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Figure 1. Performance comparison between the proposed model, DiffuEraser, and Propainter. (a) Texture Quality: DiffuEraser generates
more detailed and refined textures compared to the transformer-based Propainter. (b) Temporal Consistency: DiffuEraser demonstrates
superior temporal consistency in the inpainted content compared to Propainter.

Abstract

Recent video inpainting algorithms integrate flow-based
pixel propagation with transformer-based generation to
leverage optical flow for restoring textures and objects us-
ing information from neighboring frames, while complet-
ing masked regions through visual Transformers. However,
these approaches often encounter blurring and temporal
inconsistencies when dealing with large masks, highlight-
ing the need for models with enhanced generative capabil-
ities. Recently, diffusion models have emerged as a promi-
nent technique in image and video generation due to their
impressive performance. In this paper, we introduce Dif-
fuEraser, a video inpainting model based on stable diffu-
sion, designed to fill masked regions with greater details
and more coherent structures. We incorporate prior in-
formation to provide initialization and weak conditioning,

which helps mitigate noisy artifacts and suppress hallucina-
tions. Additionally, to improve temporal consistency during
long-sequence inference, we expand the temporal receptive
fields of both the prior model and DiffuEraser, and further
enhance consistency by leveraging the temporal smoothing
property of Video Diffusion Models. Experimental results
demonstrate that our proposed method outperforms state-
of-the-art techniques in both content completeness and tem-
poral consistency while maintaining acceptable efficiency.

1. Introduction

Video inpainting aims to complete masked regions with
content that is both plausible and temporally consistent.
Previous video inpainting algorithms primarily rely on two
mechanisms:
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1) Flow-based pixel propagation methods, which uti-
lize optical flow to restore texture details and objects by
leveraging information from adjacent frames; and

2) Transformer-based video inpainting methods,
which excel at completing the structural aspects of objects
[26].

Current mainstream algorithms typically combine these
two approaches, consisting of three modules or stages:

1) Flow completion,
2) Feature propagation, and
3) Content generation.
This solution categorizes masked pixels into two types:
1) Known pixels, which have appeared in some masked

frames and can be propagated to other frames through flow
completion and feature propagation modules, ensuring con-
sistency between the completed content and the unmasked
regions; and

2) Unknown pixels, which have never appeared in any
masked frames and are generated by the content generation
module, thereby enhancing the structural integrity of the re-
sults.

The state-of-the-art algorithm, Propainter [46], exem-
plifies this approach and comprises three key modules:
recurrent flow completion, dual-domain propagation, and
mask-guided sparse Transformer. It effectively propagates
known pixels across all frames and demonstrates an initial
ability to generate unknown pixels. However, when the
mask size is large, the generative capability of the Trans-
former model proves insufficient, leading to significant ar-
tifacts, as illustrated in Figure 1.

Consequently, there is a need for more powerful models
with enhanced generative capabilities. The Stable Diffu-
sion model, which has recently gained prominence in the
field of image and video generation, presents a promising
candidate.

In this work, we first decompose the video inpainting
task into three sub-problems and then propose correspond-
ing solutions for each. Specifically, the three key challenges
are: the propagation of known pixels, the generation of un-
known pixels, and the temporal consistency of the com-
pleted content. Our main contributions are summarized as
follows:

1. Video Inpainting Diffusion: We introduce a mo-
tion module for the image inpainting model Brush-
Net, which is based on diffusion models. The pow-
erful generative capability of diffusion models over-
comes the blurring and mosaic artifacts associated with
Transformer-based models, thereby completing object
structures and generating more detailed content.

2. Injected Priors: We incorporate priors into the dif-
fusion model, enabling easier initialization to mitigate

noisy artifacts and serving as a weak condition to sup-
press the generation of unwanted objects.

3. Enhanced Temporal Consistency: We improve the
temporal consistency of long-sequence inference by
expanding the temporal receptive fields of both the
prior model and the diffusion model. Additionally,
we further enhance temporal continuity at the inter-
sections between clips by leveraging the temporal
smoothing property of the Video Diffusion Model.

2. Related Works
Diffusion Models. The advent of diffusion models

[14, 32, 34] has significantly enhanced the quality and cre-
ativity of image and video generation. In the realm of image
synthesis, diffusion models have driven substantial progress
across various tasks, including text-to-image generation
[5, 29], controllable image generation [24, 43], image edit-
ing [1, 12, 22], personalized image generation [6, 28], and
image inpainting [27, 16], among others. Building on these
advancements, video diffusion models incorporating addi-
tional motion modules have also gained significant traction.
Key applications in this domain include text-to-video gen-
eration [11, 8, 10, 13, 15, 31], controllable video generation
[3, 4, 36, 39], video editing [19, 23, 38, 21], and various
training-free video synthesis methods [44, 25].

Video Inpainting. Video inpainting aims to fill masked
regions in videos with plausible content while maintain-
ing temporal consistency. Early approaches based on 3D
convolution and shifting operations exhibited limited per-
formance. The emergence of methods leveraging optical
flow and Transformer architectures has significantly im-
proved the quality of video inpainting. Flow-based pixel
propagation methods [7, 41, 42] excel at restoring textures
and details by utilizing information from adjacent frames.
In contrast, Transformer-based methods [40, 20, 18, 46]
are adept at completing the structural aspects of objects.
Among these, Propainter [46] stands out as a representa-
tive approach, comprising recurrent flow completion, dual-
domain propagation, and a mask-guided sparse Trans-
former. Propainter effectively propagates known pixels
across all frames and demonstrates an initial ability to gen-
erate unknown pixels. However, its generative capacity is
limited when dealing with large masks, leading to notice-
able artifacts.

With the rising popularity of diffusion models, diffusion-
based video inpainting methods have begun to emerge [17,
37, 30, 9, 45, 47]. These approaches leverage the powerful
generative capabilities of diffusion models to enhance both
the detail and structural integrity of the inpainted regions,
addressing some of the limitations observed in Transformer-
based methods. BIVDiff[30] is a training-free framework
via bridging image and video diffusion models. AVID[45]



Figure 2. Overview of the proposed video inpainting model DiffuEraser, based on stable diffusion. The main denoising UNet performs
the denoising process to generate the final output. The BrushNet branch extracts features from masked images, which are added to the main
denoising UNet layer by layer after a zero convolution block. Temporal attention is incorporated after self-attention and cross-attention to
improve temporal consistency.

and CoCoCo[47] improved text-guided video inpainting by
integrating motion module to Text-to-Image(T2I) model.
[37] proposes language-driven video inpainting via Mul-
timodal Large Language Models, which uses natural lan-
guage instructions to guide the inpainting process. Never-
theless, they always suffer from the inherent hallucinations
of diffusion models. FloED[9] with less hallucination pro-
poses a dedicated dual-branch architecture that incorporates
motion guidance with a multi-scale flow adapter to enhance
temporal consistency, focusing on object removal and back-
ground restoration. FFF-VDI[17] propagates the noise la-
tent information of future frames to fill the masked area of
the first frame’s noise latent code, improving temporal con-
sistency and suppressing hallucination effects. However,
these methods do not effectively address the temporal con-
sistency and stability needed for long-sequence inference
and there is still room for improvement in detail and struc-
tural integrity. In contrast, DiffuEraser can generate tem-
porally consistent results with enhanced detail and a more
complete structure for long-sequence inference, all without
requiring a text prompt.

3. Methodology

3.1. Network Overview

Our network architecture is inspired by AnimateDiff
[11], integrating a motion module into the image inpaint-
ing model. For the image inpainting component, we select
BrushNet [16], which enhances the main denoising UNet by
adding an additional branch to extract features from masked
images. An overview of our proposed model, DiffuEraser,

is depicted in Figure 2. The architecture comprises the
primary denoising UNet and an auxiliary BrushNet. The
BrushNet branch receives a conditional latent input com-
posed of masked images, masks, and noisy latents, with di-
mensions [n, f, h/4, w/4, 9]. Features extracted by Brush-
Net are integrated into the denoising UNet layer by layer af-
ter a zero convolution block. The denoising UNet processes
noisy latents with dimensions [n, f, h/4, w/4, 4]. To en-
hance temporal consistency, temporal attention mechanisms
are incorporated following both self-attention and cross-
attention layers. After denoising, the generated images are
blended with the input masked images using blurred masks.

We define the video inpainting problem by decompos-
ing it into three sub-problems: propagation of known pixels
(pixels that have appeared in some masked frames), gener-
ation of unknown pixels (pixels that have never appeared in
any masked frames), and maintaining temporal consistency
of the completed content. Specifically:

1. Propagation of Known Pixels: The motion module
inherently supports temporal propagation, allowing the
restoration of texture details and objects in the current
frame using information from adjacent frames. Ad-
ditionally, we leverage the enhanced propagation ca-
pabilities of the prior model, which offers a longer
propagation range and a more sophisticated propaga-
tion mechanism. Specifically, we apply DDIM inver-
sion on the inpainting results from the prior model
and incorporate them into the noisy latent. See Sec-
tion 3.2 for details. We utilize Propainter as our prior
model. Beyond supporting the propagation of known
pixels, the injected prior facilitates easier initialization



for DiffuEraser, enabling the generation of meaningful
completed content and suppressing noisy artifacts and
visual hallucinations commonly associated with diffu-
sion models.

2. Generation of Unknown Pixels: Utilizing the robust
generative capabilities of the stable diffusion model,
our approach can generate plausible content with more
details and textures for unknown pixels.

3. Temporal Consistency of Completed Content:
While the motion module ensures temporal consis-
tency within individual inferences (each handling a
clip of 22 frames in our setting), discrepancies arise
at the boundaries between clips during long-sequence
processing. To address this, we expand the temporal
receptive field of the model. This is achieved by per-
forming pre-inference, where video frames are sam-
pled at an optimal rate and processed collectively as
a single clip. This enables the model to ”see” frames
from a broader temporal context. Subsequently, the in-
sights gained from pre-inference are used to guide the
frame-by-frame inference, incorporating information
from distant frames and thereby enhancing the overall
temporal continuity. See Section 3.3 for details.

As demonstrated in other studies, the generative capabil-
ity of stable diffusion models and the temporal consistency
provided by motion modules are well-established. In this
paper, we focus on illustrating the advantages of incorporat-
ing priors and optimizing temporal consistency across clips
during long-sequence inference.

3.2. Incorporation of Priors

As illustrated in Figure 3, our model occasionally gener-
ates meaningless noisy artifacts within masked regions. For
instance, the masked area above the sea level may appear as
random noise instead of coherent content.

Figure 3. Example of noisy artifacts generated by the model. The
masked region above the sea level is not completed correctly and
resembles random noise.

To address these artifacts, we enhance the noisy la-
tent—an integral part of the model’s input. Inspired by
DDIM Inversion [33], we introduce priors during inference.
Specifically, we perform DDIM Inversion on the outputs of
a chosen lightweight inpainting model and incorporate the

inverted results into the noisy latent, as depicted in Figure
4. The prior provides initialization information that enables
the model to generate meaningful and stable completed con-
tent, effectively eliminating the noisy artifacts shown in Fig-
ure 3. Additionally, the prior acts as a weak condition to
suppress the generation of unwanted objects, mitigating vi-
sual hallucinations often encountered in diffusion models.

Figure 4. Incorporation of priors. We introduce priors during in-
ference by performing DDIM inversion on the outputs of the prior
model and adding them to the noisy latent.

The selection of the prior model significantly impacts the
final results. After experimental comparisons, we selected
Propainter as our prior model. Notably, any blur and mo-
saic artifacts present in the prior do not adversely affect
our model’s outputs; instead, they are refined and elimi-
nated, resulting in inpainted regions with richer textures and
greater detail.

Figure 5 compares the results before and after incorpo-
rating priors, demonstrating that the introduction of priors
effectively suppresses noisy artifacts and the emergence of
unwanted objects, thereby significantly enhancing the accu-
racy and stability of the inpainting results.

Figure 5. Comparison of inpainting results before and after incor-
porating priors.



Figure 6. Utilizing the temporal smoothing property of the Video Diffusion Model (VDM) to enhance consistency at the intersections of
clips.

3.3. Optimizing Temporal Consistency for Long-
Sequence Inference

While the motion module maintains good temporal con-
sistency within individual clips(for example, 22 frames),
noticeable discrepancies emerge at the boundaries between
consecutive clips during long-sequence inference, as shown
in Figure 7. To ensure seamless temporal consistency across
the entire video, we implement the following optimizations.

3.3.1 Leveraging the Temporal Smoothing Property of
the Video Diffusion Model (VDM)

The absence of specific temporal conditioning leads to sig-
nificant changes in completed content between clips, a
problem that cannot be resolved by merely overlapping
neighboring clips. Inspired by the concept of interpolat-
ing between timesteps to obtain intermediate results [9],
we adopt a staggered denoising approach along sequen-
tial timesteps. This method utilizes the inherent temporal
smoothing property of VDM to enhance consistency be-
tween clips.

During inference, even-numbered timesteps remain in-
ferred from the starting position of the clip, while odd-
numbered timesteps are inferred from the midpoint of the
clip, Figure 6. This staggered denoising leverages VDM’s
temporal smoothing property to blend frames at clip inter-
sections smoothly. The underlying rationale is that, despite
identical latent inputs, the denoising results for overlapped
frames from adjacent clips differ due to VDM’s temporal
smoothing property, which adjusts overlapped frames to be
temporally consistent with the starting frame. By apply-
ing this smoothing property at clip intersections, we achieve
more seamless transitions.

When processing long videos divided into multiple clips,
preliminary optimizations lead to multiple adjustments at
clip intersections. After optimization, these transitions are
smoothed into a single gradual change from the first to the
last frame of the entire video. However, complete consis-
tency across the entire video remains unattainable due to

inherent inconsistencies between the first and last frames.

Figure 7. Temporal consistency optimization for long-sequence in-
ference.

3.3.2 Expanding the Temporal Receptive Field

A single inference pass can process only a limited number
of frames(for instance, 22 frames in our setting), which re-
stricts the temporal receptive field and prevents the propa-
gation of known pixels from distant frames. Additionally,
information sharing between different clips is constrained,
resulting in inconsistencies in detailed content despite simi-
lar semantics across clips. This leads to frequent and notice-
able changes during long-sequence inference, as illustrated
in Figure 7. To mitigate this, we expand the temporal recep-
tive field of the inference process through the following two
strategies.

1. Enhancing Priors for Comprehensive Pixel Propa-
gation

Using Propainter as an example, we first sample the in-
put video frames and perform pre-propagation to extend
known pixels across the entire time domain, surpassing the
temporal limitations of a single propagation pass (which
typically handles dozens of frames), as shown in Figure
8(a). Full propagation of known pixels ensures that the
completed content remains consistent with the unmasked
regions, thereby stabilizing the results.

Subsequently, the inpainting results of the sampled
frames guide frame-by-frame propagation, allowing the in-
formation obtained from pre-propagation to be integrated
into every frame, as depicted in Figure 9(a).



This optimization enables Propainter to utilize informa-
tion from distant frames more effectively, ensuring that
known pixels are stably propagated across the entire time
domain. Consequently, the prior provided to DiffuEraser
is more accurate and stable. Nonetheless, DiffuEraser’s
limited temporal receptive field still results in significant
changes at clip intersections.

Figure 8. Perform pre-propagation or pre-inference to expand the
temporal receptive field of model.

2. Expanding the Temporal Receptive Field of Dif-
fuEraser for consistent generation of unknown pixels

To further enhance temporal consistency, we also expand
the temporal receptive field of DiffuEraser. Similar to the
prior optimization, we introduce a pre-inference step where
video frames are sampled and processed as a single infer-
ence pass, thereby broadening the temporal context and en-
suring consistent content generation across the entire video,
as shown in Figure 8(b).

Following pre-inference, the results guide frame-by-
frame inference, ensuring that the content consistency es-
tablished during pre-inference is maintained throughout all
remaining frames, as illustrated in Figure 9(b).

The core principle behind these optimizations—both for
priors and DiffuEraser—is to extend the temporal recep-
tive field to encompass the entire video duration, rather
than being confined to individual clips. The optimization
of prior ensures comprehensive propagation of known pix-
els, maintaining result correctness, while the optimization
of DiffuEraser focuses on the consistent generation of un-
known pixels, ensuring overall stability. Together, these en-
hancements effectively resolve the temporal consistency is-

Figure 9. The temporal consistency obtained from pre-propagation
or pre-inference is maintained throughout all remaining frames.

sues inherent in long-sequence inference, as demonstrated
in Figure 7.

4. Experiments

Datasets. We utilized the Panda-70M dataset [2], split-
ting videos at scene cuts and filtering them based on match-
ing scores to obtain 3,183,727 short video clips paired with
captions. During training, we generated mask sequences
with random rates, directions, and shapes to simulate video
inpainting and object removal tasks.

Training Details and Metrics. We employed a two-
stage training strategy with a resolution of 512. In the
first stage, we trained the BrushNet and the main denoising
UNet without the motion module to enhance content gener-
ation capabilities. In the second stage, we trained the mo-
tion module of the main denoising UNet to improve tempo-
ral consistency. The fist stage is trained on 4 NVIDIA A100
GPUs for 100,000 steps with a batch size of 16, and the sec-
ond stage is trained on 8 NVIDIA A100 GPUs for 80,000
steps with 22-frame video sequences and a batch size of 1.
Both models were optimized using the L2 loss function and
a learning rate of 1e-5.

Efficiency. Leveraging Phased Consistency Models
(PCM) [35], our model can generate samples in only two
steps, significantly improving inference efficiency. For in-
stance, processing a 10-second video at 540p and 25 FPS
using Nvidia GPU L20 requires about 200 seconds.

Qualitative Comparison. Figure 1 illustrates a com-
parison between our model and Propainter both in texture



quality and temporal consistency. For more comparison re-
sults, see Figure 10,11,12,13. Our model effectively prop-
agates known pixels—those that appear in some masked
frames—to all frames, while also generating unknown pix-
els—those that never appear in any masked frames—with
high consistency and stability.

5. Conclusion and Discussion
In this paper, we introduce DiffuEraser, a video in-

painting model based on stable diffusion. We address the
video inpainting task by decomposing it into three sub-
problems: propagation of known pixels (pixels appearing in
some masked frames), generation of unknown pixels (pix-
els never appearing in any masked frames), and maintaining
temporal consistency of the completed content. For each
sub-problem, we propose tailored solutions.

For the generation of unknown pixels, the powerful gen-
erative capabilities of the stable diffusion model help Dif-
fuEraser effectively overcome the blurring and mosaic is-
sues prevalent in Transformer-based models. Additionally,
we mitigate the inherent hallucinations of stable diffusion
models by incorporating priors, ensuring more accurate and
realistic inpainting results.

In terms of propagating known pixels, the motion mod-
ule within the denoising UNet, combined with the enhanced
propagation properties provided by priors, ensures the suf-
ficient and consistent propagation of known pixels across
frames. This prevents conflicts between the completed con-
tent and the unmasked regions, thereby improving the cor-
rectness and stability of the results.

To address temporal inconsistencies between clips for
long-sequence inference, we expand the temporal recep-
tive field for both prior model and DiffuEraser, significantly
enhancing the consistency of completed content across all
frames. Furthermore, we leverage the temporal smoothing
property of VDM to further enhance temporal coherence at
the intersections between clips.

The concepts of incorporating priors and the methods to
improve temporal consistency for long-sequence inference
are also applicable to a variety of other video editing tasks,
such as object replacement and local stylization. These ap-
plications will be further explored in future works. Exper-
imental results demonstrate that DiffuEraser outperforms
state-of-the-art methods in both content completeness and
temporal consistency, establishing it as a superior approach
for video inpainting tasks.
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