of different key features. As shown in Ta-

Conditional Image

UNIC-Adapter UNIC-Adapter w/o PE  TPAdapter-Instruct®

Figure 6. Comparison of visualization results of our UNIC-
Adapter with and without position embedding, and IPAdapter-
Instruct* on pixel-level control generation using canny edge con-
ditional images. UNIC-Adapter generates images that are more
closely aligned with the conditional images compared to the other
two methods.

Subject image ControlNet* UNIC-Adapter

UNIC-Adapter

ControlNet*

Figure 7. Comparison of visualization results between our UNIC-
Adapter and ControlNet* on subject-driven generation. Compared
to ControlNet*, UNIC-Adapter achieves better consistency be-
tween subject images and generated images.

ble 3, K on plays a critical role in pixel-level spatial control
tasks and in maintaining subject-image similarity. Relying
solely on Kjg as key feature (Exp. 3) significantly reduces
performance across pixel-level control tasks and subject-
image similarity. We also investigate the impact of query
features and find that using Q)i alone as the query feature
(Exp. 5) also degrades performance. In general, using Qimg
as the query and both K o, and Kj as key features (Exp.
4) yields optimal performance on pixel-level control tasks
and comparable performance on subject-driven generation
tasks. This highlights the importance of task instruction
features in unified controllable generation. We adopt this
configuration for subsequent experiments.

Importance of Position Embedding. To enhance the
control precision of pixel-level tasks, we experiment with
incorporating different types of position embeddings, in-



Exp. Query Key Canny HED Seg. Depth Subject-Driven
Number | Qimg Qtat | Keon Kise | (F1 Score?) (SSIMT) (mloU?T) (RMSE]) | DINOt CLIP-It CLIP-T?
1 v v v v 29.98 0.7840  30.84 34.05 0.778  0.827 0.309
2 v v v 29.01 0.7767  29.00 35.39 0.769  0.825 0.307
3 v v v 22.38 0.5599 2296 38.82 0.694  0.780 0.319
4 v v v 31.32 0.7934  30.94 33.16 0.769  0.823 0.308
5 v v v 19.10 03730  17.06 46.95 0.669  0.782 0.317
6 v v 29.24 0.7786  27.81 34.12 0.750  0.817 0.313

Table 3. Results of different query and key feature choices on pixel-level control tasks and subject-driven generation task.

Method Canny HED Seg. Depth Subject-Driven
(F1 Score?) (SSIM?T) (mloU?T) (RMSEJ) | DINOt CLIP-IT CLIP-Tt

w/o PE 31.32 0.7934 30.94 33.16 0.769 0.823 0.308
w/ Abs PE 31.51 0.7967 30.31 32.98 0.740 0.809 0.314
w/ Abs PE + Loss 36.93 0.8348 33.22 32.74 0.751 0.811 0.314
w/ RoPE 34.65 0.8248 32.13 33.45 0.761 0.817 0.313
w/ ROPE + Lo 37.95 0.8420 33.32 32.25 0.784 0.829 0.309
w/o txt 36.31 0.8387 33.71 31.60 0.788 0.830 0.308
w/o txt update 36.31 0.8387 33.71 31.60 0.772 0.821 0.310
ControlNet* 38.18 0.8382 34.81 31.46 0.749 0.815 0.313
IPAdapter-Instruct* 15.81 0.2191 16.12 47.81 0.788 0.852 0.294

Table 4. Results of two baseline methods and different module combinations of our UNIC-Adapter on pixel-level control tasks and subject-

driven generation task.

cluding the absolute position embedding in SD3 and the
ROoPE used in our adapter, to query and key features of each
layer. As shown in Table 4, RoPE yields better performance
than absolute embeddings. We further examine the impact
of introducing a new linear layer, L&, for query image
features in the main branch. Table 4 shows that the addition
of L&oss improves results further, particularly in pixel-level
control tasks and subject-image similarity. This indicates
the importance of L&oss in enabling query features Qimg to
retrieve specific features from conditional image and task
instruction. Figure 6 shows that UNIC-Adapter without po-
sition embedding often generates images with incomplete
or incorrect details from control signals.

Comparison with Baseline Methods. We repro-
duce two baseline methods, ControlNet* and IPAdapter-
Instruct®, in our framework. For ControlNet*, we replace
the cross-attention mechanism in the image-instruction fea-
ture injection module with an addition operation (as did in
ControlNet) while retaining other settings. For IPAdapter-
Instruct®*, we reproduce results by referring to the open-
source code® on our datasets. As shown in Table 4, Control-
Net* achieves performance comparable to our final model
on pixel-level control tasks but exhibits suboptimal subject-

$https://github.com/unity-research/IP-Adapter-Instruct

image similarity on the subject-driven generation task. The
visualization results in Figure 7 show that ControlNet* of-
ten produces images with distorted subject content. In con-
trast, IPAdapter-Instruct* performs well on subject-driven
generation tasks but poorly on pixel-level control tasks.
Due to compressing conditional images into 16 tokens with-
out precise spatial information, the generated images from
IPAdapter-Instruct* in Figure 6 fail to accurately capture the
pixel-level details of the conditioned images. In compari-
son, our UNIC-Adapter achieves consistently superior re-
sults across both task types, demonstrating its effectiveness
and suitability for unified controllable image generation.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we present UNIC-Adapter, a unified frame-
work for controllable T2I generation that integrates diverse
conditional image inputs and task instructions within a sin-
gle model. Built on the MM-DiT architecture, our approach
leverages cross-attention mechanisms and RoPE to achieve
precise pixel-level control, as well as high subject fidelity,
across multiple generation tasks. Our extensive experiments
on tasks such as pixel-level spatial control, subject-driven
image generation, and style-image-based T2I generation
demonstrate the effectiveness of the UNIC-Adapter.
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UNIC-Adapter: Unified Image-instruction Adapter with Multi-modal
Transformer for Image Generation

Supplementary Material

6. Additional implementation details

In this section, we provide additional implementation de-
tails of our UNIC-Adapter.

6.1. Model Architecture

As described in the main paper, our UNIC-Adapter shares
the same architecture as the SD3 medium model [12] and is
initialized using the parameters of the SD3 medium. Specif-
ically, our UNIC-Adapter consists of 24 MM-DiT blocks,
with each block containing two AdalLayerNormZero lay-
ers, one Attention layer, and two Feed-Forward layers. To
reduce the number of trainable parameters, we freeze the
parameters of the Feed-Forward layers and only train the
remaining layers.

6.2. Training Details

The dataset mixing ratios are set as follows: pixel-level
spatial control: 0.4, subject-driven image generation: 0.5,
and style-image-based image generation: 0.1. For subject-
driven image generation, the background of the subject im-
ages is set to white. The input images are first resized so
that the shorter side is 512 pixels, and then they are ran-
domly cropped to a resolution of 512 x 512. To enable
classifier-free guidance, for pixel-level spatial control, we
use a probability of 0.15 to drop the text prompt. For the
other two tasks, we use the following probabilities: 0.05 to
drop the text prompt, 0.05 to drop both the task instruction
and the conditional image simultaneously, and 0.05 to drop
the text prompt, task instruction, and conditional image si-
multaneously. Our UNIC-Adapter is trained using the same
loss function as SD3 medium [12].

6.3. Inference Details

During inference, we use the same sampling schedule as
SD3, with the sampling step set to 28. We employ classifier-
free guidance based on three conditions: the text prompt
cizt, the task instruction c;4, and the conditional image
ceon- The classifier-free guidance is performed as follows:

ee(zhctztacishccon) = eg(Zt,Q, a, @)
+5c'(eé‘(zt7®76istaccon)_ee(ztvgagvg)) (8)

+ 5S¢ (6«9 (zt7 Ctat, Cists Ccmx,) - 69(2&, D, Cists Ccon))

where eg denotes the model, z; denotes the image latents,
& denotes the fixed null value, s, is the scale for image-
instruction guidance, and s, is the scale for text prompt
guidance. For pixel-level spatial control, s, and s; are set

to 1.3 and 3.0, respectively. For subject-driven image gen-
eration, s. and s; are set to 1.2 and 7.5, respectively. For
style-image-based generation, s. and s; are set to 3.0 and
6.0, respectively.

7. Additional Experimental Results

In this section, we present additional experimental results,
including both quantitative ablation studies and qualitative
evaluations.

7.1. Importance of Cross-modal Interaction

Our UNIC-Adapter leverages the MM-DiT block, where
task instruction features and conditional image features mu-
tually attend to each other. To investigate the importance of
this cross-modal interaction, we perform an experiment by
modifying the attention process in Equation (4) of the main
paper to align with the DiT block formulation [5]. The mod-
ified process is defined as follows:

Kis = Lis(Zi), Vie = Lis(Ziw),
Qcon = Lgon(Zcon)> Kcon = Lfon(Zcon)> ‘/cou = L:;]on(Zcon)7 (9)

’

Zc(m = Attn(Qcom [KiSlHKCOn]v [VESlHVLOH])v

where the task instruction features no longer attend to con-
ditional image features and instead act solely as key and
value features without being updated. As shown in Table 5,
removing cross-modal interaction leads to a decline in per-
formance across several metrics, emphasizing the advan-
tage of such interaction between task instruction features
and conditional image features.

7.2. More Qualitative Evaluation

Figures 8, 9, 10, and 11 provide additional visualization re-
sults of our UNIC-Adapter across various controllable gen-
eration tasks.

8. Limitations and Future Work

Due to the limitation of image resolution size in the train-
ing datasets we used, for convenience, all training images
are resized and cropped to a resolution of 512 x 512 in
our experiments. As a result, our UNIC-Adapter is limited
in generating images with higher resolution, 1024 x 1024.
In future work, we will collect more high-resolution train-
ing images, such as images with pixel areas equivalent to
1024 x 1024. Additionally, in the subject-driven image
generation task, the generated subjects exhibit limited vari-
ations in pose compared to the subject images, since the



Method Canny HED Seg. Depth Subject-Driven
(F1 Scoref) (SSIM?T) (mloU?T) (RMSEJ) | DINOT CLIP-IT CLIP-T?

UNIC-Adapter 37.95 0.8420 33.32 32.25 0.784 0.829 0.309

w/o cross-modal 37.71 0.8284 31.73 31.95 0.772 0.821 0.310

Table 5. Results of UNIC-Adapter with and without cross-modal interaction between task instruction features and conditional image
features on pixel-level control tasks and subject-driven generation task.

subject image and target image originate from the same im-
age source during training. To address this limitation, future
efforts should include incorporating video data or leverag-
ing data synthesis techniques to generate training samples.
As demonstrated in prior works [56, 57], utilizing subject
and target images from different sources proves effective in
generating diverse subject images across varying contexts.
Finally, integrating our UNIC-Adapter with state-of-the-art
T2I models, such as FLUX1.0-dev [23] and Stable Diffu-
sion 3.5 Large [12], might further enhance the controllabil-
ity and performance of these models.
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Figure 8. Visualization results of our UNIC-Adapter on six pixel-level control tasks from the MultiGen-20M dataset. The odd rows show
different types of conditional images, while the even rows display the corresponding generated images.
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Figure 9. Visualization results of our UNIC-Adapter on six pixel-level control tasks from the MultiGen-20M dataset. The odd rows show
different types of conditional images, while the even rows display the corresponding generated images.
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onthetopofa  with a mountain in

Subject image in the jungle on the snow on the beach wooden floor the background

Figure 10. Visualization results of our UNIC-Adapter on DreamBench for subject-driven generation. The first column displays the subject
images, while the other columns show the generated images based on different prompts.



Style image

A bicycle on a beach boardwalk.

Figure 11. Visualization results of our UNIC-Adapter on style-image-based T2I generation. The first row shows the reference style images,
and each subsequent row contains images generated from the same prompt, influenced by different style images.
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