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Abstract

Animation separates foreground and background elements
into layers, with distinct processes for sketching, refining,
coloring, and in-betweening. Existing video generation
methods typically treat animation as a monolithic data do-
main, lacking fine-grained control over individual layers.
In this paper, we introduce LayerAnimate, a novel archi-
tectural approach that enhances fine-grained control over
individual animation layers within a video diffusion model,
allowing users to independently manipulate foreground and
background elements in distinct layers. To address the chal-
lenge of limited layer-specific data, we propose a data cura-
tion pipeline that features automated element segmentation,
motion-state hierarchical merging, and motion coherence
refinement. Through quantitative and qualitative compar-
isons, and user study, we demonstrate that LayerAnimate
outperforms current methods in terms of animation quality,
control precision, and usability, making it an ideal tool for
both professional animators and amateur enthusiasts. This
framework opens up new possibilities for layer-specific an-
imation applications and creative flexibility. Our code is
available at https://layeranimate.github.io.

1. Introduction

Animation is a globally beloved art form, yet its produc-
tion remains a complex process involving sketch drafting,
refining, coloring, and in-betweening. With the develop-
ment of video generation models, automation technologies
have started to permeate the animation production process.
Recent animation generation models [16, 23, 31, 34] have
adapted real-world generation models [1, 36] to achieve im-
pressive results in interpolation and sketch coloring.

However, previous works typically treat animation as a
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Input Generated Frames

Figure 1. Given the initial and final images with layers, LayerAn-
imate enables control over foreground layers and dynamic back-
ground switching with smooth transitions.

distinct data domain compared to real-world videos, gen-
erating videos under frame-specific controls. They over-
look a fundamental concept to animation, layer, which al-
lows the separate handling of backgrounds, characters, and
special effects, preventing unintended alterations across el-
ements like the input in Fig. 1. In traditional hand-drawn
animation, layers are often created by stacking transpar-
ent sheets, while the modern digital animation pipeline uses
multi-layer representations within software. By manipulat-
ing these layers, animators can efficiently manage character
dynamics and enhance visual quality.

In this paper, we propose LayerAnimate, a layer-specific
control framework that enhances fine-grained control over
layers within a video diffusion model. Considering the
scarcity of layer-specific data due to its commercial value,
we design a layer curation pipeline comprising automated
element segmentation, motion-state hierarchical merging,
and motion coherence refinement. We leverage SAM2 [26]
for element segmentation, merge over-segmented elements
into layers based on their motion states with hierarchical
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clustering, and refine the collected animation data by filter-
ing out undetected transition shots.

With the curated layers, LayerAnimate enables precise
layer-specific control. During the layer guidance prepara-
tion phase, we implement motion-state allocation to sep-
arate dynamic and static layers, allocating static layers
throughout the video to explicitly stabilize static layers in
animation. The prepared layers and their motion infor-
mation, such as motion scores indicating motion extents
or sketches depicting actions, are then encoded into Layer
ControlNet. Finally, multiple layer features are integrated
using masked layer fusion attention within UNet to guide
animation generation. As illustrated in Fig. 1, LayerAni-
mate enables control over foreground layers and dynamic
background switching with smooth transitions.

We conduct extensive experiments and user studies
across four video generation tasks under different con-
ditions, i.e. first-frame Image-to-Video (I2V), I2V with
sketch, interpolation, and interpolation with sketch, to
demonstrate that LayerAnimate is versatile and superior in
terms of animation quality, control precision, and usability.
Our contributions are listed as follows.
• We design a layer curation pipeline to extract layer data

from animations, addressing the challenge of limited
layer-specific data on the Internet.

• We propose a layer-specific control framework, LayerAn-
imate, that combines traditional layer separation tech-
niques with modern video generation models to achieve
more precise animation control and generation.

• Extensive experimental results demonstrate the effective-
ness and versatility of LayerAnimate on various tasks.

• We develop innovative layer-specific applications, such
as stabilizing specified layers and animating layers with
partial sketches.

2. Related Works

Video Diffusion Models. Video generation [8–10, 17,
19–21, 25, 38, 39, 44, 45] has experienced significant ad-
vancements with the development of diffusion models [6,
12, 28]. Many methods [8, 10, 13, 14, 27, 35] extend text-
to-image diffusion architectures to generate temporally co-
herent videos. However, it remains challenging to convey
user intent exclusively through text. To address this, several
works [1, 4, 5, 32, 34, 36, 40, 43] incorporate images into
diffusion models to enable video generation conditioned on
given images. To digest the image condition, a common
approach used by VideoComposer [32], VideoCrafter [4],
and DynamiCrafter [36] is encoding the image through pre-
trained CLIP or other well-designed image encoders before
feeding it into diffusion models along with text prompts.
Furthermore, models like PixelDance [40], SEINE [5], Dy-
namiCrafter [36], and ToonCrafter [34] concatenate two
different image conditions with noisy frame latents to in-

terpolate images with smooth transitions. However, they
fill the intermediate frames with placeholders, which un-
derutilizes the conditions. In contrast, our LayerAnimate
allocates layers based on their motion states across frames,
allowing specified elements to remain static in animation.

Controllable Video Generation. Image-to-Video and in-
terpolation models define videos’ endpoints but struggle to
provide motion information for intermediate frames. Ap-
proaches [7, 15, 16, 23, 24, 29, 34] like SparseCtrl [7] and
ToonCrafter [34] introduce an auxiliary branch for con-
trollable video generation, inspired by ControlNet [41].
LVCD [16] introduces a sketch-guided ControlNet to pro-
vide controls and replicate the denoising UNet without tem-
poral layers to facilitate color transfer from the reference
image to other frames, eliminating the need for the end ref-
erence. These methods offer frame-specific control, requir-
ing complete control signals. When applied to animation,
such frame-specific control will make regions without sig-
nals undergo unpredictable deformation. The most recent
work AniDoc [23] facilitates high-quality animation with
a reference character and sketch guidance without back-
grounds. However, it is tailored for characters and doesn’t
extend its functionality to broader animation scenes. In this
paper, our proposed LayerAnimate allows users to provide
control signals exclusively for the elements they wish to
animate with a more user-friendly manner for controllable
video generation.

3. Layer Curation
To train a layer-specific animation generation framework,
it is essential to construct a well-curated dataset with de-
tailed layer information. Unlike real-world videos, anima-
tion is characterized by distinctive stylized visual aesthet-
ics. Additionally, during production, animators often group
elements with similar motion states into the same layer for
manipulation, imparting intra-layer motion consistency to
the animation. These inherent attributes necessitate a spe-
cialized approach to layer curation. This section outlines
a layer curation pipeline tailored for compiling an anima-
tion layer dataset, focusing on key processes such as Auto-
mated Element Segmentation and Motion-state Hierarchi-
cal Merging, as illustrated in Fig. 2. Additionally, we incor-
porate Motion Coherence Refinement to refine the dataset
by filtering out undetected transition shots.

3.1. Automated Element Segmentation
The inherent visual styles of Animation, such as textureless
regions and clear boundaries between elements, as shown
in Fig. 2, significantly simplify the segmentation process.
Taking advantage of recent advancements in visual founda-
tion models [18, 26], it has become viable to extract layers
automatically from animations. In our pipeline, we employ
SAM [18] to segment the element masks in the first frame
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Figure 2. Left: Layer Curation Pipeline. The bottom orange dashed box illustrates the curated layer masks with their motion scores.
Motion scores remain temporally constant throughout the animation. Right: Motion-state Hierarchical Merging. Layers are merged
from the bottom up until the layer count L falls below the maximum layer capacity N and the motion score difference ds exceeds the
threshold ηs.

of the animation. These masks serve as prompts, which
are then propagated to successive frames using SAM2 [26],
forming temporally continuous masklets. This method al-
lows for efficient and consistent element extraction across
the temporal dimension, underpinning the overall layer cu-
ration pipeline.

3.2. Motion-state Hierarchical Merging
While SAM2 adeptly manages automated element segmen-
tation for animation, it sometimes causes over-segmentation
in the first frame. This issue arises when regions meant to
belong to the same element are divided by inner bound-
aries, resulting in an inflated count of elements. If we re-
gard each element as a layer, such over-segmentation not
only increases computational demands on Layer Control-
Net within LayerAnimate as discussed in Sec. 4.2, but also
burdens users with handling an excessive number of layers,
which diminishes usability.

To address this, we introduce Motion-state Hierarchi-
cal Merging (MHM), designed to merge over-segmented
masklets based on their motion states, respecting intra-layer
motion consistency. It is inspired by animation workflow,
where animators dynamically merge or separate layers ac-
cording to their motion states. Firstly, we employ Uni-
match [37] to estimate optical flow, computing a tempo-
rally consistent motion score for each layer by averaging
flow magnitudes across the temporal dimension. Notably,
we do not use 2D optical flows to represent motion states
since pixels may move in diverse directions within a layer,
such as dispersing smoke. MHM constructs a treemap us-
ing hierarchical clustering based on motion scores, merg-
ing layers with similar motion scores from the bottom up,

as illustrated in Fig. 2. Considering the variability in layer
numbers during production, we define only the maximum
layer capacity N and a motion score merging threshold ηs.
Layers are merged from the bottom up until the layer count
L falls below the capacity N and the motion score differ-
ence ds exceeds the threshold ηs. The average of the mo-
tion scores from the merged layers is the motion score of
the final merged layer.

3.3. Motion Coherence Refinement
During the data preparation phase, many tasks [1, 34, 44]
utilize PySceneDetect [2] for shot detection and scene cut-
ting based on transitions between adjacent frames. How-
ever, in animation videos, the difference metric in neighbor-
ing frames are diminished by the textureless regions, mak-
ing transitions more challenging to detect compared to real-
world videos. To address this, we repurpose flows com-
puted in the MHM phase, utilizing the 75th percentile of
the flow magnitudes within each frame as the frame mo-
tion score, which highlights frames with significant motion
compared to using averaged flows. We then calculate the
frame-to-frame motion score differences to assess motion
coherence and filter out clips that exceed the threshold ηf .
The filtered clip samples are available for reference in the
supplementary material.

4. Architecture
Given a reference image cimage, the maximum layer capac-
ity N , layer masks M, and layer motion information Imotion
(like motion scores s), our objective is to generate anima-
tion videos from Gaussian noise z through a conditional
denoising network ϵθ. Hence, we propose LayerAnimate,
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Figure 3. Overview of LayerAnimate. Given reference images, layer masks, and their motion information, LayerAnimate enables anima-
tion generation with precise layer-specific control. Besides the motion scores, LayerAnimate supports alternative motion information, such
as sketches. For simplicity, the text and image injection branch, as described in DynamiCrafter [36], is omitted from the framework.

a framework that enhances fine-grained control over layers
within a video diffusion model, as illustrated in Fig. 3.

4.1. Layer Guidance Preparation

To unify the representation of layer information across var-
ious videos, we begin with padding the variable number of
layer masks M to the fixed maximum capacity N . We then
use these layer masks M ∈ RN×1×H×W to crop out layer
regions R ∈ RN×3×H×W from the reference image cimage
and indicate layer motion states with their motion scores
s ∈ RN×1. With the reference layer information in hand,
we need to consider the layer conditions for non-reference
frames across the temporal dimension.

Some multi-frame control methods, such as SparseC-
trl [7] and ToonCrafter [34], employ zero images to imply
unconditional frames. Conversely, approaches like SVD [1]
and DynamiCrafter [36] that condition on a single reference
image replicate the reference condition across all frames
and then concatenate them with the input of the diffusion
model. In LayerAnimate, we integrate the aforementioned
methods to propose Motion-state Allocation, which catego-
rizes layers into dynamic and static based on motion scores
s and a predefined threshold η. It aims to keep static layers
unchanged while allowing dynamic layers to animate re-
specting the text prompt ctext and motion information Imotion.
Specifically, we allocate the reference static layers to all
F − 1 non-reference frames, while allocating zero images
to the F −1 non-reference frames of dynamic layers, where

F is the number of frames in the video.
Finally, we encode the allocated layer regions into latent

space with a VAE encoder. To distinguish valid from invalid
zero values, we resize layer masks M to match the size of
layer latents by bilinear interpolation, then concatenate M
with the encoded layer latents to indicate valid condition
areas, forming the prepared layer latents L.

4.2. LayerAnimate Framework
Motion Information Representation. In Image-to-
Video (I2V) task, motion is conventionally depicted by
the text prompt; however, it’s difficult for users to express
precise motion descriptions for each layer. To address it,
we introduce layer-specific motion information conditions
to provide a more user-friendly control mechanism. As
detailed in Sec. 3.2, we record layer motion scores s via
optical flow estimation. For consistent representation, we
define a relatively high score smax and normalize motion
scores to [0, 1] by s′ = ⌈ s

smax
⌉. These motion scores are

then expanded to match the size of layer masks M for
concatenation. Finally, we combine the layer latents and
motion information with their respective encoder εl, εm,
and feed them into Layer ControlNet to guide the denoising
UNet.

Masked Layer Fusion Attention. During animation,
while each layer is manipulated independently, the video
is a composite of these stacked layers, where occlusion
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relationships influence visual harmony. To comprehen-
sively integrate the information from each layer, we pro-
pose a straightforward yet effective method of incorporating
these layer features into the denoising UNet. We introduce
Masked Layer Fusion Attention within the spatial layers of
the UNet’s decoder. In this module, layer features are re-
shaped by merging the layer dimension into the spatial di-
mension, i.e. transforming from N × F × (h × w) × c to
F × (N × h × w) × c. The frame features in UNet act as
queries, while the reshaped layer features serve as keys and
values, enabling layer fusion through cross-attention. The
approach has been validated in Sec. 5.5, demonstrating its
effectiveness.

4.3. Extension
Beyond motion scores, we can incorporate sketches to
enhance control precision. LayerAnimate enables users
to input a scene image, foreground layers, and dynamic
foreground sketch sequences, enabling animation with
background switching without redrawing the entire frame
sketch.

Our model also excels in the interpolation task with a
straightforward modification. During Motion-state Alloca-
tion in Sec. 4.1, static layers from the first frame are allo-
cated to the first F/2 frames and those from the last frame
to the last F/2 frames. For dynamic layers, we allocate zero
images to the intervening F−2 frames, where F is the num-
ber of video frames. In frame interpolation, users can pro-
vide initial and final images of dynamic scenes, including
the foreground layers and sketch sequences, achieving fore-
ground control while allowing for a dynamic background
with smooth transitions. These innovative control examples
are showcased in Fig. 7.

4.4. Training and Inference
Training. During training, we optimize motion encoder
εm, layer encoder εl, Layer ControlNet, Masked Layer Fu-
sion Attention, and the spatial layer in the decoder of de-
noising UNet while freezing all other parameters. The ob-
jective is given by:

minEz0,t,ϵ∼N (0,I)

[
||ϵ− ϵθ(zt; c, εl(L), εm(Imotion,M)||22

]
,

(1)
where z0 represents the initial video latents from VAE en-
coder, zt is the noised video latents at timestep t, L denotes
the layer latents obtained from Layer Guidance Preparation
(Sec. 4.1), Imotion corresponds to layer motion information
like motion scores or layer sketches, M is the layer masks,
and c indicates the possible conditions like the reference
image cimage and the text prompt ctext.

Inference During inference, LayerAnimate allows users
to generate layer masks on the reference image by simply

clicking using SAM [18], where static layers can be spec-
ified. Users can then either assign motion scores ranging
from [0, 1] or provide a sequence of layer-specific sketches
to define the motion information. With these inputs, Lay-
erAnimate can generate an animation video tailored to the
user’s specifications.

5. Experiments
5.1. Implementation
During the layer curation phase, we collect a considerable
number of raw animation videos, which are systematically
cleaned following OpenSora [44]. On this basis, we curate
layer data through our layer curation pipeline. Throughout
the process, we define the maximum layer capacity as N =
4 and set the motion score merging threshold ηs = 1.0,
alongside the frame-to-frame motion score threshold ηf =
85.0. The pipeline yields a dataset of 563K clips, ranging
from 16 to 128 frames per clip, from which 1K clips are
randomly selected as the evaluation set.

We adopt the pre-trained UNet from ToonCrafter [34],
designed for cartoon interpolation, as our denoising UNet.
We replace its interpolation-oriented VAE with a standard
VAE utilized in an I2V model DynamiCrafter [36] in I2V
task. In LayerAnimate, the motion encoder εm and layer
encoder εl are implemented with a convolution layer. Dur-
ing the training, we classify layers with motion scores be-
low η = 0.05 as static and define the relatively high score
smax = 20.0. The sketches utilized in the experiments are
extracted from original videos using Anime2Sketch [33].

All experiments are conducted over 50,000 steps using
AdamW [22] optimizer with a learning rate of 2e-5 on 16
NVIDIA A100 GPUs. The total batch size is set to 32. Our
LayerAnimate, with a maximum layer capacity of N = 4,
is trained to generate 16 frames at a resolution of 320× 512
on our collected anime dataset.

5.2. Comparison
Given that our method relies on layer-specific controls, we
utilize the automated layer curation pipeline detailed in
Sec. 3 to acquire layer information. To demonstrate the
versatility of our model, we conduct comparisons across
four video generation tasks under different conditions: first-
frame Image-to-Video (I2V), I2V with sketch, interpola-
tion, and interpolation with sketch. For these tasks, we
compare our method against the latest representative state-
of-the-art methods: SEINE [5] and DynamiCrafter [36] for
I2V and interpolation tasks, LVCD [16] for the I2V with
sketch task, and ToonCrafter [34] for interpolation and in-
terpolation with sketch tasks.

Quantitative Comparison. To evaluate the quality of the
generated videos in both spatial and temporal domains, we
employ FVD [30] and FID [11] metrics. Additionally, to
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Figure 4. Qualitative comparison with other competitors. We select four clips to exemplify the representative characteristics of anima-
tion: ① particle effects, ② light effects, ③ smoke appearing from nowhere, ④ unconventional fade-in visual style. For simplicity, the layer
masks and text prompts in ②∼④ are omitted.

Method FVD↓ FID↓ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑

①
SEINE [5] 236.04 30.14 0.458 13.06 0.465
DynamiCrafter [36] 114.80 14.36 0.354 14.89 0.554
LayerAnimate (ours) 98.86 16.52 0.371 15.16 0.570

②
LVCD [16] 29.85 7.01 0.076 26.22 0.862
LVCD∗ [16] 113.22 18.34 0.177 21.18 0.773
LayerAnimate (ours) 40.64 8.22 0.121 23.57 0.810

③

SEINE [5] 97.13 11.96 0.267 18.19 0.641
DynamiCrafter [36] 98.72 13.03 0.282 17.95 0.629
ToonCrafter [34] 74.63 9.97 0.244 19.92 0.668
LayerAnimate (ours) 55.69 7.98 0.212 20.80 0.708

④ ToonCrafter [34] 66.26 8.40 0.128 23.28 0.794
LayerAnimate (ours) 22.82 4.33 0.069 28.01 0.872

Table 1. Quantitative comparison with other state-of-the-art
video generation models across four tasks on our 1K anime eval-
uation set: ① first-frame I2V, ② I2V with sketch, ③ interpolation,
and ④ interpolation with sketch. ∗: with our freehand sketch.

assess reconstruction quality in sketch-conditioned tasks,
we adopt LPIPS [42], PSNR, and SSIM to measure the
similarity between the generated videos and the original
videos. As presented in Tab. 1, our method demonstrates
superior performance in most tasks, except for I2V with
sketch. The disadvantage stems from the fact that LVCD

employs a more advanced sketch extractor [3], producing
sketches that are more detailed and information-rich com-
pared to our freehand sketches. Our freehand sketches imi-
tate the sketch drafts used in animation production, charac-
terized by their simple outlines and limited details, as seen
in Fig. 4 and Fig. 7, which facilitates professional anima-
tors and amateur enthusiasts to provide their drafts for gen-
eration. Detailed differences between these two kinds of
sketches are illustrated in the supplementary material. To
ensure a fair comparison, considering that both ToonCrafter
and our method utilize Anime2Sketch for sketch extraction,
we test LVCD with our freehand sketches. The notable drop
in LVCD’s performance highlights its difficulty with weaker
sketch guidance.

Qualitative Comparison. Unlike real-world videos,
anime videos feature special effects, objects appearing from
nowhere, and unconventional visual styles. We select sev-
eral representative clips for qualitative comparison, as de-
picted in Fig. 4. In the I2V task, SEINE and Dynami-
Crafter struggle to maintain character consistency, whereas
our method not only generates text-described particle ef-
fects but also preserves the character’s facial consistency
after particles pass across it. In the I2V with sketch task,
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Figure 5. Voting results of the user study. LayerAnimate exhibits
superior performance across different tasks and achieves compa-
rable levels of human preference to LVCD, which utilizes more
detailed sketches.

freehand sketches outline only the edges of the character
and light effects. LVCD, interfered by interference from
light effects, inadvertently applies effects outside the light
regions, resulting in a blurry video. Our model, however,
distinctly generates effect layers without affecting the char-
acter or background. For the interpolation task involving
smoke gradually emerging, SEINE, DynamiCrafter, and
ToonCrafter distort clouds and the building during smoke
generation. Our method stabilizes the background and
building layers, focusing solely on smoke generation. In
the interpolation with sketch task, which involves a fade-
in scene, ToonCrafter fails to reveal the background prop-
erly, and the character’s hair color alters over frames. Our
method maintains consistent hair color while accurately
generating the intended fade-in visual style.

5.3. Innovative Layer-specific Application
Our proposed LayerAnimate enhances fine-grained control
over animation layers, offering many innovative and user-
friendly control options, as illustrated in Fig. 7 (next page).

In the I2V task, if users wish certain elements in the im-
age to remain unchanged, such as the boy at the top of the
figure, they can explicitly fix that layer to keep the boy sta-
tionary.

In sketch-guided generation tasks, users are typically re-
quired to draw a complete sketch of the entire frame, which
is a bit cumbersome. With our layer-specific control, users
can effectively separate dynamic and static layers, which
eliminates the need for conditions on static layers while
requiring only partial sketches for dynamic ones. Further-
more, the static background can be switched with different
scenes, enabling dynamic layers to appear in user-desired
scenes.

Finally, in interpolation with sketch tasks, LayerAnimate
can interpolate the background for smooth transitions while
controlling foreground layers based on partial sketch guid-

FVD↓ FID↓ LPIPS ↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑

LayerAnimate 98.86 16.52 0.371 15.16 0.570
w/o MLFA 104.20 16.86 0.376 15.09 0.555
w/o MA 100.44 16.62 0.372 15.13 0.561

Table 2. Ablation study on LayerAnimate. MLFA: Masked
Layer Fusion Attention, MA: Motion-state Allocation.

Full method

w/o MLFA

w/o MA

Full method

Frame 0 Frame 6 Frame 15

Figure 6. Effects of ablation. The top illustrates an extra finder
and background distortion without MLFA. The bottom demon-
strates an unstable background without MA.

ance. Since layers are independently encoded within Layer
ControlNet, our foreground layers are nearly unaffected by
the background. As shown at the bottom of Fig. 7, the right
character’s skin and palm consistently maintain their color
and shape.

5.4. User Study
To further evaluate the effectiveness of our method, we con-
duct a user study involving 20 participants who voted the
best-generated videos among LayerAnimate and other com-
petitors across four different tasks, as discussed in Sec. 5.2.
As shown in Fig. 5, our LayerAnimate exhibits superior per-
formance. Even when compared to LVCD, which uses de-
tailed sketch conditions, our method achieves comparable
performance with freehand sketches.

5.5. Ablation
We conduct ablation experiments on two key modules
Masked Layer Fusion Attention (MLFA) and Motion-state
Allocation (MA) in I2V task by replacing MLFA with the
averaged layer features added to UNet and removing MA.
As shown in Tab. 2, MLFA is crucial for fusing layer fea-
tures; simply adding layer features degrades performance.
Removing MA slightly impacts performance since its pri-
mary role is to freeze static layers, which are limited in the
evaluation set. Fig. 6 vividly highlights the importance of
these modules. Without MLFA, an extra finger appears and
background distortion occurs, indicating inadequate layer
fusion. Omitting MA, when using sketches without back-
grounds as guidance, resulting in unstable backgrounds in
the video.
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Figure 7. Layer-specific Application. LayerAnimate provides innovative and user-friendly control options for animation, enabling users
to freeze specific elements, animate characters with partial sketches, and switch static or dynamic backgrounds. The layer-specific control
over individual layers ensures that foreground layers remain consistent and nearly unaffected by background changes.
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6. Limitations
One limitation of our approach is that LayerAnimate fo-
cuses on controlling existing elements in the I2V task, ex-
cluding elements that appear in future frames. This focus
may limit its effectiveness in scenarios where new elements
appear over time.

While our approach introduces layer-specific control tai-
lored to animation, this concept presents opportunities for
application in other data domains; for example, implement-
ing layer-specific control in real-world video generation
based on depth information.

Additionally, we currently utilize ToonCrafter’s pre-
trained UNet, trained at a resolution of 512x320 with 16
frames, due to computational constraints. In the future,
we aim to enhance our framework by integrating more
advanced video generation models as backbones, thereby
enabling animation generation at high-resolution and with
longer durations.

7. Conclusion
We propose LayerAnimate, a layer-specific control frame-
work combining the traditional layer separation philoso-
phy in animation production with modern video generation
models. LayerAnimate enhances fine-grained control over
individual animation layers, allowing users to control fore-
ground and background elements in distinct layers. To ad-
dress the issue of scarce layer-specific data, we design a data
curation pipeline to automatically extract layer information
from animations. Extensive experiments demonstrate the
effectiveness and versatility on various tasks. This frame-
work opens up new possibilities for layer-specific animation
applications and creative flexibility.
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LayerAnimate: Layer-specific Control for Animation

Supplementary Material

A. Overview
We provide a video on the project website1. The video
vividly introduces our work and presents qualitative results
for an enhanced view experience. We recommend that read-
ers watch the video as it provides a clearer and more intu-
itive understanding of this paper.

Here, we present a comprehensive exploration of the
components and results discussed in the main paper to pro-
vide deeper insights into the capabilities of LayerAnimate.

First, in Appendix B, we present the filtered samples
from the Motion Coherence Refinement process that were
not detected by PySceneDetect.

Following this, in Appendix C, we visualize the inputs
and corresponding layer-specific controls that are omitted
due to the main text’s length limitation.

Additionally, we compare different sketch styles in Ap-
pendix D, clearly illustrating the differences between the
more economical freehand sketches used in our method and
the detailed lineart sketches employed by LVCD.

To further demonstrate LayerAnimate’s robustness and
effectiveness, Appendix E provides additional samples from
the four tasks covered in the main text. These examples,
found in Fig. 11, Fig. 12, and Fig. 13, showcase the model’s
ability to maintain visual consistency and control under var-
ious conditions.

B. Filtered Samples in Motion Coherence Re-
finement

We showcase some scene changing samples that are not de-
tected by PySceneDetect in Fig. 8. We visualize the adap-
tive ratios computed by PySceneDetect in (d) and the 75th
percentile of flow magnitudes in (e) for the three samples.
As can be seen, the adaptive ratios are all below the thresh-
old (illustrated by the yellow dotted line), whereas the dif-
ferences in the 75th percentile magnitudes are distinct and
significant between transition frames (indicated by the gray
dotted line) and non-transition frames.

C. Layer-specific Input in Qualitative Compar-
ison

Due to the length limitation in the main text, we omit the
layer-specific control in the qualitative comparison. Here,
in Fig. 9, we visualize the inputs and corresponding layer-
specific controls used in the experiments. For I2V and in-
terpolation tasks, the motion scores employed as motion in-
formation are presented on layers using normalized scores.

1https://layeranimate.github.io
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Figure 8. Filtered Samples in Motion Coherence Refinement.
Sub-figures (a), (b), and (c) are three samples. Sub-figure (d)
depicts adaptive ratio, the metric employed in PySceneDetect
and sub-figure (e) represents the 75th percentile of flow magni-
tudes, where horizontal yellow dotted line illustrates the transition
threshold in PySceneDetect, and vertical gray dotted line indicates
transition frames.

In the interpolation with sketch task, only the first layer is
active, while the remaining layers are represented as dashed
boxes, indicating padded invalid layers.

D. Sketch Differences
As discussed in the Experiments section, LVCD employs a
more advanced sketch extractor, producing sketches that are
more detailed and information-rich compared to our free-
hand sketches. To vividly illustrate the differences between
these two kinds of sketches, we present two samples in
Fig. 10.

Our sketches shade darker areas of animation, such as
black backgrounds and flooring, while leaving bright ar-
eas blank. In contrast, LVCD utilizes lineart sketches that
clearly outline the boundaries of elements in animation, in-
corporating more detail. Consequently, in areas where the
sketch is left blank, LayerAnimate lacks guidance, result-
ing in slightly lower video quality. Overall, the sketch we
use resembles drafts in an early period of production, which
is more economical to obtain in animation production and
better suited for user applications.

E. More Qualitative Results
In this section, we provide additional samples for the four
tasks mentioned in the main text to further illustrate the ca-
pability of LayerAnimate in Fig. 11, Fig. 12, and Fig. 13

1
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Figure 9. Visualization of Layer-specific Input. The left column
displays the frame-level input, while the four columns on the right
provide the corresponding layer-specific information. In the I2V
and Interpolation tasks, the numerals represent motion scores.

(on the following pages). These examples demonstrate the
robustness and effectiveness in handling diverse animation
scenarios, showcasing its ability to maintain visual consis-
tency and control across various conditions. We also pro-
vide a video that showcases qualitative results for an en-
hanced viewing experience.
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Original Ours LVCD Ours LVCD

Figure 10. Comparison of Different Sketches. Our sketch resembles drafts in an early period of production, which is more economical
to obtain in animation production and better suited for user applications.
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the video is an animated 
scene featuring a female 
character with black hair 
and a determined 
expression. she is dressed 
in a white and gold armor 
with a cape, and she holds 
a sword in her right 
hand…

the video is a still image 
from an animated series 
or film. it features a 
character with spiky 
green hair and a pale 
complexion. the character 
is wearing a white shirt 
with a yellow scarf…

the video is an animated 
scene featuring a large 
ship sailing on a body of 
water at night. the ship is 
illuminated by blue and 
white lights, and there 
are clouds in the sky. the 
ship is surrounded by a 
large, dark…

the video is a 3d 
animation featuring a 
character with pink hair 
and a school uniform. the 
character is smiling and 
waving, with a cheerful 
expression. the 
background is a simple 
green gradient…
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Figure 11. Samples in I2V and I2V with sketch tasks. The gray rounded rectangles represent generated frames. The colored translucent
masks are the layer masks of input images, while the four columns on the right indicate the cropped layer regions.
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the video is a dynamic 
and colorful animation 
featuring two characters 
in a scene that appears to 
be set in a stadium. the 
character in the 
foreground is a young girl 
with short, light purple 
hair and large…

the video captures a 
dramatic scene from the 
anime "one piece". the 
main focus is on a large 
explosion that engulfs a 
wooden structure. the 
explosion is intense, with 
bright orange and yellow 
flames consuming the 
structure…

the video is an animated 
scene featuring a 
character with a long 
white beard and a flowing 
white robe. the character 
is holding a staff with a 
flaming end, and the 
flames are depicted in a 
dynamic, swirling motion. 
the character's face is 
etched with a serious 
expression…

the video is an animated 
scene featuring a 
character with spiky 
black hair and a serious 
expression. the character 
is wearing a blue and 
white shirt with a collar 
and has a scarf around 
their neck…
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Figure 12. Samples in Interpolation task. The gray rounded rectangles represent generated frames. The colored translucent masks are
the layer masks of input images, while the four columns on the right indicate the cropped layer regions.
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the video is a 3d 
animation featuring two 
characters in a nighttime 
setting. the character in 
the foreground is a girl 
with long black hair, 
wearing a red coat and 
black boots, standing on a 
grassy area…

the video is an animated 
scene featuring a 
character dressed in a 
black ninja outfit, 
complete with a sword 
and a bow. the character 
is standing on a purple 
background with a starry 
sky above…

the video is an anime-
style animation featuring 
a character with light 
blue hair and green eyes. 
the character is wearing a 
black and white outfit 
with a cross-shaped 
emblem on the chest and 
a white flower on the left 
side of the head…

In
t
e
rp

o
la

t
io

n
 w

/ 
s
k
e
t
c
h

Figure 13. Samples in Interpolation with sketch task. The gray rounded rectangles represent generated frames. The colored translucent
masks are the layer masks of input images, while the four columns on the right indicate the cropped layer regions.
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