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Abstract
Recent advancements in diffusion models have sig-
nificantly advanced text-to-image generation, yet
global text prompts alone remain insufficient for
achieving fine-grained control over individual en-
tities within an image. To address this limita-
tion, we present EliGen, a novel framework for
Entity-Level controlled Image Generation. We in-
troduce regional attention, a mechanism for diffu-
sion transformers that requires no additional pa-
rameters, seamlessly integrating entity prompts and
arbitrary-shaped spatial masks. By contributing a
high-quality dataset with fine-grained spatial and
semantic entity-level annotations, we train EliGen
to achieve robust and accurate entity-level manip-
ulation, surpassing existing methods in both spa-
tial precision and image quality. Additionally,
we propose an inpainting fusion pipeline, extend-
ing EliGen’s capabilities to multi-entity image in-
painting tasks. We further demonstrate EliGen’s
flexibility by integrating it with other open-source
models such as IP-Adapter, In-Context LoRA and
MLLM, unlocking new creative possibilities. The
source code, model, and dataset are published at the
Project Page.

1 Introduction
Recently, diffusion models [Rombach et al., 2022a; Esser et
al., 2024; Labs, 2024] have significantly advanced text-to-
image generation, enabling the creation of high-quality im-
ages through textual descriptions. However, a single prompt
is insufficient for precise image design control, as natu-
ral language cannot describe image content with pixel-level
precision, and image models often struggle to accurately
model spatial relationships and object quantities [Podell et
al., 2024]. This pitfall significantly limits their broader ap-
plicability. Consequently, integrating diverse conditions into
text-to-image models has become a central research focus.
For example, recent studies like ControlNet [Zhang et al.,
2023] and IP-Adapter [Ye et al., 2023] have introduced condi-
tions such as depth maps, normal maps and reference images

†corresponding author

(a) No Entity Control (b) Untrained  Regional Attention
Entities: a pot of yellow rose; 

laptop; a book

(c) Trained Regional Attention
Entities: a pot of yellow rose; 

laptop; a book

Figure 1: Entity control ability of EliGen. The global prompt is “top-
down view of a desk, laptop, a pot of rose, and a book.” (a) No entity
control. (b) Untrained regional attention modifies regional details
(entity “rose”) but lacks position control ability (entities “laptop”
and “book”). (c) After training, EliGen successfully achieves control
over all entities.

to control the layout and style of generated images. Neverthe-
less, these conditions operate at a global image level, rather
than targeting specific entities within the image. As a result,
they lack the capability to provide fine-grained and entity-
level control. This limitation impedes the generation of com-
plex, highly customized images, motivating us to investigate
precise controlling approaches for entity-level control.

In this paper, we focus on adding entity-level control for
text-to-image models. Entity-level control is also known as
instance-level or open-set layout control. This task allows for
the input of multiple entity conditions, each including cor-
responding spatial and semantic information. Previous stud-
ies [Li et al., 2023; Zhou et al., 2024; Wang et al., 2024b;
Wu et al., 2024] have preliminarily demonstrated the feasibil-
ity of entity-level control based on the Stable Diffusion series
models [Rombach et al., 2022b; Podell et al., 2024]. These
methods typically encode spatial conditions in two ways: (1)
representing positions via bounding boxes with Fourier en-
coding [Mildenhall et al., 2021] and auxiliary modules, or
(2) mapping spatial information into attention maps of cross-
attention layers. However, these approaches have notable
limitations. Firstly, bounding boxes restrict the model’s flex-
ibility, as users prefer to input arbitrary-shaped entity masks.
Training with precise bounding box coordinates makes the
network overly sensitive to numerical inputs, compromis-
ing the model’s robustness and leading to generated images
with subpar aesthetic quality. Secondly, existing methods
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https://github.com/modelscope/DiffSynth-Studio/tree/main/examples/EntityControl


(a) Entity-Level Controlled Image Generation (b) Inpainting

A beautiful woman; mirror; 
necklace; glasses; earring; 

white dress; jewelry headpiece

ancient palace; stone staircase 
with railings; a traditional monk;

a traditional monk;

Inpainting: A person wear red shirt; 
Airplane;

A beautiful girl; sign 'Entity Control’; shorts; shirt; 

Dwarf 1; Dwarf 2; Dwarf 3; 
Snow White; 

Dwarf 4; Dwarf 5; Dwarf 6;

Inpainting input image

flowing hair; sword glowing with 
red flame;  A cute bird; blue belt;

Figure 2: EliGen enables spatial and semantic control of each entity. (a) By incorporating local prompts and masks for each entity, it generates
images with specific layouts and details. Unlike previous models restricted to rectangular controls, EliGen supports arbitrary-shaped masks,
facilitating more creative generation. (b) Additionally, it performs image inpainting with input images. Notably, our model demonstrates
robust generalization, consistently producing ideal layouts across different seeds, with detailed experiments in the Supplementary Material.

are closely coupled with the model structure of UNet [Ron-
neberger et al., 2015], while recent advancements in text-to-
image generation have proved that Diffusion Transformers
(DiT) [Esser et al., 2024; Labs, 2024] are capable of achiev-
ing superior performance. Previous methods lack generality
and are unable to adapt to the evolving text-to-image models.

Unlike previous approaches that rely on bounding boxes,
we aim to generally extend the attention modules of diffu-
sion models to achieve entity-level control with arbitrary-
shaped spatial information. To integrate entity conditions
into the attention modules, we employ structured text em-
beddings to represent semantic information, which includes
a global prompt describing the overall content of the image
and several local prompts describing specific details. Each
local prompt is accompanied by a mask representing the cor-
responding region. Furthermore, based on spatial conditions,
we construct joint attention masks (entity-latent, inter-entity,
and intra-entity). This enables regional attention for each en-
tity through the extended attention sequences and composed
masks. Since local and global prompts share the same em-
bedding space and no additional parameters are introduced,
the train-free regional attention mechanism is able to modify
entity details. However, it still lacks precise layout control
capabilities, as shown in Figure 1.

Based on the above findings, we further consider training
to enhance the model’s entity-level control capabilities. For
this task, each training sample requires an image accompa-
nied by a global prompt, several local prompts, and corre-
sponding masks. We construct a dataset consisting of 500k
high-quality annotated training samples using FLUX.1-dev

for image generation and Qwen2-VL [Wang et al., 2024a] for
image captioning and entity annotation. Since no additional
structures are introduced, we adopt LoRA [Hu et al., 2021]
for efficient fine-tuning to ensure faster convergence.

After training, our model, EliGen, acquires precise and
robust entity-level control capabilities, seamlessly accepting
arbitrary-shaped positional inputs, as shown in Figure 2a
and 1c. Qualitative and quantitative experiments show that
EliGen outperforms previous methods in both spatial accu-
racy and image quality. Furthermore, we introduce a region-
based noise fusion operation termed inpainting fusion, en-
abling EliGen to achieve impressive inpainting effects, as il-
lustrated in Figure 2b. Additionally, EliGen can seamlessly
integrate with other open-source models, such as IP-Adapter
[Team, 2024], In-Context LoRA [Huang et al., 2024a], and
MLLM [Huang et al., 2024b], to achieve higher levels of
creativity, such as styled entity control, entity transfer, and
dialogue-based image design and editing.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

• We propose EliGen, a novel approach that leverages
fine-grained entity-level information to achieve precise
and controllable text-to-image generation.

• We present a regional attention mechanism and fine-tune
it to focus attention of entites on specific regions, en-
abling precise entity-level control in EliGen.

• Extensive experiments show that EliGen excels in
entity-controlled generation. It also performs effectively
in image inpainting and seamlessly integrates with com-
munity models, proving its strong creative potential.



• We release a fine-grained entity-level control dataset
to facilitate advanced research in entity-level controlled
generation and related tasks.

2 Related Work
Text-to-Image Diffusion Models. Text-to-Image Diffu-
sion Models [Ho et al., 2020; Song et al., 2021; Li et al.,
2024] have catalyzed the evolution of generative AI by gen-
erating high-quality images from textual descriptions. La-
tent Diffusion Models (LDMs) [Rombach et al., 2022a;
Podell et al., 2024] have emerged as a pivotal innovation, op-
erating in a compressed latent space rather than directly in
pixel space, which significantly reduces computational costs.
These models primarily incorporate text conditions through
the cross attention module within the UNet [Ronneberger et
al., 2015] architecture. The Diffusion Transformer (DiT)
[Peebles and Xie, 2022] represents the first diffusion model
to utilize a Transformer, integrating conditions into image
latents via adaptive LayerNorm. SD3 [Esser et al., 2024]
and FLUX [Labs, 2024] are the state-of-the-art models that
adopt the DiT, enhancing image generation by concatenat-
ing text and latent image modalities, thereby fully leveraging
the semantic information of text to produce images of higher
quality and finer detail. Despite the impressive capabili-
ties of these models, generating images solely from text re-
mains constrained. Recent studies have been exploring meth-
ods to introduce additional conditions [Zhang et al., 2023;
Mou et al., 2023; Ye et al., 2023], with entity-level control
being one such sophisticated condition.

Entity-Level Controlled Generation. To equip founda-
tional models with fine-grained control capabilities, re-
searchers originally explored train-free methods such as dif-
fusion fusion [Bar-Tal et al., 2023] and cross attention guid-
ance [Ma et al., 2024]. However, these approaches often pro-
duce unstable results and encounter entity omission issues.
To tackle these challenges, researchers introduced additional
modules to encode spatial information for each entity using
bounding boxes and conducted task-specific training. GLI-
GEN [Li et al., 2023] is the first entity control model to un-
dergo training, integrating an additional gated attention mod-
ule and encoding bounding boxes through Fourier embed-
ding. Subsequently, MIGC [Zhou et al., 2024] introduces
the shading aggregation controller and maps spatial informa-
tion onto attention maps to guide cross attention processes.
InstanceDiffusion [Wang et al., 2024b] further categorizes
spatial information from coarse to fine and designs unique
tokenizers for each category. While these studies focus on
designing complex structures to encode spatial information,
this paper shifts the focus to designing and training regional
attention mechanism without extra parameters and incorpo-
rating spatial information by controlling the regions where
entity semantics exert influence.

3 Approach
3.1 Preliminaries
Problem Definition Entity-level controlled image genera-
tion aims at generating images based on both global and

entity-level conditions. The diffusion model should ensure
not only the accuracy of attributes and positions of each en-
tity but also the overall harmony and quality of the image.
The conditional inputs include a global text prompt p and L
entity-level conditions. Each entity is composed of a local
text prompt pi and spatial localization li, denoted as:

Condition : y = [p, (e1, ..., eL)] (1)
Entity : ei = [pi, li] (2)

Here, we adopt the entity mask mi ∈ {0, 1}h×w as a gen-
eral representation for spatial localization, which is a more
refined and flexible representation compared to the bounding
box bi = {x1, y1, x2, y2}.
Motivation The core challenge lies in accurately encoding
the local prompt pi and spatial localization li of each entity
and integrating them into the diffusion model. For pi, inte-
gration can be addressed similarly to the global prompt by ex-
tracting text embedding with a T5 text encoder [Raffel et al.,
2020]. However, for li, prior methods often relied on hard-
coding approaches to acquire numerical embedding, such as
encoding bounding box coordinates via Fourier embedding
or directly using mask images. Such hard-coded methods are
suboptimal for the following reasons: (1) Rectangular Con-
trol Limitation: Encoding with bounding boxes restricts the
model to rectangular control conditions, thereby losing the
ability to handle arbitrary shapes, as illustrated in Figure 2a.
(2) Sensitivity to Spatial Shapes: Hard-coded numerical
values of bounding boxes or masks makes the model sensi-
tive to the coordinates and shapes of entities, which reduces
the model’s generalizability. (3) Additional Structural Re-
quirements: Hard-coded approaches necessitate the design
of extra structures to input localization embeddings.

We utilize a soft-coding scheme to encode li. Instead of
using numerical spatial inputs, we interpret it as the region
where local prompts pi exert their influence. Initially, we de-
sign a Regional Attention (RA) mechanism to handle each en-
tity condition ei. While untrained RA can semantically mod-
ify regional details, it lacks the ability to precisely control
layouts. To address this, we construct a dataset with entity
annotations and finetune the model, significantly activating
its ability to control layouts effectively.

3.2 Regional Attention
This work seeks to extend the attention mechanism to achieve
refined control over multiple entities. We adopt the state-
of-the-art DiT-based FLUX.1-dev [Labs, 2024] model as our
baseline, while ensuring that the proposed regional attention
mechanism can be easily applied to other text-to-image mod-
els. The core operation of DiT involves performing joint at-
tention on the text and latent embedding. Given a text embed-
ding p with np tokens encoded by the T5 text encoder and a
latent embedding z with nz tokens obtained from a noisy la-
tent image through the patchify operation, DiT concatenates
them as a single sequence and do Self-Attention jointly:

[z, p] = Attention([z, p];m) (3)

In Eq. 3, m represents the attention mask, which controls the
visibility of tokens in the attention operation. In origin FLUX
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Figure 3: The regional attention mechanism within the double-stream transformer block of DiT. (a) The diffusion model. (b) The global
and local prompts are encoded and concatenated with the latent embeddings z to form the attention sequence. (c) The attention mask M
is constructed from multiple components, each defining the specific region for which each sequence token should perform attention. In the
composed mask M, all colored regions indicate 1, and gray areas indicate 0.

DiT, m is an N × N dimensional tensor filled with zeros,
where N = np + nz , indicating that all tokens are mutually
visible to each other.

The core mechanism of regional attention is illustrated in
Figure 3. The illustration is based on the double-stream trans-
former block. For the single-stream variant, the overall struc-
ture remains the same, except that the Text MLP and Latent
MLP share weights. We explain this using an example in-
volving k = 2 entities. Firstly, as both the global prompt p
and the local prompt pi of entity ei are text, we use the T5 text
encoder to extract their embeddings, with each prompt con-
sisting of np tokens. Subsequently, we concatenate them and
use a Text MLP to obtain the attention input corresponding to
the prompts, which is:

Hp = WText([p; p1; p2]) + BText (4)

where H denotes the concatenation of attention inputs:

Hp = [Qp; Kp; Vp] (5)

For the image branch, we use a VAE encoder to extract the
latent embeddings, which are then patchified. These embed-
dings are mapped using a Latent MLP and concatenated with
the prompt branch, i.e.,

H = [Hp; Hz] (6)
Hz = WLatent(z) + BLatent (7)

Next, the core computation of regional attention is:

Attn = Attention(H;M) (8)

Here, we construct the binary mask M to specify the regions
that each token should attend to during attention, as shown

in Figure 3c, which primarily includes four categories of re-
gions. For consistency, we treat the global prompt as a global
“entity”, with its entity mask being 1 for the entire image.

Entity-Latent: The latent embedding z is derived by
patchifying the latent image, where each token corresponds
to a specific spatial patch within the image. Leveraging this
spatial correspondence, we apply the same patchify operation
to transform the entity mask mi into a vector that matches the
length and positional alignment of z in Eq. 9. By applying
this vector to each token of the local prompt pi, we can con-
strain pi to attend exclusively to the designated regions of z.

M(pi, z) = M(z, pi) = patchify(mi) (9)

Inter-Entity: In baseline DiT, there was only the one en-
tity with global prompt p. After introducing local prompts,
each entity should not be visible to others to avoid semantic
information leakage between entities, i.e.,

M(pi, pj) = M(pj , pi) = 0 if i ̸= j (10)

Intra-Entity: Since we have adopted joint attention, the
prompt embedding pi should also incorporate its own infor-
mation during attentional updates, i.e.,

M(pi, pi) = 1 (11)

Latent-Latent: Similar to prompt embedding, the latent
embedding z should also be visible to itself, i.e.,

M(z, z) = 1 (12)

After constructing the above regions, we need to concate-
nate them together to form a Nr×Nr attention map M as Fig-
ure 3c, where Nr = (k + 1) ∗ np + nz . With M, the regional



attention mechanism defined in Eq. 10 can be expressed in
detail as:

Attn = Softmax

(
QKT

√
d

+ log(M)

)
V (13)

Compared to the baseline, the pi we introduce shares the
same data distribution as p. Consequently, the model with
regional attention can generate harmonious images without
training. However, training is still essential to acquire the
ability to control layout. To this end, we contribute a dedi-
cated entity control dataset.

3.3 Dataset with Entity Annotation
For the entity control task, each training sample should con-
sist of an image, a global prompt, and multiple entity annota-
tions. Regarding the image source, prior works typically use
open-source datasets like Laion [LAION, 2022] for images,
but we observe that Laion’s image distribution differs signif-
icantly images generated by base model, leading to stylistic
inconsistencies. Using Laion for training would distort the
model distribution and degrade image quality (see the Sup-
plementary Material for ablations), as the model would need
to fit this mismatch. Therefore, we choose to directly use im-
ages generated by our baseline model, FLUX.1-dev, to avoid
such distribution discrepancies.

The dataset generation pipeline and statistics are illus-
trated in the Supplementary Material. Starting with Diffu-
sionDB, we randomly select a caption and use FLUX.1-dev
to generate the source image. Then, we employ Multimodal
Large Language Mode (MLLM) [Wang et al., 2024a] to re-
caption the image, forming the global prompt. Unlike previ-
ous methods relying on Grounding DINO [Liu et al., 2023],
we directly use Qwen2-VL 72B, which possesses the most
powerful grounding capabilities across all MLLMs, to ran-
domly select entities in the image and annotate their local
prompts and localization (via rectangular masks). This en-
sures consistency between local and global prompts. Since
our regional attention employs soft-coded spatial localiza-
tion, training with rectangular masks is sufficient to enable
the model to generalize to arbitrary-shaped masks.

3.4 Implementation Details
Our model does not introduce any additional parameters.
To achieve faster convergence and better alignment with the
community, we utilize the LoRA (Low-Rank Adaptation) [Hu
et al., 2021] method for fine-tuning. The LoRA weights are
applied to the linear layers of each block in DiT, including
the projection layers before and after attention, as well as the
linear layers within adaptive LayerNorm. The LoRA Rank is
set to 64. The model is trained with a batch size of 64 for
20K steps using the AdamW optimizer and a learning rate of
0.0001. To minimize memory usage, we employ the Deep-
Speed [Rasley et al., 2020] training strategy with a bfloat16
precision. The model is trained with the standard generation
loss of rectified flow [Esser et al., 2024]. During inference,
we utilize the Euler scheduler [Karras et al., 2022] with 50
sampling steps and set the classifier-free guidance [Ho and
Salimans, 2022] scale to 3. Additionally, the embedded guid-
ance within FLUX is configured to 3.5.

4 Qualitative Experiments
4.1 Entity-Level Controlled Generation
We assess our model’s generalization in the entity control task
by evaluating it under two masked input scenarios and com-
paring it with prior works including Instance Diffusion [Wang
et al., 2024b], GLIGEN [Li et al., 2023], MIGC [Zhou et al.,
2024], and Multi-Diffusion [Bar-Tal et al., 2023].
Rectangular Masks as Input In this scenario, entities are
localized using bounding boxes. Our model converts bound-
ing boxes to masks for input, while others utilize bounding
box coordinates. The results are shown in Figure 4, where
our model demonstrates superior performance in image qual-
ity, and entity accuracy. In the first two rows, simple tasks
with distinct entities are handled by most methods except
Multi-Diffusion. The last two rows highlight complex lay-
outs where entities are intricately coupled. While other mod-
els struggle to maintain accuracy and coherence, our model
consistently delivers high-quality, coherent images.
Arbitrary Masks as Input We further conduct experi-
ments to verify the generalization ability of our method for
arbitrary-shaped masks. Prior to this work, Instance Diffu-
sion was the sole approach capable of handling arbitrary-
shaped masks as input. The results, illustrated in Figure 5,
clearly show that EliGen outperforms Instance Diffusion in
image quality, positional accuracy, and attribute fidelity. In-
stance Diffusion struggles with position control for masks
that significantly deviate from rectangular shapes, such as
“Chinese dragon” and “Great Wall”. In contrast, EliGen con-
sistently delivers excellent results.

4.2 Image Inpainting
Image inpainting targets rendering desired content at speci-
fied locations. While encoding the input image as the ini-
tial latent for the EliGen model is intuitive, it often disrupts
non-inpainting regions. Thus, we propose the inpainting fu-
sion pipeline to preserve these areas while enabling precise
entity-level modifications over inpaining regions. The core
mechanism involves integrating entity latents from inpainting
regions with background latents from non-inpainting areas.
Due to space constraints, the algorithmic details are provided
in the Supplementary Material.

We compare our method with FLUX-ControlNet [Creative,
2024] in Figure 6. As is shown in the result, inpainting fu-
sion ensures background invariance, and training regional at-
tention further enables EliGen to render desired objects in
the inpainting region. Compared to FLUX-ControlNet, our
model excels at: (1) preserving non-inpainting areas without
quality loss, (2) enabling precise control over entity position
and shape for harmonious blending, and (3) supporting multi-
entity inpainting in a single forward pass.

4.3 Potential Creative Extension
EliGen holds boundless creative potential, and we demon-
strate its capabilities when integrated with IP-Adapter [Team,
2024], In-Context LoRA [Huang et al., 2024a] and MLLM
[Wang et al., 2024a]. Due to space constraints, we provide
detailed methods and results in the Supplementary Material,
and we highly recommend reviewing them.



EliGen (Ours) Instance Diffusion GLIGEN

Two teddy bears shopping in a 
grocery store aisle, one pushing a 
cart filled with oranges; teddy bear 
on the left; teddy bear on the right; 
shopping cart;

A foggy canal with buildings on 
both sides and a bird flying 
overhead; canal; buildings;
buildings; bird;

MIGC Multi-Diffusion

A woman wearing a golden crown, 
earrings, and a necklace, dressed 
in a white and gold off-shoulder 
dress, standing in a room with 
ornate decorations; woman;
golden crown; earrings; necklace; 
white and gold off-shoulder dress;

A person wearing a yellow jacket 
and green pants, holding a 
handgun and carrying a backpack; 
person; yellow jacket; green pants; 
handgun; backpack;

EntitiesPrompts

Figure 4: Qualitative results conditioned on multiple rectangular-shaped entities. Test case combinations evolve from simple to complex,
with the final two rows illustrating enhanced graph quality and coherence of our model in the presence of entity coupling.

ring sculpture carved from white marble;
black pedestal; a tiny warrior wearing armor; A Chinese dragon; Sun; The great wall; cityscape; forest; 

Instance
Diffusion

EliGen
(Ours)

Figure 5: Qualitative results with arbitrary-shaped entities.

5 Quantitative Experiments
5.1 Experimental Setup
Following previous methods, we perform quantitative evalu-
ations on the filtered COCO [Lin et al., 2014; Zheng et al.,
2023] 2017 validation set, comprising 2830 prompt-image
pairs. Previous GLIGEN [Li et al., 2023] utilized the mean
average precision for evaluation, a metric that computes the
area under the precision-recall curve. However, we observe
its critical limitation: it treats background entities in gener-
ated images as negative samples, resulting in substantial in-
accuracies. As a result, we decided not to use this metric. In-
stead, to thoroughly evaluate the models’ capabilities on the
COCO benchmark, we assess their performance across the

Inpainting Fusion
+ Trained RA

(Ours)

Inpainting Fusion
+ Untrained RA

(Ours)

Inpainting
ControlNet

Input Image Rocket; Dog; Rocket; Dog;

Figure 6: Qualitative comparison on image inpainting. Global
prompt for all methods are generated by MLLM.

following dimensions.

Entity Success Rate To evaluate the model’s ability to gen-
erate entities accurately, we assess the quality of the target re-
gions, entity details, and image-text alignment with MLLMs.
The success rate is then calculated by aggregating results
across all entities in the benchmark.

Spatial Accuracy We evaluate the spatial accuracy of gen-
erated entities by calculating the mean Intersection-over-
Union (mIoU) between the ground truth bounding boxes and
the predicted bounding boxes. The predicted bounding boxes
are obtained using YOLOv11x [Khanam and Hussain, 2024].



Table 1: Evaluation on COCO benchmark from multiple dimensions: Entity Success Rate, Spatial Accuracy and Image Quality. ↑ indicates
that a higher value is better. Bold and underline denote the best and second best methods, respectively.

Model Entity Success Rate (%) Spatial
Accuracy (%) Image Quality

Qwen2VL ↑ InternVL2 ↑ CogVLM2 ↑ mIoU ↑ Entity
CLIP ↑

Global
CLIP ↑

Aesthetic
Score ↑

Multi-Diffusion 51.17 50.38 83.15 31.74 20.07 22.58 5.04
GLIGEN 71.83 68.47 88.51 59.48 20.15 24.94 5.07

MIGC 77.01 74.48 89.76 64.75 20.48 23.57 5.06
Instance Diffusion 82.43 79.49 91.33 76.17 21.06 24.17 4.89

EliGen (Ours) 88.41 83.79 96.25 73.93 21.47 27.39 5.60

Table 2: Human preference evaluation on COCO benchmark. The
numerical values represent the win rate in pairwise comparisons. All
scores significantly exceeding 50% demonstrate that EliGen aligns
more closely with human preferences compared to other methods.

Comparison MPS (%) PickScore (%)

EliGen vs. Instance Diffusion 71.19 65.70
EliGen vs. Gligen 60.71 60.55
EliGen vs. MIGC 74.44 69.48

EliGen vs. Multi-Diffusion 69.60 72.32

Image Quality We evaluate semantic accuracy using the
CLIP score for both entities and the global image. Addition-
ally, Aesthetic Score is adopted to measure the visual quality.

Human Preference To assess the alignment with human
preferences, we compare EliGen against other models using
two metrics: the Multi-dimensional Preference Score (MPS)
[Zhang et al., 2024] and PickScore [Kirstain et al., 2023].

5.2 Comparison on COCO Benchmark
The evaluation results of the models on the COCO bench-
mark are presented in Tables 1. For Entity Success Rate, we
assessed all methods using Qwen2-VL[Wang et al., 2024a],
InternVL2[Chen et al., 2024], and CogVLM2 [Hong et al.,
2024]. The results demonstrate that EliGen consistently out-
performed other models, highlighting its robustness and high
quality. In terms of mIoU, our model performs compara-
bly to Instance-Diffusion and substantially better than other
methods. The slightly lower mIoU of EliGen compared to
Instance-Diffusion is primarily due to its soft-coding scheme
for positional information. This scheme allows EliGen to
automatically expand certain regions to ensure image coher-
ence, as further illustrated in the Supplementary Material. In
terms of both CLIP Score and Aesthetic Score, EliGen signif-
icantly outperforms other models, demonstrating substantial
superiority in image quality.

The human preference results in Table 2 measure the prob-
ability of humans favoring one image over another in pair-
wise comparisons. EliGen consistently achieves a preference
probability well above 50% against all other models, demon-
strating its stronger alignment with human preferences and
higher image quality of generated images.

Table 3: Results of user study. Each user was asked to rate an image
across the four dimensions on a scale from 1 to 5.

Model Spatial
Accuracy

Entity
Details

Entity
Coherence

Image
Aesthetic

Multi-Diffusion 2.90 2.49 2.53 2.38
GLIGEN 4.23 3.24 3.53 3.28

MIGC 4.15 2.82 3.09 2.79
Instance Diffusion 4.45 3.37 3.51 3.31

EliGen (Ours) 4.62 4.44 4.31 4.30

5.3 User Study
To complement the automated metrics, we conducted a user
study for all models. We randomly select 250 samples with
1 ∼ 3 entity conditions from the COCO benchmark and in-
vite users to evaluate these examples across multiple dimen-
sions, including Spatial Accuracy, Entity Details, Entity Co-
herence, and Image Aesthetic. The Entity Coherence metric
assesses how well the entities integrate with other entities or
the environment, ensuring that no isolated entities appear in
the generated images.

We collected a total of 5,500 ratings, with the evaluation
results presented in Table 3. EliGen achieves the highest
scores across all four dimensions, particularly excelling in
Entity Details, Entity Coherence, and Image Aesthetic. These
results are consistent with those in Table 1, demonstrating
EliGen’s robustness in controlling entities with higher spatial
precision and superior image quality.

6 Conclusion
To achieve image generation with entity-level controls, we
propose regional attention into the DiT architecture to effec-
tively integrate entity prompts and their locations. Further-
more, we construct a dataset with fine-grained entity infor-
mation and finetune the regional attention mechanism, devel-
oping the EliGen model. EliGen demonstrates high general-
ization in entity-level controlled image generation, delivering
superior image quality and entity accuracy compared to exist-
ing models. We further propose an inpainting fusion pipeline,
extending EliGen’s functionality to image inpainting tasks.
Moreover, by integrating EliGen with open-source models,
we demonstrate its potential for creative applications, broad-
ening its scope and versatility.
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EliGen: Entity-Level Controlled Image Generation with Regional Attention

Supplementary Material

A Dataset Details
A.1 Dataset Construction Pipeline

Origin Caption from DiffusionDB:
Striped kitten, sitting on a fluffy white 
cloud, blue sky background, other clouds 
around, adorable scene.

Flux

Qwen2-VL 
72B

Global Prompt:
A cute orange and white striped kitten 
sitting on a fluffy white cloud in a 
blue sky with other clouds around.

kitten

cloud

Entity Annotation:
kitten : [0.215, 0.16, 0.795, 0.595]
cloud : [0.065, 0.36, 0.925, 0.875]

Figure 7: The dataset generation and annotation pipeline. We utilize
Flux to generate images and annotate them with Qwen2-VL.

As illustrated in Figure 7, to circumvent the additional
training overheads that may arise from data distribution dif-
ferences, we leverage FLUX.1-dev [Labs, 2024] for the di-
rect generation of training images. Following this, we de-
ploy Qwen2-VL 72B [Wang et al., 2024a] to annotate the im-
ages. This process involves crafting a comprehensive global
description of the image, identifying entities present within
the image, and meticulously annotating each entity with tex-
tual descriptions and their respective spatial locations. Ulti-
mately, we create approximately 500K training samples with
1.27M entity annotations.

A.2 Dataset Statistics
We conduct a statistical analysis of the annotated dataset in
Figure 8, primarily focusing on the distribution of the num-
ber of entities per image and the semantic categories of the
entities.

In terms of the number of entities, the vast majority of
samples contain 1 to 5 entities, while approximately 2% of
the samples have more than 6 entities. This distribution of
entities is training-friendly because a stable number of en-
tities ensures that the memory usage and computational re-
source consumption per training step remain relatively con-
sistent. Additionally, since our designed regional attention
mechanism supports a variable number of entities, the trained
EliGen model demonstrates strong generalization capabilities
even for cases with more than 6 entities, effectively handling
multi-entity scenarios.

Regarding entity categories, our dataset demonstrates sub-
stantial diversity, with entities broadly classified into 7 cate-
gories. Since annotations are open-set (not limited to prede-
fined categories), we use Qwen2.5 3B [Yang et al., 2024] to
categorize them into the following groups for statistical anal-
ysis:

(a) Distribution of Entity Numbers (b) Distribution of Entity Categories 

Figure 8: The dataset distributions of entity numbers and categories.

• Person: human beings, including men, women, children,
and fictional characters.

• Scenery: natural landscapes, such as mountains, forests,
rivers, and beaches.

• Architecture: buildings, structures, and man-made envi-
ronments.

• Clothing: apparel and accessories worn by people.
• Animal: living creatures, including pets and wild ani-

mals.
• Everyday Objects: common items used in daily life,

such as furniture, tools, and gadgets.
• Other: all entities that do not fit into the above cate-

gories, including fictional elements.

B Inpainting Fusion Algorithm
Image inpainting aims to reconstruct or modify specific re-

gions of an input image, such as adding or replacing objects.
To leverage the entity-level generation capabilities of EliGen
for image inpainting while ensuring that non-inpainting re-
gions remain unchanged and the inpainting regions align with
the overall image style, we propose the Inpainting Fusion Al-
gorithm, as detailed in Algorithm 1. The input image I is
first encoded into an initial latent embedding zinit. At each
denoising step, the predicted noise from the DiT is fused with
the noise derived from the original image. This fusion ensures
that the foreground regions are inpainted with the generated
entities, while the background regions remain consistent with
the original image. Furthermore, we incorporate classifier-
free guidance to refine the overall image quality during the
fusion process. After T denoising steps, the denoised latent
embedding z0 is decoded to produce the final inpainted image
P . This approach achieves precise entity-level modifications
while maintaining the coherence and stylistic consistency of
the entire image.

C Potential Creative Extension
EliGen holds boundless creative potential, and here we
demonstrate its capabilities when integrated with IP-Adapter



Algorithm 1 Image Inpainting Fusion Algorithm
Input: Input image I , inpainting masks {m1, . . . ,mn}, global prompt p, local prompts {p1, . . . , pn}, negative prompt pneg ,
and hyperparameters {σt}Tt=1, cfg; VAE model {VAE = (E(I), D(z)} and Diffusion Transformer {DiT(z, p,m, t)}
Output: Inpainted image P with entities {p1, . . . , pn} inpainted on regions {m1, . . . ,mn}

Encode the input image: zinit ← E(I)
Initialize zT with random noise: zT ∼ noise(zinit, T )
for each denoising step t = T, . . . , 0 do

Compute foreground noise: Nft ← DiT(zt; p; {p1, . . . , pn}; {m1, . . . ,mn}; t)
Compute background noise: Nbt ← (zt − zinit)/σt

Fuse foreground and background noise: Npost ← Nft · ∪mi +Nbt · (1− ∪mi)
Compute negative noise: Nnegt ← DiT(zt; pneg; t)
Apply classifier-free guidance: Nt ← Nnegt + cfg · (Npost −Nnegt)
Update latent embedding with flow matching pipeline: zt−1 ← zt +Nt · (σt−1 − σt)

end for
Decode the denoised latents: P = D(z0)
Return: Inpainted image P

A bear is playing  
the piano;

yellow bear;
piano

A girl wearing hat is
looking at the sunset;

A girl;
hat;

sunset;

Reference Image Styled Entity Control Variations 

Figure 9: Styled entity control with IP-Adapter and our EliGen. Upon receiving the desired entity information, we can generate a target image
that mirrors the style and characters of the reference image, while ensuring the position and attributes of the entities are precisely controlled.

[Team, 2024], In-Context LoRA [Huang et al., 2024a] and
MLLM [Wang et al., 2024a].

C.1 Styled Entity Control with IP-Adapter
IP-Adapter [Team, 2024] enables the generation of target im-
ages based on the style of a reference image. When combined
with EliGen, it allows us to accomplish the styled entity con-
trol task. Figure 9 illustrates some examples along with their
generated variants. By inputting multiple entity details along-
side a reference image, we achieve precise control over both
the characters and the environmental style of the target image.

C.2 Entity Transfer with In-Context LoRA
In-Context LoRA is capable of performing few-shot image
composition tasks conditioned on either global prompts or
images, and can be applied in various scenarios such as por-
trait photography, product design, font design, and visual

identity design. Our EliGen model further enhances these
scenarios by incorporating entity-level control conditions, en-
abling more personalized image generation. Taking visual
identity design as an example, we have successfully accom-
plished the entity transfer task by introducing EliGen, as il-
lustrated in Figure 10. Given the entity defined by the source
image, we can transfer it to any desired location in the target
image through EliGen’s positional control capability, thereby
achieving the intended visual identity.

C.3 Dialogue-based Image Design and Editing
with MLLM

The MLLM is capable of interpreting user-provided images
and textual content to engage in dialogue. As a result, we can
achieve dialogue-based image design and editing by lever-
aging the integration of MLLM and EliGen. Specifically,
grounding-enabled MLLMs such as Qwen2-VL can be uti-



A book on the 
wooden desktop 
with minimalist 
fish logo

A shopping tote 
with the rabbit 
logo in black

Source Image Transfer 1Target Image Transfer 2

Figure 10: Entity transfer with In-Context LoRA and our EliGen. Given the identity defined by the source image, EliGen can seamlessly
transfer it to any desired location and scale within the target image, thereby achieving the ideal visual design.

Please give me a detailed and polished global caption 
and entity description for a image contains the 
following entities:  a robotic dog, a drone hovers, a 
hacker work at a table.

A futuristic scene set in a neon-lit cyberpunk city at night, 
featuring a sleek robotic dog … a hacker wearing a 
hoodie working intently at a cluttered table….
robotic dog : [100, 200, 300, 500]
hovering drone : [400, 50, 600, 200]
hacker working at a table : [700, 300, 900, 700]

User

MLLM

Ours
EliGen

(a) Image Design

I want to add a boat and a sun in the 
image, please describe the added 
images and the entities in the image.

A serene mountain village with a river flowing through it, 
surrounded by lush greenery and majestic mountains.

Boat : [400, 750, 500, 900]
Sun : [800, 20, 950, 150]

User

MLLM

Ours
EliGen

(b) Image Editing

Figure 11: Dialogue-based image design and editing with MLLM and our EliGen. Users can utilize MLLM to design the layout of the image
they wish to generate or input the image they want to edit into MLLM. After MLLM generates the caption and entity information of the
image, EliGen can produce the target image.



Model Trained with 
our Constructed 

Dataset 

Model Trained 
with Laion Dataset

Figure 12: Training qualitative comparison between our constructed dataset and Laion dataset. The image pair is generated from the same
noise, and the global prompt is “A person standing by the river.” The comparative results show that the images generated by the model trained
on our proposed dataset significantly outperform those from the Laion dataset in quality.

lized to determine entity locations based on textual descrip-
tions, enabling the generation of images solely through text
using EliGen. Furthermore, the MLLM can be employed to
comprehend images and design entity information in accor-
dance with specific image editing requirements, thereby fa-
cilitating precise image editing in conjunction with EliGen.
The qualitative results are shown in Figure 11.

D Ablation Study
D.1 Training Qualitative Comparison for Dataset

Image Source
The primary objective of training the EliGen model is to ac-
tivate its capability for layout control, which necessitates the
construction of a dataset annotated with entities. Moreover,
the image distribution within the dataset should closely align
with the output distribution of the model itself. If the dis-
tribution gap is substantial, a significant portion of the train-
ing loss would be attributed to this discrepancy. This would
markedly impede the model’s convergence and degrade the
quality of the generated images. Consequently, we opt to
utilize the Flux-generated images for dataset creation, rather
than directly employing images from the open-source Laion
dataset [LAION, 2022].

We conduct training experiments using both our custom-
created dataset and the Laion dataset, where the annotations
for the Laion dataset a re s derived from the same pipeline
described in Section A.1. As illustrated in Figure 12, un-
der identical prompts and initial noise conditions, the model
trained on our dataset demonstrates significantly superior im-
age quality compared to the model trained on the Laion
dataset. Compared to Flux-generated images, the latter ex-
hibit significant visual clutter, inferior detail quality, and a
notable deviation from the expected distribution.

D.2 Analysis on Attention Map
Regional Attention (RA) primarily guides the generation of
entities in specified regions through attention maps. There-

fore, in Figure 13, we visualize the attention maps to demon-
strate that RA indeed plays a role in guiding entity genera-
tion. Note that here we visualize the attention maps of the
entire latent image. In practice, during regional attention, the
uncontrolled regions of the attention map are deactivated.

From the visualization results, it can be observed that the
trained RA, compared to the untrained one, confines attention
activation regions to the controlled area more rapidly. Mean-
while, as denoising progresses, the entity’s shape gradually
emerges within the controlled region, while activation in un-
controlled regions diminishes, thereby completing the con-
trolled entity generation.

E Additional Qualitative Results
EliGen is a robust entity-level control model, exhibiting
strong generalization capabilities across diverse positional in-
puts, semantic contexts, and random noise. In this section, we
present additional qualitative results to further validate its ro-
bustness.

E.1 Various Random Seeds
Variations in random seeds lead to changes in the initial noise
input to the model. For conventional text-to-image models,
the layout of the image is typically determined by the initial
noise. In contrast, EliGen possesses the capability to control
the layout, ensuring that each controlled entity is placed in the
target position even when the initial noise varies. Test exam-
ples are shown in Figure 14, where each image is generated
with different random seeds, yet all adhere to the target lay-
out, demonstrating the generalization ability of EliGen. No-
tably, the generated samples also exhibit diversity, as varia-
tions in random seeds result in changes in the details of each
entity.

E.2 Continuously Varying Entity Positions
In Figure 15, we evaluated the control efficacy of EliGen us-
ing identical input noise and the same entity. The position



Trained
RA

Untrained
RA

Figure 13: Attention maps of the local prompt “person” with latent. The visualization results are derived from the regional attention (RA)
layer at the last double-stream transformer block, showing the first ten denoising timesteps. As denoising progresses, the attention maps
gradually reveal the shape of the entity, and the activation regions of the trained RA are primarily concentrated within the target control area.

Control Entities Generated Images with Different Seeds

A beautiful woman; mirror; necklace; glasses; earring; white dress; jewelry headpiece

ancient palace; stone staircase with railings; a traditional monk; a traditional monk; 

Figure 14: Generalization tests across different random seeds. Variations in the random seed induce changes in the initial noise input to the
model. The two examples above demonstrate that EliGen possesses the capability to rectify images to the target layout for arbitrary noise
inputs, while simultaneously preserving sufficient image diversity.



of the “person” entity shifts progressively from left to right,
with EliGen maintaining consistent control throughout the
process. To preserve the identity of the person during genera-
tion, we integrate the IP-Adapter [Team, 2024] method. This
demonstrates EliGen’s potential to generate coherent image
sequences, such as those involving continuous movement of
entities through positional control or complex actions orches-
trated via coordinated control of multiple entities.

E.3 Unreasonable Positional Inputs
A robust model must demonstrate generalization capabilities
even for suboptimal inputs. For EliGen, these suboptimal in-
puts primarily pertain to entity positions, which we categorize
into two types: incorrect spatial relationships between entities
and incorrect entity shapes.
Incorrect Spatial Relationships Between Entities incor-
rect spatial relationships between entities refer to scenarios
where the relative positions of entities are inaccurate, such as
being too far apart or too close together. We evaluated two
cases of this inputs, as depicted in Figure 16. In both exam-
ples, the correct positioning of the “person” entity necessi-
tates an overlap with another entity to accurately convey the
action being performed. For example, in the prompt “A per-
son is playing tennis,” the “person” should ideally be holding
a “tennis racket”. However, the input provided to EliGen is
incorrect, which is featured two disjointed positions. In such
scenarios, EliGen prioritizes the coherence of entities within
the image, adaptively fine-tuning their actual positions, such
as adjusting the position of the person’s hand. Though this
adaption may result in the model underperforming on quanti-
tative metrics related to spatial accuracy, it substantially im-
proves the overall image quality.
Incorrect Entity Shapes Incorrect entity shapes refer to
cases where the input region of an entity does not match its
described shape, such as a “standing person” typically being
represented by a vertical rectangle shape. Through experi-
mentation, we find that EliGen possesses the generalization
to adaptively adjust entity posture based on arbitrary input
shape. For example, in Figure 17, EliGen adjusts the gesture
of the generated “person” entity according to various posi-
tional inputs while maintaining coherence with the environ-
ment.

E.4 Pure Text-to-Image Generation Capability
The images generated by EliGen exhibit high quality. When
provided with any number of entity inputs, it can achieve pre-
cise positional control and detailed generation for each entity.
In the absence of any entity inputs, EliGen also functions as
an exceptional text-to-image model. As shown in Figure 18,
the images generated solely from global prompts demonstrate
excellence in lighting, detail, and overall quality.



Figure 15: Continuous variation tests on positional inputs. The samples are generated using the same prompt and initial noise. EliGen can
achieve continuous movement of entities, which highlights the potential of EliGen in generating coherent image sequences. To preserve the
identity of the “person” during generation, we integrate EliGen with the IP-Adapter method.

A person is 
skateboarding;

person;
skateboard;

A person is 
playing tennis;

person;
tennis racket;

Figure 16: Generalization tests with incorrect spatial relationships between entities. In the provided examples, the input positional relation-
ships between entities are inaccurate. For instance, the entities ”person” and ”tennis racket” should intersect rather than being separated to
reflect the relationship of a person holding a tennis racket. Under such cases, EliGen prioritizes ensuring the coherence of entities in the
image, thereby adaptively fine-tuning the actual positions of the entities, such as adjusting the position of the person’s hand.

Figure 17: Generalization with incorrect entity shapes. EliGen demonstrates the ability to adaptively adjust entity morphology based on input
shapes. In the examples, the control shape for the “person” is not a standard upright stance. EliGen adjusts the person’s posture according to
the input mask to generate coherent entities.



Figure 18: Pure text-to-image generation capability of EliGen. Despite fine-tuning on an entity-level control task, EliGen retains strong
text-to-image generation performance without entity conditions, demonstrating that training does not degrade the model’s image generation
quality.
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