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A colorful autumn park with 

leaves of orange, red, and 

yellow scattered across a

winding path.

A photograph of an inviting reading room 

with a large armchair, a low wooden table, 

and floor-to-ceiling bookshelves packed 

with books, softly lit by a standing lamp.

An impressionist painting of a 
serene lakeside at dawn. Soft 
brushstrokes blend the colors 
of the sky, water, and distant 
mountains. The lake reflects 
the pastel hues of the rising 
sun, and small details of trees 
and boats blur into the overall 
mood of tranquility.

Pitch

Figure 1. Our approach enhances the artistic expression of text-to-image generative models by incorporating precise control over camera
angles and lens distortion effects. Left: Our input consists of a standard text prompt along with extrinsic (roll and pitch) and intrinsic (ver-
tical field of view and distortion ξ) camera parameters, which are translated into a suitable and efficient representation for learning camera
views. Right: Examples varying roll (top) and pitch (bottom) with the same prompt, while keeping the remaining camera parameters fixed.

Abstract

Images as an artistic medium often rely on specific cam-
era angles and lens distortions to convey ideas or emo-
tions; however, such precise control is missing in current
text-to-image models. We propose an efficient and general
solution that allows precise control over the camera when
generating both photographic and artistic images. Unlike
prior methods that rely on predefined shots, we rely solely
on four simple extrinsic and intrinsic camera parameters,
removing the need for pre-existing geometry, reference 3D
objects, and multi-view data. We also present a novel
dataset with more than 57,000 images, along with their
text prompts and ground-truth camera parameters. Our
evaluation shows precise camera control in text-to-image

generation, surpassing traditional prompt engineering ap-
proaches. Our data, model, and code are publicly available
at https://graphics.unizar.es/projects/
PreciseCam2024.

1. Introduction

An image is a versatile medium whose content and cam-
era language play essential roles. Images may be used as
expressive art forms, where the same content but different
camera parameters may convey dramatically different mes-
sages. For instance, a low camera angle makes a charac-
ter dominating or a scene more epic, while a Dutch angle
(≈45◦ roll) induces a sense of uneasiness or tension.
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Text-to-image (T2I) diffusion models can produce im-
ages with rich, varied content based on prompts. However,
these images often present a flat camera angle, i.e., the cam-
era appears to have been placed parallel to the ground plane,
with the horizon in the middle. This poses a major limita-
tion for creative expression, significantly reducing the po-
tential for graphic designers, artists, and photographers to
transmit emotion, sensations, or messages; to unlock and
fully leverage the capabilities of generative models, the abil-
ity to precisely specify camera parameters is a must.

Any particular camera view is defined by intrinsic and
extrinsic parameters such as field of view (FoV), pitch, roll,
etc. However, these parameters are difficult to set through
prompts since most test-to-image models have not been ex-
plicitly designed for camera view control and have not been
trained on a diverse range of camera views. This leads to
prompt engineering being the only tool to control camera
view, requiring users to craft prompts precisely through trial
and error to achieve the desired visual results. This not only
demands a high level of expertise, but also offers a rather
coarse and limited control.

Recently, diffusion models such as Firefly [2] have in-
troduced some control over the camera view, allowing users
to specify general instructions like wide angle, shot from
below/above, or closeup. However, these controls remain
imprecise, keeping artistic options limited. Precise cam-
era view control has been explored by learning 3D infor-
mation from multi-view images [11, 27], but such multi-
view images are not always available, and learning 3D rep-
resentations that cover all possible camera configurations
is unattainable. As a result, these methods are limited in
their ability to generate multiple objects, handle complex
or cluttered scenes, and produce coherent backgrounds. An
alternative approach to 3D representations is to train Con-
trolNet [52] on depth or edge maps, but unfortunately, these
impose strict constraints beyond camera control, limiting
flexibility. Fig. 2 (red boxes) summarizes these approaches.

In this work, we aim to provide a general solution to
the problem of precise camera view control, which expands
artistic freedom in generative AI. We do not focus solely on
well-known photographic shots; instead, we offer simple,
direct control of both intrinsic and extrinsic camera parame-
ters, which allows us to achieve a wide spectrum of possible
camera views while maintaining precise control (see Fig. 2
(green box)). Instead of representing a 3D scene, which has
the limitations we discussed above, we identify the essential
effects that such camera parameters impose on the appear-
ance of each pixel in the final image, thus overcoming the
requirement to rely on multi-view images and using only
simple, single-view images.

To achieve our goal, we rely on two extrinsic parameters,
roll and pitch rotations, and two intrinsic parameters, verti-
cal FoV (vFoV) and geometrical distortion of the camera

(ξ). Combined with a user-provided prompt, these param-
eters serve as inputs to our model to generate images with
the intended camera view. We adopt the Unified Spherical
(US) camera model [5], which allows us to translate these
camera parameters into a Perspective Field (PF) represen-
tation [24], which is easy to store and interpret. The PF-
US encodes the camera parameters as per-pixel information,
describing the pixels’ up-vector (opposed to the gravity di-
rection) and distance to the horizon, allowing us to encode
per-pixel appearance from roll, pitch, vFoV, and ξ param-
eters. We then adopt ControlNet [52] to guide our image
generation according to the resulting PF-US. Our model,
PreciseCam, archives precise camera view control, while
the content remains fully determined by the text prompt.

In addition, we have created a novel dataset of 57,380
single-view RGB images, along with their ground-truth
camera parameters and prompt descriptions. Our dataset
spans a comprehensive range of camera parameters and a
diversity of scenes, making it specifically suitable for the
camera control problem we address.

Last, while our approach is primarily designed for image
generation, it opens up new possibilities for video gener-
ation, as absolute camera control conditioning is currently
being overlooked. Our method can create a precise initial
camera position, from which relative camera control can
subsequently be applied. Alternatively, we showcase how
our model tailored for images can be leveraged to apply lim-
ited absolute camera control on videos. Our code, data, and
model are publicly available at https://graphics.
unizar.es/projects/PreciseCam2024.

2. Related Work
Conditional image generation. Seminal work in con-
ditional image generation leveraged local image statis-
tics [13, 14, 21] and retrieving information from large image
datasets [10, 15, 19, 25]. Later deep learning techniques
allowed faster, more flexible, and more customized image
synthesis within specific domains [9, 23, 35, 42, 43, 50, 51].
Those models were limited in their ability to generate high-
quality images and to support open-ended generation tasks.
With the advent of large-scale image and text datasets, auto-
regressive [48] and especially diffusion models [37–39]
were proposed as an effective solution to create high-quality
images from a virtually unbounded set of text descriptions.
Despite these advancements, text remains a limited modal-
ity for controlling image generation. Recent methods in-
troduced modifications to the diffusion process, enhancing
controllability by allowing users to incorporate additional
guidance through color [31], hand-crafted terms [16, 34],
and spatially localized prompts [3, 4, 12, 49]. While these
methods offer improved control in the generative process,
they lack support for more granular guidance, such as struc-
tural cues like edges or depth maps.
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Looking up from the enchanted 
forest floor, towering ancient trees 
that stretch toward the sky, their 
branches intertwining overhead, 
colorful mushrooms cluster around 
the base of the trees, and an 
ethereal mist

An enchanted forest scene with 
ancient trees, glowing fireflies, 
colorful mushrooms, and an 
ethereal mist 
tag: shot from below

3D Scene

Ref. Image
Processing

A cozy living room with red sofas, and a 
glass table, bathed in sunlight streaming 
through the windows, creates a serene 
and surreal atmosphere.

Scene Dependent (Ours) Scene Independent and Precise Control

Canny Edges Depth

A cozy living room 
with red sofas, and a 
glass table, bathed in 
sunlight streaming 
through the windows, 
creates a serene and 
surreal atmosphere.

PF-US PF-US

An enchanted 
forest scene 
with ancient 
trees, glowing 
fireflies, colorful 
mushrooms, and 
an ethereal mist 

Prompt engineering

Prompt tags

Limited Control

Roll 
Pitch
vFoV
ξ

Roll 
Pitch
vFoV
ξ

Figure 2. Red boxes: Current approaches rely on trial-and-error prompt engineering or generalistic tags, offering limited camera control
in text-to-image generative AI. Others use 3D representations of the scenes, from which depth or edge maps are obtained, but this imposes
strict constraints on the resulting image, limiting flexibility. Green box: Our method relies on two extrinsic and two intrinsic camera
parameters, user-provided; we then obtain the effects that such camera parameters impose on the appearance of each pixel in the final
image, encoded in a 2D PF-US map (see text for details). This allows for precise, fine-tuned camera control, thus enhancing creativity.

Camera control on diffusion generation. While some
works have addressed camera control for image generation,
this area remains underexplored. Kumari et al. [27] pro-
posed a method that introduces camera control without rely-
ing on prompt engineering. They fine-tune a text-to-image
diffusion model, conditioning it on a 3D representation of
an object learned in the model’s feature space, allowing for
generating different camera viewpoints within new back-
ground scenes. However, their NeRF-based approach re-
quires multi-view images of the objects and struggles with
extreme camera angles or prompts involving multiple ob-
jects. Cheng et al. [11] introduced Continuous 3D Words, a
method for controlling attributes like object position, light-
ing, or some camera control (i.e., dolly zoom). Their ap-
proach disentangles these attributes from object identity by
mapping them to the token embedding domain, enabling
control during inference by integrating them in the prompt.
However, it fails to follow complex prompts or specific
styles and often resorts to object poses seen in the train-
ing set. We propose a general approach for generating im-
ages of any object, scene, or landscape while preserving the
model’s ability to handle complex prompts and produce var-
ious artistic styles and multi-object scenes.

Closely related to our work are methods that train net-
works to guide the generative process using inputs like
depth, edges, normals, and segmentation maps [32, 52].
However, these methods still overlook a critical aspect of
image creation: controlling the camera used to obtain that
image. It is common for practitioners to reason about im-
age editing operations using camera abstractions – what the
image would look like if one changes the camera pitch, roll,
field of view, and so on. To address this gap, we propose a
novel approach that incorporates fine-grained camera con-
trols into diffusion adapters like ControlNet [52], expanding
the versatility and usability of image generation to scenar-
ios where precise camera control is paramount. Last, re-

cent works focus on relative camera view control for video
generation [20, 44–47]. However, while these methods ad-
just camera movement relative to the first frame, they lack
control over the initial camera position that sets the entire
sequence. Our method can be directly applied to enable
control over this starting camera position.

3. Our Approach

Our proposed framework for precise camera view control
in text-to-image generation takes as input a text prompt p
and a camera view specified by a set Ω of four parameters,
and generates images I according to both. The four camera
parameters (roll, pitch, vFoV, and distortion ξ) are provided
by the user through simple sliders; they are both intuitive
and expressive enough to allow for precise camera control.
These parameters, together with the camera view represen-
tation used by our model, are presented in Sec. 3.1.

Text-conditioned image generation is performed by
means of a diffusion model D, while we achieve camera
view conditioning via a ControlNet-based module, as de-
scribed in Sec. 3.2. The model is trained with a new dataset
featuring ground-truth camera view specification (Sec. 3.3).

3.1. Precise Camera View Representation

To enable a precise camera view specification, we adopt the
Perspective Field (PF) representation [24], which was orig-
inally designed for single-image camera calibration. For
any arbitrary projection function P(X) = x mapping a 3D
point X to an image pixel x, PF assigns each pixel x an
up-vector ux and a latitude angle φx. Since each pixel x
originates from a light ray R emitted from X, the up-vector
ux represents the projection of the up direction of X (which
is opposite to the gravity vector g at X), while the latitude
φx measures the angle between the light ray R and the hor-
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izontal world plane. In particular:

ux = lim
c→0

P(X− cg)− P(X)

∥(P(X)− cg)− P(X)∥2
, and (1)

φx = arcsin

(
R · g
∥R∥2

)
. (2)

We aim to enhance creativity and expressivity beyond
the commonly used pinhole model in generative AI, includ-
ing precisely-controlled wide-angle or fisheye cameras. To
achieve this, we take advantage of the flexibility of PF to
support different camera models through their respective
P(X) functions, and employ the Unified Spherical (US)
camera model [5, 8], which allows camera models beyond
the pinhole camera to be encoded within the PF. The pro-
jection function P(X) of the US model is defined as:

P(X) = x = (u,v),

u =
xf

ξ
√

x2+y2+z2+z
+u0,v =

yf

ξ
√

x2+y2+z2+z
+v0.

(3)

where (x, y, z) are the 3D point world coordinates, (u0, v0)
are the principal point coordinates in the image, f is the fo-
cal length, and ξ is a distortion parameter ranging between
0 and 1, with ξ = 0 being a pinhole camera.

We choose to represent our camera view with two in-
trinsic parameters: vertical FoV (which is in turn defined
by the focal length f ) and distortion ξ, as well as two
extrinsic parameters: roll and pitch rotations with respect
to the horizon. These four parameters conform the set
Ω = (roll, pitch, vFoV, ξ), which is expressive enough to
represent a wide range of camera configurations, while be-
ing intuitive to users. The four parameters are then trans-
formed, by means of the PF-US representation (Eqs. 1-3),
into per-pixel up-vectors and latitude values, yielding the
corresponding PF-US maps (see Fig. 3, left and center, for
two different illustrative examples).

The resulting PF-US maps provide local information
about how camera parameters affect the appearance of each
pixel, allowing the model to learn this relationship without
the need for heavy 3D representations. Finally, note that
yaw rotation is excluded; given a 2D image, we can define
up or down directions based on the horizon, but there is no
such reference to define left or right directions. By leaving
yaw information out, we allow the model to focus on the
relevant camera parameters that affect image formation.

3.2. Learning Camera View Control

We aim to introduce precise camera view control in text-
to-image diffusion models, while preserving their gener-
alization capabilities. This requires a method that mini-
mally disrupts their generation pipeline, already trained on
large, quality datasets, adding only the essential information
needed to achieve the desired camera view. To do this, we

adopt the ControlNet approach to condition image gener-
ation [52]: it provides a framework for guiding diffusion
models to adhere to a specific condition, and has deliv-
ered impressive results conditioning generation with poses,
depth, edges, or normal maps, among others.

During the generation process, ControlNet ensures that
the generated images align with both the prompt and the
conditioning input, in our case the PF-US map. We use Sta-
ble Diffusion XL (SDXL) [36] as our base text-to-image
model, although our approach is compatible with any other
UNet-based diffusion model. Our ControlNet setup in-
volves duplicating the encoder and middle block layers of
the original SDXL model. While SDXL remains frozen
during training to preserve its generalization abilities, Con-
trolNet is initialized with the same weights and trained (re-
fer to the supplementary material for training details).

Fig. 4 illustrates this. To incorporate ControlNet’s out-
put into SDXL, its residuals are passed through a zero-
convolution layer (1×1 convolution layer with all-zero ini-
tial weights) before being added to the residuals of the origi-
nal SDXL model. During training, outputs from ControlNet
are added both to the U-Net bottleneck and to the decoder
skip connections, as in the original implementation. At in-
ference time, however, we find that injecting the ControlNet
output only in the bottleneck (marked in red in Fig. 4) im-
proves generation consistency without being detrimental to
condition adherence [6]. Our ablation study in Sec. 4 illus-
trates the effect of the different ControlNet outputs on the
generation process.

3.3. Dataset Generation

To train our proposed framework, we need a dataset of RGB
images and their corresponding text prompts and PF-US
camera parameters, i.e., triplets (Ii, pi, Ωi). We need this
dataset to be diverse in content, as well as covering a wide
range of camera parameters.

Jin et al. [24] provide data featuring RGB images and
ground-truth PF representations. However, they primarily
depict urban outdoor scenes and, more importantly, do not
cover the full range of camera parameters; for example, they
include only minimal distortions (low ξ values) and avoid
large vertical FoVs. A possible alternative would be to use
their PF estimation model and apply it to an existing dataset.
However, the resulting estimations lack sufficient accuracy
for our training purposes, hindering our model’s ability to
learn view control across the full spectrum of camera pa-
rameters (see supplementary material).

We thus generate our own dataset with ground truth PF-
US representations by leveraging 360◦ images. We sam-
ple our set of camera parameters (see supplementary mate-
rial for more details) and obtain, for each sampled quartet,
the corresponding areas cropped from the 360◦ images, and
their PF-US maps (as described in Sec. 3.1). Fig. 3 (right)
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 Roll=0º, Pitch=30º, vFoV=35º, ξ =0.1 Roll=30º, Pitch=-60º, vFoV=100º, ξ =0.9

Latitude-90º 90º

Up-vector

Figure 3. Left and center: PF-US camera view representation. PF-US camera parameters (roll, pitch, vertical FoV, and distortion ξ) and
associated maps corresponding to two example images. PF-US maps encode, for each pixel, a latitude value φx (blue-red color map with
contour lines) and a unit up-vector ux (green arrows). Right: Dataset generation. We generate training data in the form of images with
ground-truth PF-US maps by leveraging 360◦ images. We sample our camera parameters and obtain the corresponding cropped region for
each sampled quartet (as examples, the highlighted regions in red and yellow yield the two examples shown on the left).

Prompt+Time

SDXL Decoder
Block A

SDXL Decoder
Block B

SDXL Decoder
Block C

SDXL Encoder
Block A

SDXL Encoder
Block B

SDXL Encoder
Block C

SDXL
Middle Block 

SDXL Middle 
Block (copy) 

SDXL Encoder
Block C (copy)

SDXL Encoder
Block B (copy)

SDXL Encoder
Block A (copy)

Zero Convolution

Zero Convolution

Zero Convolution

Zero Convolution

Zero Convolution

Output Noise

Prompt+Time

Input Noise

PF-US

(roll, pitch, vFoV, ξ) 

Figure 4. Training of our proposed approach for precise camera
control. Text-to-image generation with a UNet-based diffusion
model (SDXL in our implementation) is conditioned with a PF-
US map representing the desired camera parameters; conditioning
is learned by means of a ControlNet-based module. During infer-
ence, only the middle block output of this module is injected into
SDXL (shown in red, see text for more details).

shows two of the resulting regions, with boundaries high-
lighted in orange and yellow, respectively. Sampling ranges
for each camera parameter are: roll ∈ (−90◦, 90◦), pitch
∈ (−90◦, 90◦), vFoV ∈ [15◦, 140◦] and ξ ∈ (0, 1).

To maximize diversity in the images, we use six differ-
ent 360◦ image datasets: 360-SOD [28], CVRG-Pano [33],
F-360iSOD [53], Poly Haven HDRIs [18], Sitzmann et
al. [40], and 360cities [1]. These feature a mix of outdoor
and indoor scenes, containing both natural and urban set-
tings with a diverse array of activities and environments.

From the resulting (I , Ω) pairs, we use BLIP-2 [29] to
generate a descriptive text prompt pi for each image Ii.
While BLIP-2 may sometimes provide inaccurate descrip-
tions, this is not an issue for our training: we do not train
the text-to-image model itself, but the conditioning mod-
ule instead, which needs to learn the camera view indepen-
dently of the prompt. These inaccurate prompts are akin
to the ControlNet technique of introducing empty strings as
the prompt during training. Our final dataset is comprised
of 57,380 RGB images with associated text prompts and
ground-truth PF-US parameters.

4. Results
This section provides an evaluation of PreciseCam’s perfor-
mance. We illustrate the precise control of camera parame-
ters, followed by a comparison with baseline methods, and
show that our method can handle both artistic and realistic
styles. We also study the robustness of our model, analyz-
ing camera conditioning adherence and conducting an abla-
tion study on residuals to refine control and quality. Finally,
we showcase various applications of our method, including
background generation for object rendering, video genera-
tion, and extended control with multiple ControlNets, to il-
lustrate its versatility. The supplementary material provides
additional results and details.

Camera control. PreciseCam enables precise control
over extrinsic (roll and pitch rotations) and intrinsic (vFoV
and distortion ξ) camera parameters. Fig. 5 illustrates con-
trol over extrinsic parameters. In it, roll (top row) and pitch
(bottom row) are varied while the remaining parameters are
held constant. The images follow the conditioning, and a
high degree of consistency is maintained through camera
variations. Similarly, in Fig. 6 we show intrinsic parame-
ter control by varying the vertical field of view vFoV (left)
or the distortion ξ (right), while keeping all the other pa-
rameters fixed. In the PF-US maps (see Sec. 3.1), larger
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Pitch = 30ºPitch = 0ºPitch = -30ºPitch = -60º Pitch = 60º

Roll = 30ºRoll = 0ºRoll = -30ºRoll = -60º Roll = 60º

A digital art depiction of a 
castle floating in the ocean, 
with glowing bluish clouds. 
The castle’s towers are 
impossibly tall and the colors 
soft, with reflections from the 
light of an ethereal sun.

A photorealistic digital art of 
a futuristic cityscape at 
sunset. Every detail, like the 
reflective glass skyscrapers, 
is rendered with high clarity. 
The colors are warm and 
saturated, with a glowing 
orange sky.

Figure 5. Extrinsic Parameter Control. Images generated by varying the extrinsic camera parameters while keeping the rest of the
conditioning fixed, showing consistent adherence to the camera specification. Top row: Variation in pitch, effectively shifting the view
from looking downward to upward; fixed parameters are (roll, vFoV, ξ) = (0º, 80º, 0.1). Right: Variation in roll, tilting the view from left
to right; (pitch, vFoV, ξ) = (0º, 80º, 0.1). Insets show the corresponding PF-US maps, and text prompts are shown in italicized text.

vFoV = 20º vFoV = 50º vFoV = 90º ξ = 0.1 ξ = 0.5 ξ = 0.9

A photograph of a comfortable nursery with soft pastel colors, a rocking chair, a crib by the 
window, and shelves with neatly organized baby essentials.

A narrow alleyway in an old European village, depicted in a vintage lithograph style, with 
intricate line work and a muted color palette.

Figure 6. Intrinsic Parameter Control. Images generated by varying the intrinsic camera parameters while keeping the rest of the
conditioning fixed, showing consistent adherence to the camera specification. Left: Variation in the vertical field of view (vFoV); fixed
parameters are (roll, pitch, ξ) = (0º, 0º, 0.1). Right: Variation in distortion (ξ); (roll, pitch, vFoV) = (0º, 0º, 120º). Insets show the
corresponding PF-US maps, and text prompts are shown in italicized text.

vFoV leads to increased latitude values, whereas ξ mainly
affects the up vectors. The generated images follow the PF-
US maps, effectively translating camera settings into visual
outcomes. The supplementary material includes more ex-
amples of systematic variation of camera parameters for a
variety of prompts.

Comparisons. We compare our approach to two alterna-
tive methods: prompt-engineered SDXL and Adobe Fire-
fly, a state-of-the-art diffusion model with preset style tags.
Fig. 7 illustrates this comparison. Despite prompt engineer-
ing efforts, SDXL’s ability to control camera perspectives
remains limited, often struggling to consistently interpret
complex camera-related prompts. Adobe Firefly includes
predefined style tags for shot specification, such as close-
up, shot from above, shot from below, and wide angle, sup-
porting basic camera control. Nevertheless, while Firefly’s
tags do introduce some perspective variations, the control

enabled by these tags is limited, and insufficient even when
combined with prompt specification. In contrast, our model
is able to control camera views precisely in both realistic
(top row) and artistic (bottom row) styles. We also evaluate
whether our model maintains, despite the inclusion of cam-
era control, the text prompt adherence exhibited by SDXL.
To do this, we compare our results to those of the base-
line SDXL by computing, for each method, CLIP and BLIP
scores [22], which are commonly used to evaluate prompt
relevance in generated images. The comparison is done
over 2,940 images generated with each method (ours and
baseline SDXL). For the baseline SDXL, we use prompt
engineering, specifying the desired view to encourage dis-
tinct camera perspectives (see the supplementary material
for more details). Our approach achieves comparable scores
to SDXL (Fig. 8 shows mean and standard deviation), sug-
gesting that our model is able to maintain prompt alignment
while providing precise camera view control.
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tag: shot from below

A street cafe scene at twilight with 
peopleenjoying drinks, depicted in 
a lively watercolor and ink style 
with loose lines and warm, glowing 
colors, a shot from below.

A photograph of a street cafe scene 
at twilight with people enjoying 
drinks, a shot from below.

A street cafe scene at twilight with 
people enjoying drinks, depicted in 
a lively watercolor and ink style 
with loose lines and warm, glowing 
colors  +

A street cafe scene at twilight with 
people enjoying drinks, depicted in a 
lively watercolor and ink style with 
loose lines and warm, glowing colors.

A photograph of a street cafe 
scene at twilight with people 
enjoying drinks, 
+

A street cafe scene at twilight with 
people enjoying drinks, depicted in a 
lively watercolor and ink style with 
loose lines and warm, glowing colors.

A photograph of a street cafe scene at 
twilight with people enjoying drinks.

A street cafe scene at twilight with 
people enjoying drinks, depicted in 
a lively watercolor and ink style 
with loose lines and warm, glowing 
colors, captured from a ground-
level camera anglewith the 
camera tilted to the left for a 
dynamicperspective,arotated
scene.

A street cafe scene at twilight with 
people enjoying drinks, depicted in 
a lively watercolor and ink style with 
loose lines and warm, glowing 
colors, captured from a ground-
level camera angle with the 
camera tilted to the left for a 
dynamic perspective, a rotated  
scene  +

A street cafe scene at twilight with 
people enjoying drinks, captured 
from a ground-level camera 
angle with the camera tilted to 
the left for a dynamic 
perspective, a rotated scene.

A street cafe scene at twilight with 
people enjoying drinks, captured 
from a ground-level camera 
angle with the camera tilted to 
the left for a dynamic 
perspective, a rotated scene 
+ tag: shot from below

SDXL Firefly Image 3 Ours SDXL Firefly Image 3 Ours

tag: shot from below

tag: shot from below

A photograph of a street cafe scene at 
twilight with people enjoying drinks.

roll = 0º, pitch = 40º, 
vFoV = 70º, ξ  = 0.1

+

roll = 0º, pitch = 40º, 
vFoV = 70º, ξ  = 0.1

+ roll = - 30º, pitch = 40º, 
vFoV = 70º, ξ  = 0.1

+

roll = - 30º, pitch = 40º, 
vFoV = 70º, ξ  = 0.1

+

Figure 7. Comparison of our model with SDXL and Adobe Firefly (Firefly tags are in dark blue background; prompt engineering, when
present, in bold and dark blue text). Four examples are shown: the top half depicts realistic styles, while the bottom half depicts artistic
styles; the left half examples intend a shot from below, and the right half a tilted view from below. SDXL struggles in all cases. Firefly
successfully produces the shot from below in the realistic style due to its matching tag, but fails in the artistic version of it; for more complex
perspectives, like the tilted view from below, Firefly lacks a tag for this view, and fails to produce a valid result despite the efforts with the
prompt. Our approach achieves reliable camera control across both styles and perspectives.

Prompt: Two enormous steampunk-style airships engaged in combat over a foggy cityscape. 
Gears, steam, and mechanical components are exposed on the airships, while cannons fire 
plumes of smoke and sparks. Below, the city is filled with smokestacks and towering clock towers.

Picture taken with 
with a high angle, 
bird's view of -70.

0.292 (0.026)

0.299 (0.025)0.557 (0.039)

CLIP Score BLIP Score

SDXL + Prompt Engineering

(Ours) PreciseCam

Prompt +Prompt +

0.543 (0.039)

Roll = 0º
Pitch = -70º
vFoV = 70
ξ  = 0.1.

Figure 8. Our model achieves prompt adherence on par with
SDXL, as reflected in the table by comparable CLIP and BLIP
scores (see text for details), while enabling camera control that
SDXL cannot provide. Images show an example result from
SDXL with prompt engineering (left), and from our model (right).

4.1. Model analysis

Camera conditioning adherence. To assess the stability
of our model’s camera conditioning, we generate images
using the same PF-US maps and prompts but vary the input
noise. Results show consistent camera conditioning (please

refer to the supplementary material for examples).

Ablation: Influence of the residuals’ contributions. In
our framework, the ControlNet-based module generates
residual outputs that can be injected into the main model
in various layers. We observe that residuals from the mid-
dle block (bottleneck) effectively achieve adherence to the
camera conditioning, while preserving the image quality
achieved by the base model (SDXL). The injection of resid-
uals at additional levels can introduce distortions and hinder
semantic integrity preservation, as shown in Fig. 9. This
aligns with the findings of previous works that use Con-
trolNet for conditioning diffusion models [6]. Therefore, in
our model we use only the mid-level residuals during infer-
ence; these are key for adhering to camera conditions with-
out disrupting the generative capabilities of the base model
(SDXL), providing a good trade-off between effective cam-
era control and high-quality image generation.

4.2. Applications

Background generation for object rendering. Precise-
Cam can be used to generate backgrounds that match the
perspective of a given object. By aligning the background’s
perspective with the object’s viewpoint, our model can be
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PF-US wo Residuals (Ours) Residuals: Middle

Residuals: Middle + C Residuals: Middle + C + B Residuals: Middle + C + B + A

A majestic white stag standing in a misty forest. Its antlers are massive and covered in moss 
and glowing crystals. Its fur is smooth and white, almost glowing under the pale morning light.

Figure 9. Image generation conditioned by the text prompt (bot-
tom) and fixed camera parameters, for different injections of resid-
ual outputs of the ControlNet-based module into the main SDXL
model. Middle block residuals injected at the bottleneck (ours) en-
able precise camera control with minimal impact on image quality,
while deeper residuals introduce distortions, reducing overall im-
age quality.

SDXL OursRender

Figure 10. Background generation without and with camera con-
trol. Our method can generate a background that aligns with the
object’s perspective (shown on the left), ensuring seamless integra-
tion. The baseline approach (SDXL, center) lacks perspective con-
sistency, while the background generated with our method aligns
well with the object (right).

used to create visually coherent scenes where the object ap-
pears naturally embedded, as shown in Fig. 10.

Video generation. Our model can be used to condition
the camera view on each frame of a video to specify the
desired perspectives throughout the sequence, as illustrated
in Fig. 11. Each frame is guided by our four camera pa-
rameters through a custom-trained adapter [30] for Stable
Video Diffusion [7], ensuring consistent perspective con-
trol across frames. Alternatively, our method can be used to
condition the initial frame of a video sequence, after which
existing methods for relative camera view control can guide
the trajectory for the remaining frames [20, 44–47]. While
these existing methods establish movement relative to the
first frame, they lack control over the initial camera position
that sets the starting perspective for the entire video. Our ap-
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A photograph of a dark, 
mysterious wine cellar with 
rows of wooden barrels, 
cobblestone floors, and 
dim, warm lights casting a 
moody ambiance.

A peaceful zen garden with 
a raked gravel design, 
painted in a minimalistic 
sumi-e ink style with soft 
washes and flowing lines.

Time

Figure 11. Video generation results showing two examples of
frame-by-frame camera control. Camera parameters are specified
to achieve a zoom-in effect (top) and an anti-clockwise rotation
(bottom). Frames progress from left to right over time.

proach addresses this gap by enabling precise control over
the initial camera position to anchor the video sequence.

Extended control with multiple ControlNets. Addition-
ally, our approach is compatible with other ControlNets, al-
lowing additional conditioning on the final output to achieve
complex effects. For instance, combining our model with
depth, Canny edges, and pose control can allow for si-
multaneous control over camera view, subject positioning,
and scene structure [52]. For further details and examples,
please refer to the supplementary material.

5. Conclusion

We have presented a framework to enable precise camera
control for text-to-image diffusion-based generation. We
have also provided a novel dataset tailored to this problem.
Our experiments demonstrate precise and consistent con-
trol of the camera, far exceeding what is possible with cur-
rent approaches, including prompt engineering. Our model
works even with paintings or artistic images (e.g., Fig. 7),
despite the absence of this type of images in our dataset.
Moreover, we have also shown proof-of-concept examples
of applications beyond enhancing creative expression, in-
cluding background generation for object compositing, and
video generation.

Although our dataset covers a wide range of camera pa-
rameters and content, PreciseCam may struggle with ex-
treme roll rotations, since the SDXL backbone tends to
align objects vertically (Fig. 12, left). Also, while our
model retains SDXL’s ability to generate images matching
the prompt, conflicts between the prompt description and
the specified camera view (Fig. 12, right) may lead to in-
coherent outputs. We hope our model and dataset become
helpful in developing and perfectioning novel tools for artis-
tic control of AI-generated images.
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A ink wash painting of a lone fisherman in a small boat on 
a calm river. The watery ink creates soft gradients of black 
and gray.

A cyborg tiger prowling through a futuristic cityscape: Half 
its body is sleek metal, with glowing blue circuitry visible 
through its synthetic fur. The tiger scans its surroundings as 
it moves with both mechanical precision and animal grace.

Figure 12. Limitations. Left: The model may on some occasions
incorrectly position objects or people in a vertical, standing orien-
tation (like the man on the boat), as it is more frequent. Right: In
the presence of conflicts between the prompt and the desired cam-
era view, the model may produce semantically incoherent outputs.
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PreciseCam: Precise Camera Control for Text-to-Image Generation

Supplementary Material

The supplementary material for PreciseCam: Precise Cam-
era Control for Text-to-Image Generation includes this PDF
document, an HTML browser featuring additional image re-
sults, and a demo video showing the usability of our model.

A. Training Details
To train our framework we use the ControlNet [52] loss
function. PF-US maps are encoded as RGB images, where
the up-vector coordinates are scaled from [-1, 1] to [0, 255]
and assigned to the R and G channels, while latitude val-
ues are mapped from [-90, 90] to [0, 255] and represented
in the B channel. We initialize ControlNet using the SDXL
model weights from Stability AI1, and train it on our entire
dataset using the Adam optimizer [26] with hyperparame-
ters β1 = 0.9, β2 = 0.999, weight decay w = 10−2, and a
learning rate of 10−6. We employ a total batch size of 32,
an input resolution of 1024x1024 pixels, 16 floating-point
precision, and 70,000 steps. As per usual practice, 50%
of the text prompts are replaced by empty strings during
training. The training was executed within the Accelerate
framework [17] for four days on eight NVIDIA RTX A100
GPUs.

B. Dataset Details
To train our model, we require triplets of RGB images, cor-
responding text prompts, and PF-US camera parameters (Ii,
pi, Ωi). It is essential for our dataset to be diverse in both
content and camera parameter values. We explore several
approaches:
• Existing Datasets: Jin et al. [24] present a dataset con-

taining RGB images paired with ground-truth PF maps.
However, they primarily depict urban outdoor scenes and
lack comprehensive coverage of camera parameters. For
instance, images depicting large vertical FoVs or extreme
distortions are absent.

• PF estimators: Previous works offer deep-learning mod-
els to estimate the PF map of a given image [24, 41], pri-
marily intended for camera calibration. Thus, an alterna-
tive approach might be to apply this model to an exist-
ing image dataset, thus obtaining its associated PF maps.
However, the estimated PF maps lack the precision re-
quired for our training needs, limiting our model’s abil-
ity to learn effective camera view control across the full
range of camera parameters (see Fig. 13). Moreover, PF
estimation models do not always consider the distortion
parameter ξ.
1https : / / huggingface . co / stabilityai / stable -

diffusion-xl-base-1.0

-
-

-

-

Estimated PF Map RGB Image Estimated PF Map RGB Image

Figure 13. Incorrect PF map estimations using the model from Jin
et al. [24] for different RGB images. These errors make the esti-
mator unsuitable for our dataset creation, as the introduced noise
is substantial enough to compromise our model’s training.

• Cropping 360◦ images: By using 360◦ images, we can
extract patches corresponding to specific camera parame-
ters, providing ground-truth PF-US maps that are crucial
for our application. This approach allows us to sample
the entire range of camera parameters while leveraging
the Unified Spherical camera model, including its ξ dis-
tortion parameter.
To generate our dataset with ground-truth PF-US maps,

we adopt this last approach using 360◦ images. We sam-
ple our set of camera parameters and obtain, for each sam-
pled quartet Ω=(roll, pitch, vFoV, ξ) the corresponding
patches cropped from the 360◦ images, and their PF-US
maps. To maximize content diversity, we use six differ-
ent 360◦ image datasets: 360-SOD [28], CVRG-Pano [33],
F-360iSOD [53], Poly Haven HDRIs [18], Sitzmann et
al. [40], and 360cities [1]. These feature outdoor and in-
door scenes, containing both natural and urban settings with
diverse activities and environments.

From each 360◦ image, we sample 24 patches. To maxi-
mize the content diversity that each 360◦ image has to offer
and avoid repeatedly sampling the same areas, the image
is divided into six regions, with four patches sampled from
each region using different camera parameters Ω. For each
region, we randomly sample yaw (necessary only to estab-
lish the 360◦ image horizontal coordinate) and pitch. For
each pair of yaw and pitch, we randomly sample two vFoV
values (one small ∈ (0, 0.5) and one large ∈ [0.5, 1)), two
ξ values (low ∈ [15, 60) and high ∈ [60, 140)), yielding
four possible combinations. We sample a roll rotation for
each combination to generate four distinct image crops of
the same region. This approach ensures that the same image
content is depicted across different image crops, showcas-

1

https://huggingface.co/stabilityai/stable-diffusion-xl-base-1.0
https://huggingface.co/stabilityai/stable-diffusion-xl-base-1.0


ing both minimum and maximum vFoVs and varying distor-
tion levels at different rotations. This allows the model to
learn how these parameters influence the final image con-
tent (e.g., how the appearance of a chair at a high vFoV
varies when ξ is increased or decreased).

This results in a dataset of 57,380 RGB images with
a ground-truth PF-US condition. Sampling ranges for
each camera parameter are: roll ∈ (−90◦, 90◦), pitch ∈
(−90◦, 90◦), vFoV ∈ [15◦, 140◦] and ξ ∈ (0, 1). We use
BLIP-2 [29] to generate a descriptive text prompt pi for
each image Ii.

C. Additional Results
We present additional results of PreciseCam for various
prompts in the form of an HTML browser. We show how
our model can accurately generate images with the specified
camera view. Within each tab, we display in each row the
generated images for the same prompt when a single cam-
era parameter is varied while keeping the others fixed. The
first row of each tab shows the PF-US for the correspond-
ing camera settings. Note that the quality of the images has
been reduced to meet the upload size in the paper submis-
sion platform.

D. Prompt Engineering for Baseline SDXL
In Sec. 4 and Fig. 2, we show how our model maintains the
text prompt adherence exhibited by the baseline SDXL de-
spite the inclusion of camera control, achieving comparable
CLIP and BLIP scores [22]. This comparison is based on
2,940 images generated by both our method and the base-
line SDXL. To enable the baseline SDXL to produce the
correct camera views, we employed prompt engineering,
explicitly specifying the desired view to encourage distinct
camera perspectives.

This section outlines the prompt engineering techniques
applied to SDXL. After extensive testing, we identified the
following prompt engineering scheme as the most effective,
occasionally producing camera views resembling the speci-
fied parameters. The focus was on roll, pitch, and vFoV, as
distortion effects could not be replicated. To each prompt,
we appended the following descriptions:
• Roll below 0º: Dutch angle shot, frame tilted <roll

value> degrees to the left.
• Roll above 0º: Dutch angle shot, frame tilted <roll

value> degrees to the right.
• Pitch below 0º: Picture taken with a high angle, bird’s

view of <pitch value>.
• Pitch above 0º: Picture taken with a low angle, worm’s

view of <pitch value>.
• VFoV below than 30º: Picture taken with a vertical field

of view of <vFoV value> degrees, a extreme close-up
shot.

• VFoV between 30º and 55º: Picture taken with a vertical
field of view of <vFoV value> degrees, a close-up shot.

• VFoV between 55º and 75º: Picture taken with a vertical
field of view of <vFoV value> degrees, a medium shot.

• VFoV between 75º and 90º: Picture taken with a vertical
field of view of <vFoV value> degrees, a long shot.

• VFoV above 90º: Picture taken with a vertical field of
view of <vFoV value> degrees, a extreme long shot.

E. Consistent Camera for Input Variations
PreciseCam consistently generates the specified camera
view regardless of variations in input noise or prompts.
Fig. 14 shows our model’s ability to produce diverse image
alternatives with the correct camera view when the input
noise varies while keeping the prompt and camera parame-
ters fixed. Additionally, Fig. 15 illustrates that changes in
the prompt do not affect the final camera view of the gener-
ated images for a given set of camera parameters and input
noise. Instead, the model adjusts the content to align with
the modified prompt.

F. Compatibility with Multiple ControlNets
PreciseCam is compatible with other ControlNet mod-
els [52], such as pose, depth, or edge maps. As shown
in Figure 16, our model integrates seamlessly with vari-
ous ControlNets. While pose control2 adjusts the subject’s
pose, it does not control the background. By using Pre-
ciseCam, we apply camera view control to the final image
while achieving the desired person’s pose. Additionally, in
challenging cases where depth maps only represent objects
without defining the background’s depth, our model can
boost the generation of a coherent background with an ac-
curate perspective3. Notice in Fig. 16 how the background
perspective generated with PreciseCam aligns more closely
with the house’s perspective.

G. Video Demo
We provide a supplementary video highlighting the usabil-
ity of our model. The video shows how users can intuitively
adjust camera parameters with sliders to preview the desired
camera view and generate an image based on the provided
prompt.

2https : / / huggingface . co / thibaud / controlnet -
openpose-sdxl-1.0

3https://huggingface.co/diffusers/controlnet-
depth-sdxl-1.0

2

https://huggingface.co/thibaud/controlnet-openpose-sdxl-1.0
https://huggingface.co/thibaud/controlnet-openpose-sdxl-1.0
https://huggingface.co/diffusers/controlnet-depth-sdxl-1.0
https://huggingface.co/diffusers/controlnet-depth-sdxl-1.0


Figure 14. Generated images for different input noises but using the same prompt and camera parameters. PreciseCam produce different
images while adhering to the specified camera parameters represented as the PF-US map.

A rustic farm with a red barn, a 
vintage car parked nearby, and 

fields stretching out to a blue sky.

A rustic farm with a red barn, a 
vintage tractor parked nearby, and 
fields stretching out to a blue sky.

A rustic farm with a red barn, 
horses grazing, a vintage tractor 

parked nearby, and fields 
stretching out to a blue sky.

PF-US

Figure 15. Generated images for small variations in prompt using the same noise and camera parameters. PreciseCam produce different
images based on the prompt description while maintaining the specified camera view represented as the PF-US map.

Figure 16. PreciseCam is compatible with previous ControlNets,
including pose control (left) and depth control (right). We show-
case control over the person’s pose while simultaneously control-
ling the camera view, and our ability to generate images based on
depth inputs while maintaining a background with consistent per-
spective. In the depth example, observe the change in perspectives
of the red house in the background when we include camera con-
trol (right-bottom).
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