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Figure 1. Affective image manipulation using EmoAgent. Given an image and a target emotion specified by the user, EmoAgent can
perform affective image manipulation, transforming the original emotion conveyed by the image into the target emotion.

Abstract

Affective Image Manipulation (AIM) aims to alter an im-
age’s emotional impact by adjusting multiple visual el-
ements to evoke specific feelings. Effective AIM is in-
herently complex, necessitating a collaborative approach
that involves identifying semantic cues within source im-
ages, manipulating these elements to elicit desired emo-
tional responses, and verifying that the combined adjust-
ments successfully evoke the target emotion. To address
these challenges, we introduce EmoAgent, the first multi-
agent collaboration framework for AIM. By emulating the
cognitive behaviors of a human painter, EmoAgent incor-
porates three specialized agents responsible for planning,
editing, and critical evaluation. Furthermore, we develop
an emotion-factor knowledge retriever, a decision-making
tree space, and a tool library to enhance EmoAgent’s ef-
fectiveness in handling AIM. Experiments demonstrate that
the proposed multi-agent framework outperforms existing
methods, offering more reasonable and effective emotional
expression.

1. Introduction

“Image manipulation is not just art; it’s a dialogue where
each pixel whispers an emotion.”

–Anonymous
In our everyday lives, images serve as powerful convey-

ors of emotion—a family photo that captures the warmth
of a reunion, a travel snapshot that brings back the excite-
ment of adventure, or an advertisement designed to evoke
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desire or happiness. Manipulating these images to enhance
or alter their emotional impact is not just about filters and
adjustments; it’s about harnessing visual elements to deepen
emotional impact and create a meaningful connection with
viewers. For instance, a marketer might want to adjust an
image to make a product appear more appealing, or a social
media user might edit a photo to better reflect the mood of
a memorable moment. This brings us to the concept of af-
fective image manipulation (AIM), which involves altering
images to elicit specific emotional responses in viewers.

Unlike semantic image manipulation (SIM), which mod-
ifies specific objects or features based on their inherent se-
mantic meanings, AIM aims to alter the emotional impact
of an image by adjusting multiple visual elements to evoke
specific feelings. As illustrated in Fig. 2, SIM involves re-
placing the cat with a Corgi, ensuring that the dog in the
edited image is specifically a Corgi rather than a Samoyed.
In contrast, AIM modifies the overall emotional tone of
the image through adjustments in color, lighting, and back-
ground, creating a darker atmosphere. Furthermore, AIM
changes the cat’s expression to one where its mouth is open,
displaying its teeth, thereby conveying anger. The key dif-
ference is that SIM centers on changing the image’s con-
tent and semantic meaning regardless of emotional im-
pact, whereas AIM’s modifications—whether low-level vi-
sual adjustments or higher-level semantic changes—are
driven by the goal of affecting the viewer’s emotions.

Effective AIM presents significant challenges, necessi-
tating a collaborative approach that: 1) identifies semantic
cues in source images, 2) adjusts these elements using ap-
propriate manipulation methods to elicit the desired emo-
tional response, and 3) verifies that the combined visual
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Add Object

Replace Object

Change Background

Other Semantic Elements
…
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Adjust Lighting

Adjust Color

Adjust Facial 
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Other Emotion-Evoking 

Semantic Elements

“make it anger” “replace the cat 
with a Corgi”

Source ImageAIM Result SIM Result

Figure 2. Task definition. Unlike SIM, which alters the semantic
content of an image (right), AIM focuses on adjusting multiple
visual elements to evoke a specific emotion (left).

adjustments successfully evoke the target emotion. Previ-
ous studies in AIM either focus on low-level adjustments
such as color and style [29] or directly embed emotion as an
encoding feature [14], thus oversimplifying complex emo-
tional expressions. While EmoEdit [34] converts the AIM
task into a SIM task using a visual-language model (VLM)
and InstructPix2Pix (IP2P) [5], it fails to provide an accu-
rate reasoning process to manage the complex interplay be-
tween target emotion factors and semantic elements.

To address these AIM challenges, we introduce EmoA-
gent, the first multi-agent collaboration framework specif-
ically designed to efficiently coordinate the aforementioned
steps, thereby enhancing the interpretability and reliability
of the manipulated results. By emulating the cognitive be-
haviors of a human painter, we incorporate three specialized
agents responsible for planning, editing, and critical evalu-
ation. As illustrated in Fig. 3, the Planning Agent serves as
the “brain”. It decomposes the intricate AIM task into con-
crete SIM instructions by utilizing a structured three-layer
decision-making tree and emotional factor knowledge re-
trieval, thereby systematically constructing a reasoning pro-
cess based on source image semantics, target emotions, and
corresponding manipulation methods. The Editing Agent,
functioning as the “hands”, employs various editing tools
to execute each instruction, incorporating step-by-step val-
idation to ensure precision and effectiveness. However, the
reliability of AIM is not fully assured by these two agents
alone. The Critic Agent, performing as the “eyes”, assesses
and iteratively refines the edits to accurately reflect the in-
tended emotions, enhancing the framework’s effectiveness
in conveying the target emotions as demonstrated in Fig. 1.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:
• We propose EmoAgent, a multi-agent collaboration

framework, which deconstructs the complex AIM
challenge into logically connected, manageable phases
of planning, editing, and critic evaluation. To the best
of our knowledge, this represents the first multi-agent
approach within this domain.

• We enhance EmoAgent by incorporating an emotion-

factor knowledge retriever, a decision-making tree
space, and a tool library, collectively improving the in-
terpretability and effectiveness of AIM.

• Extensive quantitative and qualitative experiments
demonstrate that our proposed method outperforms ex-
isting approaches in addressing AIM, excelling par-
ticularly in terms of emotion expression and semantic
plausibility.

2. Related Work
Semantic Image Manipulation. Past years have seen sig-
nificant advances in diffusion models [6, 11, 20] for text-
based SIM. Methods like Prompt2Prompt (P2P) [10] use
cross-attention mechanisms to facilitate editing adjustments
to specific areas based on an overarching target description.
Additionally, instruction-based methods like IP2P [5] en-
able users to perform image editing guided by instructions
alone. Mask-based methods [3, 4] enable users to edit spe-
cific regions with masked areas and local descriptions.
Affective Image Manipulation. With the increasing popu-
larity of AIGC, affective generation has emerged as a new
focal point in affective computing [17]. EmoGen [33] in-
novates in this space by generating emotion-driven content
that is both semantically accurate and emotionally aligned,
utilizing mappings between emotional and CLIP spaces
for precise emotion interpretation. For AIM, the Affec-
tive Image Filter (AIF) model [29] utilizes a multi-modal
transformer architecture to convert abstract emotional cues
from text into concrete style-based visuals. Make Me Hap-
pier [14] adopts the IP2P [5] structure, embedding emo-
tion as a simplistic encoding feature, which tends to over-
simplify complex emotional expressions and struggles with
maintaining structural fidelity. While EmoEdit [34] inte-
grates semantic cue identification and emotional element
adjustment using a visual-language model (VLM) and In-
structPix2Pix (IP2P) [5], it lacks the flexibility to manage
the intricate interplay among diverse semantic and emo-
tional factors and various manipulation methods. Addi-
tionally, the simplistic ranking technique employed cannot
provide further optimization, failing to ensure robust emo-
tional alignment. In contrast, our introduction of a multi-
agent collaboration framework systematically breaks down
the complex problem of AIM into reliable, manageable
sub-steps, thereby enhancing both the precision and inter-
pretability of the results.
LLM-As-Agent. LLM-based agents have garnered signifi-
cant attention in both industry and academia for their strong
reasoning abilities. These agents have been proven to be
highly effective, acting as the central “brains” in decision-
making and planning tasks [22, 23, 28, 36, 38]. Techniques
like Chain of Thought (CoT) [28] and ReAct [36], en-
hanced by prompt engineering, have further refined their ca-
pabilities in specific scenarios. Additionally, advancements
in LLM-based agents have also shown potential in visual

2



Action Space
Pre-Processing

Self-Critic Validation

Editing

EmoAgent

Pre-Creation Stage

Planning Agent

Emotion-Factor 
Knowledge Retriever

Editing Plan Generation

Visual Emotion Analysis

Editing Agent

Tools Library

Critic Agent

Editing Results Critic

Editing Result Target Emotion

Editing Plan Critic

Editing Plan Target Emotion

Optimization Stage

Figure 3. Overview of EmoAgent. The multi-agent collaborative
framework comprises three agents, which are responsible for plan-
ning, editing, and critic.

tasks [8, 21, 30, 35]. In the field of SIM, GenArtist [27]
introduces a unified system that coordinates image genera-
tion and editing. Here, the VLM agent systematically han-
dles the generation, editing, and self-correction processes
to address complex tasks. Building on this foundation, we
present the first attempt to introduce a multi-agent collabo-
ration framework specifically designed for AIM. Due to the
difference between SIM and AIM, GenArtist [27] only re-
quires the decomposition of complex text prompts into sub-
tasks. In contrast, the Planning Agent in our framework
introduces a three-layer decision-making tree to transform
the complex AIM task into a collection of SIM instructions.

3. Multi-Agent Collaboration Framework for
Affective Image Manipulation

In this work, we aim to manipulate the user-provided image
Io into the target image It that can evoke desired emotion
category Et. Unlike SIM, which alters concrete and objec-
tive elements, AIM presents a greater challenge due to its
focus on adjustments to elicit specific emotional responses.
Consequently, we design a multi-agent collaborative frame-
work, EmoAgent, as illustrated in Fig. 3, which comprises
three key agents—planning, editing, and critic—each re-
spectively tasked with determining how to convert emo-
tional cues into SIM instructions, iteratively editing with
suitable tools, and assessing whether the output effectively
evokes the intended emotions. We first explain the collabo-
rative interactions among these agents in Section 3.1. Then,
we provide detailed descriptions of the workflow employed
by each agent in Section 3.2, Section 3.3, and Section 3.4.

3.1. Two-Stage Collaboration of EmoAgent
The framework operates through a multi-agent collabo-
ration framework designed to mimic the painter’s brain,
hands, and eyes. This division of labor ensures that com-

plex AIM tasks are managed efficiently and effectively. The
overall workflow of this collaboration (detailed in Fig. 4) is
organized into two main stages:

1) Pre-Creation Stage. After receiving the original im-
age Io and the target emotion Et, the Planning Agent de-
signs an initial draft of the editing plan P0. The Critic
Agent then evaluates this draft and iteratively refines it into
the final editing plan Pf , which is passed on to the Editing
Agent. After the Editing Agent processes all the editing in-
structions according to the final plan Pf , the Critic Agent
evaluates the emotion of the resulting image I0t . If the edit-
ing result accurately expresses the target emotion Et, the
task is considered complete, and our EmoAgent returns the
editing result It to the user. If it does not meet the criteria,
the task progresses to the optimization phase.

2) Optimization Stage. The optimization stage involves
collaboration solely between the Critic Agent and the Edit-
ing Agent. The Critic Agent evaluates the editing results Iit
and communicates with the Editing Agent on how to adjust
the manipulations. This process is repeated until the Critic
Agent is satisfied with the emotional expression of the final
result It, at which point the process is terminated.

3.2. Planning Agent
The Planning Agent serves as the core component of our
EmoAgent, designed to transform subjective emotional
cues into concrete SIM instructions, effectively acting as
the brain of the painter. The input and output of this agent
function as follows:

• Input: the input image Io and the target emotion cate-
gory Et.

• Output: the initial editing plan P0 that consists of
multiple candidate editing instructions {Ins1, Ins2,
Ins3, . . . , Insn}.

Emulating human cognitive processes such as analysis, ref-
erencing, and conceptualization, the Planning Agent is inte-
grated with three carefully designed modules: visual emo-
tion analysis, emotion-factor knowledge retriever, and iter-
ative editing plan generation, detailed as follows.
Visual Emotion Analysis. To enhance the alignment be-
tween Et and the semantics of Io, the editing plan is specif-
ically designed based on the semantic cues of the source
emotion Eo. In particular, the Planning Agent leverages the
ability of VLM, i.e., GPT-4o [1] to first analyze the origi-
nal image Io. It extracts the inherent emotion Eo and the
semantic cues So that evoke Eo, facilitating subsequent op-
erations of the emotion-factor knowledge retriever.
Emotion-Factor Knowledge Retriever. We design an ex-
ternal knowledge retriever called Emotion-Factor Knowl-
edge Retriever by introducing Retrieval-Augmented Gen-
eration (RAG) [13] to mimic the human behavior of seek-
ing creative inspiration through searching and referencing,
thereby enhancing its capability to generate more effective
editing plans. Specifically, we construct an emotion-factor
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Step 1 Visual Emotion Analysis

① The image depicts a stack of 
pancakes being drizzled with syrup.

② I have identified the original 
sentiment of the image as 
contentment. 

Thought: I need to use a tool to analyze the 
original image's semantics and emotion.

Step 2 Emotion-Factor Knowledge Retrieval
Thought:  I need to break down the image and identify 
how each element can be altered to convey disgust.

Editing Element

Editing Method

Planning Space

Planning Agent

Input Image

User text prompt：
“make it disgust”

Input

Step 3 Editing Plan Generation
Thought: I have enough information to create a plan to transform the image to express disgust. I’ll now design 
step-by-step editing instructions.
① Make the pancakes appear excessively burnt, giving off a foul smell.
② Replace the syrup with an overly dense and bitter substance, oozing over the pancakes like sludge.
③ Make the overall color tone of the image appear dull and unappetizing to enhance the feeling of 

disgust.

Pre-Creation Stage Output

Pre-Creation Stage

Visualize the pancakes as being excessively 
burnt, giving off a foul smell rather than a 
pleasant one……This alteration of the 
breakfast elements could effectively 
communicate a profound feeling of disgust.

① Make the pancakes appear excessively burnt.
② Replace the syrup with a thick, bitter sludge oozing over the pancakes.
③ Make the image’s color tone dull and unappetizing

Thought: I now need to verify whether the editing plan correctly expresses the disgust and is 
reasonable.Then break down the editing plan into individual steps. 

Critic Agent

Editing Agent

Action 1

Tool: MAG-Edit Correct

Action 3 
Wrong

Thought: The overall color tone of 
the edited image does not appear 
dull and unappetizing; it remains 
vibrant and appealing.

Tool: IP2P Tool:Magicbrush

Thought: I have completed 
the editing tasks that were 
successful.

Correct

Action 2 

Tool:SDXL_Inpainting Correct

Optimization Stage
Pre-Creation Stage 
Output

Optimization Stage Output

Result 2 Result 1

…Emotion：
     disgust

Output

Final Result

Thought:The image does not fully express the emotion of disgust. 

Here are the optimized editing instructions to achieve the desired effect:
① Make the pancakes appear charred and visibly burnt.
② Ensure the syrup is thicker and more sludge-like.
③ Alter the butter to look more discolored and unappealing.
④ Adjust the color tone to be more muted and less appetizing.
These modifications should help convey the target emotion of disgust 
more effectively.

Critic Agent Editing Agent
Action 1

Tool: SDXL_Inpainting Correct

Action 4 

Tool: IP2PCorrect

Thought: I have 
completed the 
editing tasks that 
were successful.

Result n 

Action 2 

Tool: SDXL_Inpainting Correct

Action 3 

Correct

Tool Library
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Auxiliary Tools: Grounding Dino SDXL-Refiner GPT-4oSegment Anything
Editing Tools: GuideMagicBrush MAG-EditPlug-and-PlayLaMaSDXL-Inpainting P2P

Tool Library

IP2P

Auxiliary Tools: Grounding Dino SDXL-Refiner GPT-4oSegment Anything
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Figure 4. An AIM example workflow using EmoAgent. In the pre-creation stage, the Planning Agent drafts the initial editing plan.
This draft is then assessed by the Critic Agent, after which the Editing Agent executes all the editing instructions iteratively, producing
the preliminary editing result. During the optimization stage, the Critic Agent evaluates whether these results effectively convey the
target emotion. If the initial attempts do not meet the desired emotion, the Critic Agent refines the editing plan. This optimized plan is
implemented in collaboration with the Editing Agent in iterative cycles, continuing until the target emotion is accurately expressed.

knowledge (EFK) database using EmoSet [32], a compre-
hensive visual emotion dataset with rich attributes. In the
EFK database, each data entry contains a descriptive text
detailing a specific editing element, labeled with its corre-
sponding emotion and element type. To design an editing
plan based on So and ensure alignment between the target
emotion Et and the original image Io, which helps avoid
unreasonable editing elements, the agent uses emotion and
element type as filters to narrow the search, selecting text
data that matches these labels. By calculating the textual
similarity between the filtered data and So, the agent iden-
tifies the editing element that best aligns with Io.
Editing Plan Generation. To transform the subjective
emotion space into objective SIM instructions, we define
a decision-making space for the Planning Agent using a
three-layer tree structure, as illustrated in Fig. 5.

• Root node: the emotion types E∗, which initiate the
editing plan and encompass eight emotional labels

from EmoSet [32]: amusement, awe, contentment, ex-
citement, anger, disgust, fear, and sadness.

• Branch node: the editing elements ei, including var-
ious components such as object semantics, attributes,
facial expressions, backgrounds, and global hue.

• Leaf node: the editing methods mi, consisting of
manipulation operations such as object replacement,
addition, removal, expression changes, filter changes,
background changes, and attribute changes.

Leveraging the three-layer decision-making tree, the Plan-
ning Agent initiates the editing process by utilizing the tar-
get emotion Et to conceptualize the editing elements ei that
can convey this emotion within So, while concurrently re-
trieving relevant elements from the EFK database. Subse-
quently, the agent selects the appropriate editing methods
mi for each editing element ei. This approach enables the
Planning Agent to suppress the original emotion Eo and en-
hance Et by filtering suitable editing elements and methods
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Figure 5. Three-layer decision-making tree. The agent desig-
nates the target emotion as the root node, identifies appropriate
editing elements as branch nodes, and assigns corresponding edit-
ing methods as leaf nodes.
from the high-dimensional emotion space based on So. Ul-
timately, the task of AIM is transformed into a collection
of semantic edits (e1, m1), (e2, m2), . . . , (ei, mi). Further-
more, the initial editing plan P0 is developed by iteratively
generating editing instruction Insi as,

Insi = f(ei,mi), (1)

where f represents the function that combines the editing
element ei with the editing method mi.
3.3. Editing Agent
The Editing Agent is the executor in EmoAgent, acting as
hands of painter, which can call different editing tools as
brushes to complete each step of editing correctly. The input
and output of this agent function as follows:

• Input: the final editing plan Pf and the input image
Io.

• Output: the edited image It that evokes target emo-
tion Et.

Tool Library. To achieve editing results that closely align
with the provided instructions during iterative editing, we
introduce a tool library for the Editing Agent, as detailed
in Table 1. These tools are specifically designed based
on the manipulation operations defined within the Planning
Agent’s decision-making space, as described in Section 3.2,
ensuring coherence between semantic elements and editing
algorithms. The Editing Agent selects the most appropriate
tool according to each tool’s capabilities. Additionally, we
integrate auxiliary tools, including localization models such
as object detection [15] and segmentation [12] models, to
facilitate object-level editing tasks.
Action Space. For the editing plan Pi, the Editing Agent
decomposes the execution into a series of sequential ac-
tions. Each action space Acti executes the correspond-
ing editing instruction through three distinct steps, as il-
lustrated in Fig. 6: 1) Pre-processing (Actipre): executes
pre-processing actions, such as object detection, to ensure
the successful execution of subsequent editing operations

Action 1
Pre-Processing

None

Editing
Tool: PnP
Ins1: A photo of a serene 
natural setting with a wooden 
bench, a large tree, calm water, 
distant mountains, and an 
overcast sky.

Validation 
Correct

Action 3
Pre-Processing

Editing
Tool: SDXL-Inpainting
Ins3: An aged wooden bench 
with chipped paint and splintering 
wood

Validation 
Correct

Action 2
Pre-Processing

Editing
Tool: MAG-Edit
Ins2: An aged wooden bench 
with chipped paint and splintering 
wood

Validation
Wrong

Tools: Grounding Dino
           Segment Anything
Object: Bench

Action 4
Pre-Processing

None

Editing
Tool: IP2P
Ins4: Change the overall 
color tone to subdued shades 
of gray and blue

Validation
Correct

Input Image

Edited Image

Tools: Grounding Dino
           Segment Anything
Object: Bench

“make it sadness”

Figure 6. Trajectory of actions selected in the action space. If
an action fails to execute successfully, a new action is generated
and re-executed to ensure the desired outcome.

Editing Methods Editing Tools

Objects Addition Magicbrush [37]
Objects Replacement SDXL-Inpainting [18] / P2P [10]

Objects Removal Lama [24]
Background Editing Plug-and-Play [26] / SDXL-Inpainting [18]

Object Attribute Editing MAG-Edit [16]
Expression Editing Guide [25]

Filter Editing Ip2p [5]

Auxiliary Function Auxiliary Tools

Detection Grounding Dino [15]
Segmentation Segment Anything [12]

Refine SDXL-Refiner [18]
Self-Critic GPT-4o [1]

Table 1. Tool library in the Editing Agent.
that require positional information. 2) Editing (Actiedit):
carries out the editing action by invoking the appropriate
editing tool associated with the current editing instruction.
3) Validation (Actival): performs self-critic validation ac-
tions, serving as a corrective mechanism to ensure the ef-
fectiveness and accuracy of the editing performed. By uti-
lizing GPT-4o [1], we assess the editing results to determine
whether the editing instructions have been successfully exe-
cuted. If verification indicates a failure, the editing process
is re-executed to achieve the desired outcome.
3.4. Critic Agent
To accurate conveyance of emotional intent, the critic agent
mimics human behaviors of observation, review, and reflec-
tion to achieve optimization goals, acting as the eyes of
the painter. The critic agent plays distinctive roles across
two stages, comprising two main modules: the Editing Plan
Critic and the Editing Results Critic. These modules collab-
orate with the Planner Agent and the Editing Agent, respec-
tively, delivering more reliable manipulation results.
Editing Plan Critic. We employ the CoT [28] method to
evaluate the first draft of the editing plan:

• Input: the triplet of {So,Et,P0}.
• Output: the final editing plan Pf .

The VLM integrates the editing elements and methods in
the initial editing plan P0 with source semantics SO, gen-
erating new image semantics to assess whether the target
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IP2P MagicBrush PnP Insdiff CLVA AIF EmoEdit* OursSource Image

Target Emotion: Amusement

Target Emotion: Awe

Target Emotion: Contentment

Target Emotion: Excitement

Target Emotion: Anger

Target Emotion: Disgust

Target Emotion: Fear

Target Emotion: Sadness
Figure 7. Qualitative comparisons with existing state-of-the-art SIM and AIM methods. Our EmoAgent demonstrates superior ability
in expressing target emotion while preserving the integrity of image structure.
emotion Et is effectively conveyed. If Et is not adequately
expressed, the agent then evaluates each editing instruction
Insi in P0 to determine whether it enhances emotional ex-

pression within So. Instructions that fail to enhance the tar-
get emotion are iteratively optimized by modifying the edit-
ing elements ei to êi while retaining the editing method mi.
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34.8%

others
3.7%
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13.1% 18.5%
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others

68.4%

contentment
74%

sadness
14.7%

others
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Figure 8. Ablation of critic modules. (a) self-critic in the Editing Agent prevents image-destructive outcomes. (b) editing results critic in
the Critic Agent effectively enhance the expression of the target emotion.

Methods/Metrics Emotion
Matching (↑)

Emotion
Transformation (↑)

Semantic
Plausibility(↑)

Compare to State-of-the-art SIM Methods

E
m

oA
ge

nt
v.

s.

IP2P [5] 93% v.s. 7% 91% v.s. 9% 95% v.s. 5%
MagicBrush [37] 95% v.s. 5% 89% v.s. 11% 94% v.s. 6%
PnP [26] 86% v.s. 14% 94% v.s. 6% 89% v.s. 11%
InsDiff [9] 89% v.s. 11% 86% v.s. 14% 89% v.s. 11%

Compare to Previous AIM Methods
CLVA [7] 95% v.s. 5% 94% v.s. 6% 90% v.s. 10%
AIF [29] 84.8% v.s. 15.2% 77.6% v.s. 22.8% 76.8% v.s. 23.2%
EmoEdit∗ [34] 84% v.s. 16% 85.6% v.s. 14.4% 80% v.s. 20%

Table 2. Human Evaluation on AIM Results.

Editing Results Critic. The Editing Agent submits the ini-
tial editing result image I0t to the Critic Agent for assess-
ment. The Critic Agent first evaluates whether I0t effec-
tively conveys the target emotion Et. If it does, the editing
process is considered complete, and I0t is finalized as the
editing result It. If the target emotion is not effectively ex-
pressed, the Critic Agent undertakes a two-step evaluation
for each editing instruction Insi: 1) Emotion conveyance:
the Critic Agent assesses whether the instruction conveys
Et. If it does not, the agent optimizes Insi to Ins∗i . 2) Exe-
cution accuracy: if the instruction expresses Et, the agent
then evaluates whether it is executed correctly. If execu-
tion errors are found, both the non-optimized instructions
and those incorrectly executed are sent back to the Editing
Agent for re-editing, resulting in an updated image Iit . This
iterative process continues until the edited image It accu-
rately reflects the desired emotion Et.

4. Experiments

4.1. Implementation Details

We employ GPT-4o [1] as the default VLM. In the EFK
Retriever, text-embedding-ada-002 is used for text encod-
ing. All experiments are conducted, and editing and aux-
iliary tools are deployed on a machine equipped with two
NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4090 GPUs. All tools in the tool
library are implemented using the official codes provided.
Additionally, we ensure that all input and output images
maintain a resolution of 512 × 512 pixels. For more imple-
mentation details, please refer to Section B and Section C
of the supplementary material (SM).

4.2. Comparisons with Baselines
Dataset. To ensure comprehensiveness and diversity in our
AIM experiments, we select eight distinct emotions from
the EmoSet [32] dataset, covering a variety of image types
including animals, humans, objects, and scenes. A total of
100 images are chosen as our test set.
Baselines. We compare our EmoAgent with several state-
of-the-art techniques in SIM and AIM as follows.

• State-of-the-art SIM methods: IP2P [5], Mag-
icBrush [37], InsDiff [9], and PnP [26].

• Style-based AIM methods: CLVA [7], and AIF [29].
• VLM-driven AIM method: Since EmoEdit [34], the

method most closely related to our work, is not open-
sourced, we replicate it using GPT-4o [1] as VLM and
IP2P [5] for editing, denoted as EmoEdit∗. Specifi-
cally, we re-implement EmoEdit∗ following the guide-
lines in [34], with a focus on designing editing instruc-
tions that target content and color adjustments.

Qualitative Results. We present the qualitative results in
Fig. 7. It is apparent that all SIM techniques are unable
to effectively grasp semantic instructions at the emotional
level, confirming the gap between SIM and AIM. For in-
stance, when directly utilizing IP2P [5], the editing results
exhibit minimal emotional transformation compared to the
original image. Specifically, when attempting to convey the
emotion of “fear”, IP2P [5] produces an image as a “fear
girl” regardless of the original content. Furthermore, the
structural integrity of edited images produced by Insdiff [9]
is significantly compromised. Style-based AIM methods,
such as CLVA [7] and AIF [29], also struggle to effectively
convey target emotions through style transfer alone. In most
experiments with CLVA [7], the style transfer process un-
dermines the visual integrity of the original image, resulting
in noticeable distortions. Although EmoEdit∗ can convert
AIM into a set of SIM instructions using the VLM, it can-
not ensure the reliability of the SIM instruction reasoning.
This deficiency often results in instructions that fail to con-
vey the intended emotions effectively. For instance, in the
cases of “fear” and “sadness”, the editing results produced
by EmoEdit∗ are inadequately expressed. In contrast, the
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Figure 9. Ablation of the EFK retriever. The EFK retriever
enhances EmoAgent’s ability to identify elements that align with
both the image semantics and the target emotion.

collaboration of three specialized agents enables EmoAgent
to achieve richer and more accurate emotional expressions
with more semantically plausible results, without sacrific-
ing the original content. Quantitative Results. To quan-
titatively compare EmoAgent with the state-of-the-art SIM
and previous AIM methods, we conduct both automatic and
human evaluation experiments. Detailed automatic experi-
mental procedures and content are provided in Section C of
the SM. Given the subjective nature of AIM, we conduct
human preference evaluations using Amazon Mechanical
Turk (AMT), focusing on three critical aspects: emotion
matching, emotion transformation, and semantic plausi-
bility. The results of Table 2 fully demonstrate that EmoA-
gent exhibits superior performance and distinct advantages
in AIM tasks, which is the most preferred method among
all the methods involved in the questionnaire. More details
can also be found in the Section B of SM.

4.3. Ablation Study

Critic Modules. We ablate self-critic in the Editing Agent
and editing results critic in the Critic Agent. Fig. 8(a)
demonstrates that self-critic can effectively prevent unsuc-
cessful executions. For example, if EmoAgent determines
that the “tomato” in the edited result has not rotted as ex-
pected, it will re-edit the image using a different editing
tool to ensure the desired outcome is achieved. On the other
hand, the editing results critic module enables EmoAgent to
iteratively refine the editing outcomes to achieve the desired
emotion, as illustrated in Fig. 8 (b), the emotional expres-
sion of “amusement” is significantly enhanced by adjusting
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Figure 10. Ablation of editing tool library. Tool library can en-
able the agent to select appropriate editing tools, thereby enhanc-
ing the emotional expression ability of images.
the background and color tone in the “strawberry” example
through this module.
Emotion-Factor Knowledge Retriever. The EFK Re-
triever provides external affective domain knowledge, en-
abling the Planning Agent to identify more effective seman-
tic elements for specific emotions. As shown in Fig. 9, ele-
ments are associated with the emotion “awe”, while “cock-
roach” are linked to “disgust”. In contrast, without the EFK
Retriever, EmoAgent struggles to identify relevant semantic
elements, hindering effective manipulation.
Editing Tools. To assess the efficiency of editing tools in
the tool library, we develop a variant that exclusively uti-
lizes IP2P [5] as the editing tool. Fig. 10 illustrates that
IP2P struggles with local-level editing, leading to undesir-
able outcomes, such as the distortion of the “girl’s body” in
the “Amusement” scenario. By fully leveraging the capabil-
ities of all editing tools, EmoAgent selects the most appro-
priate tools for each task, thereby significantly enhancing
the quality of the manipulated results.

5. Conclusions
In this work, we introduce EmoAgent, a pioneering multi-
agent collaboration framework that efficiently coordinates
planning, editing, and critic evaluation to tackle complex
AIM challenges. We have developed key components such
as an emotion-factor knowledge retriever, decision-making
tree space, and a comprehensive tool library, all of which
enhance the effectiveness of AIM. Extensive experiments
demonstrate that our method significantly outperforms ex-
isting approaches, providing more accurate and effective
emotional expressions.
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EmoAgent: Multi-Agent Collaboration of Plan, Edit, and Critic, for
Affective Image Manipulation

Supplementary Material

A. Summary

In this supplementary material, we present more implemen-
tation details of EmoAgent in Section B. Furthermore, Sec-
tion C illustrates more implementation details on the bench-
mark dataset, baselines, automatic evaluation metrics, and
human evaluation. We demonstrate additional quantitative
results and qualitative results with EmoEdit to complement
the paper in Section D. Additionally, we conduct a study
on multiple emotion directions to further demonstrate the
performance of EmoAgent. We also include visualizations
of the EmoAgent workflow to illustrate how the framework
operates and adapts to different emotional contexts.

B. Implementation Details

In this section, we detail the implementation of EmoAgent,
covering the construction of the emotion-factor tree, cre-
ation of the emotion-factor knowledge database, and de-
ployment of editing tools.
Details of Emotion-Factor Tree. To link subject emotions
with specific visual semantic elements, we adopt the strat-
egy of constructing the emotion-factor tree [34]. The con-
struction process begins by embedding EmoSet [32] images
into a semantic space using the CLIP [19] model, captur-
ing key visual and semantic features for clustering analysis.
Semantically similar images are grouped together through
an iterative clustering approach to identify visual cues as-
sociated with distinct emotional categories. Initially, each
image is treated as an independent cluster. The two most
similar clusters are merged in each iteration until the simi-
larity between all clusters drops below a predefined thresh-
old (e.g., 0.89). To enhance the relevance and generaliz-
ability of emotional expressions, we implement a multi-
step post-processing procedure that includes: 1) removing
clusters with fewer than five images for statistical reliabil-
ity, 2) excluding clusters with excessive pixel-level simi-
larity to avoid redundancy, and 3) eliminating clusters that
do not evoke specific emotions to maintain emotional rel-
evance. The refined clusters, depicted in Fig. 11, are then
organized into a hierarchical structure based on dimensions
such as objects, scenes, actions, and facial expressions. Us-
ing the GPT-4o [1] model, we generate natural language de-
scriptions for each cluster, extracting and summarizing con-
sistent key information across dimensions like “objects”,
“scenes”, “facial expressions”, “actions”, and “color tones”
to form the hierarchical emotion-factor tree. The tree’s root

nodes represent emotional categories, such as “sadness”,
while leaf nodes detail specific visual elements. The ex-
tracted semantic information—covering objects, scenes, ac-
tions, facial expressions, and colors—is stored in indepen-
dent JSON files.
Details of Emotion-Factor Knowledge Database. The
EFK Database performs retrieval by leveraging the node
information provided by the emotion-factor tree. In this
database, each emotional factor is transformed into a TextN-
ode, with sub-tags for emotion and element type to refine
the search process. The text description of each emotional
factor serves as the content of these nodes. To identify the
editing element that best aligns with the original image’s se-
mantics, we directly compute the L2 similarity between the
node content En and the image’s semantic text extraction
embedding Es.

d =

√√√√ n∑
i=1

(En − Es)2. (2)

This approach allows for precise matching and enhances the
accuracy of emotional expression in image editing.
Details for Editing Tools. We use the official codes re-
leased by the authors for implementing IP2P [5], Mag-
icBrush [37], PnP [26], MAG-Edit [16], Guide [25],
SDXL [18], Lama [24], Grounding Dino [15], Segmen-
tation Segment Anything [12] as editing tools and auxil-
iary tools. Specifically, for SDXL, we select the official
stable-diffusion-xl-1.0-inpainting-0.1 model as the editing
tool, SDXL-Inpainting, for object replacement and back-
ground editing. Additionally, we employ the official Refiner
model, SDXL-Refiner, as an auxiliary tool to optimize the
fine-grained details of images.

C. Details of Comparisons with Baselines
C.1. Implementation Details of Baselines
We employ the official codes released by the authors for
implementing IP2P [5], MagicBrush [37], InsDiff [9],
PnP [26], CLVA [7], AIF [29]. Specifically, we re-
implemented EmoEdit∗ according to the guidelines pro-
vided in EmoEdit [34], focusing on designing editing in-
structions that target content and color adjustments. We
utilize the visual-language model (VLM), specifically GPT-
4o [1], to analyze images and generate appropriate editing
instructions. Additionally, we employ IP2P [5] as the edit-
ing tool to execute these operations. Each algorithm uses
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(a) One Cluster in “sadness”

(b) One Cluster in “excitement”
Figure 11. Cluster examples. (a) An example of cluster results
for the “sadness” emotion, showing that the main features of this
class are people with somber expressions and gray tones. (b) An
example of cluster results for the emotion of “excitement”, where
the main features of this class are humans with colorful hair and
wearing colorful clothes on the street.

information from two modalities as input: the original im-
age and the associated text containing the target emotion.
All algorithms are deployed on the same NVIDIA GeForce
RTX 4090 GPU for consistent performance evaluation.

C.2. Evaluation Details of Automatic Experiments
We evaluate the efficiency of our method in terms of se-
mantic consistency and emotion expression using the fol-
lowing automatic evaluation metrics: 1) Semantic consis-
tency: We utilize the CLIP image score (CLIP-I [19]),
which assesses the semantic similarity between the origi-
nal and edited images, ensuring that the edits maintain se-
mantic consistency with the source images. 2) Emotion ex-
pression: We adopt the expression accuracy similar to [33],
denoted as Emo-A, using EmoVIT [31] to assess the align-
ment between edited images and the target emotions. We
also employ the Emotional Shift Ratio (ESR) metric [14],
which uses the Kullback-Leibler Divergence (KLD) to cal-
culate the emotional probability distributions of manipu-
lated images relative to source images. This metric is de-
signed to measure the impact of editing on the emotional
transition from the source to the target emotion.

C.3. Details of Human Evaluation
We conduct a user study on the Amazon MTurk plat-
form [2]. We design three types of questionnaires to evalu-
ate images from the perspectives of Emotional Matching,

Semantic consistency Emotion expression
Method/Metrics CLIP-I (↑) Emo-A (↑) ESR (↑)

IP2P [5] 0.917 12% 65%
MagicBrush [37] 0.928 11% 60%

InsDiff [9] 0.746 10% 63%
PnP [26] 0.792 20% 85%
CLVA [7] 0.767 15% 68%
AIF [29] 0.759 10% 70%
EmoEdit∗ 0.798 24% 87%

Ours 0.763 61% 95%

Table 3. Quantitative comparisons. Blue and green indicate the
best and second best value, respectively.

Emotional Transformation, and Semantic Plausibility, as
depicted in Fig. 12. In the first task, we present partici-
pants with two edited images alongside a target emotion:
one image is generated by our proposed method, and the
other by a randomly selected baseline method. The presen-
tation order of the images is shuffled to prevent order bias.
In the second and third tasks, building upon the foundation
of the first task, we additionally present participants with
the source image to offer a reference point for evaluating
the edits. For each of the three tasks, raters are asked to
answer bellowing questions, respectively:

• Emotion Matching: Which of the above two pictures
do you think better evokes the target emotion?

• Emotion Transformation: Compared to the source
image, which edited image do you think achieves the
target emotion transformation more effectively?

• Semantic Plausibility: Between the two edited im-
ages, which one has a more reasonable and natural se-
mantic transformation towards the target emotion?

The user study comprises over 150 tasks, each evaluated by
five human evaluators. A total of responses are received
from 750 distinct human evaluators. To ensure the credibil-
ity and reliability of our user study, we only involve Ama-
zon MTurk workers with “Master” status and a Human In-
telligence Task (HIT) Approval Rate exceeding 90% across
all Requesters’ HITs.

D. Additional Experimental Results
Automatic Experiment Results. As illustrated in Table 3,
EmoAgent demonstrates superior performance across var-
ious metrics of Emotion expression, particularly excelling
in emotion accuracy, when compared to other methods.
Advanced SIM algorithms such as IP2P [5] and Mag-
icbrush [37] have an Emo-A [33] index of only 12% or 11%,
whereas algorithms with AIM capabilities like AIF [29]
and CLVA [7] exhibit an even lower index of just 10% to
15%. These figures highlight the limitations of existing
approaches in accurately capturing and expressing emotion
and struggle to effectively control images based on the de-
sired emotion level.

Moreover, due to the limited capability of understanding

2



(a) Emotion Matching

(b) Emotion Transformation

(c) Semantic Plausibility
Figure 12. Examples of three tasks for 5 human raters on Amazon MTurk to complete. (a) Exhibition of emotion matching ques-
tionnaire interface. (b) Exhibition of emotion transformation questionnaire interface. (c) Exhibition of semantic plausibility questionnaire
interface.
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Figure 13. Qualitative comparisons with EmoEdit. EmoEdit and our method both have good image structure preservation capabilities.
In terms of editing methods and editing elements, our EmoAgent has richer and more accurate emotional expression capabilities.

“Amusement” “Awe” “Contentment” “Exitement” “Anger” “Disgust” “Fear” “Sadness”Source Image

Figure 14. Multiple emotion directions results. Our EmoAgent can achieve effective image manipulation through different editing
elements in eight categories of emotions.

affective descriptions, SIM methods such as IP2P [5] and
Magicbrush [37] often produce manipulated images that re-
main largely unchanged. This preservation of the origi-
nal image semantics is a primary reason why these algo-
rithms achieve high scores on the CLIP-I [19] metric. Using
the capabilities of VLMs, EmoEdit∗ performs well in AIM
tasks compared to relying solely on IP2P. However, without
an accurate reasoning process, domain knowledge, critic-
process, its Emo-A [33] value is significantly lower than
ours. In contrast, our algorithm achieves the highest scores
in both the Emo-A [33] and ESR [14] indices, with Emo-
A notably outperforming other algorithms. Although the
manipulation of more semantic elements results in a lower
CLIP-I metric, our method still surpasses others like AIF
[29] and InsDiff [9]. This demonstrates our method’s su-
perior capability to achieve accurate emotional expression
without compromising the integrity of image semantics.

Comparisions with EmoEdit. Since EmoEdit [34] is not
open-sourced, we recreate EmoEdit∗ using GPT-4o [1] and
IP2P [5] in the main manuscript to facilitate comparative ex-
periments. To ensure a fair comparison with EmoEdit [34],
we additionally conduct a qualitative comparison using the
example images provided in the publication, as shown in

Fig. 13. Both EmoEdit [34] and our method effectively
preserve the structural integrity of images. However, our
EmoAgent excels by utilizing editing elements that align
more closely with the semantics of the original image. For
example, when conveying the emotion of “awe” in images
featuring “pebbles”, EmoEdit primarily modifies the global
color tone. In contrast, our method not only adjusts the
color tone but also introduces additional elements such as
“clouds” and “sky”. These additions emphasize the vast-
ness and grandeur associated with “awe” providing a more
nuanced and layered emotional expression. Consequently,
EmoAgent delivers richer and more accurate emotional ex-
pressions, enhancing the overall emotional impact and rele-
vance of the edited images.

Manipulation Results in Multiple Emotion Directions.
Our EmoAgent is capable of modifying a given image
across eight distinct emotional directions, incorporating
various semantic factors specific to each emotion category,
as illustrated in Fig. 14. For instance, as shown in the sec-
ond row, when presented with an image of a “dilapidated
house”, EmoAgent incorporates elements such as “posters”
and “phonograph”, replaces the existing floor material with
wooden flooring, and applies color filters to accentuate the
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“Anger”Source Image
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“Disgust”Source Image “Contentment”Source Image “Sadness”Source Image “Amusement”Source Image

“Contentment”Source Image
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Figure 15. More subjective experimental results of different emotions. The effectiveness of our EmoAgent in the AIM task can be
demonstrated significantly.

emotion of “amusement”. Additionally, by altering the
“decor of the house”—such as adding “chandeliers” and
“murals” and incorporating “golden lighting”—EmoAgent
effectively conveys a sense of “awe”.
Additional Qualitative Results. We present further qual-
itative comparisons with existing approaches, as illustrated
in Fig. 16. Additional examples of affective image manip-
ulation are illustrated in Fig. 15. These extensive experi-
mental results underscore the superior performance of our
method in the AIM task, demonstrating its effectiveness in
accurately conveying intended emotions through targeted
image modifications.
Workflow Visualization of EmoAgent. We provide the
visualization examples to demonstrate the concrete edit-
ing process of our EmoAgent. A key advantage of our
EmoAgent over other approaches is its high degree of in-
terpretability at every step of the workflow. This level of
transparency enables users to clearly understand and trace
the decision-making and emotion processing throughout the
system. In Fig. 17, we present a prime example of all pro-
cesses being executed correctly. EmoAgent adheres to the
workflow, efficiently executing each step in sequence. In
Fig. 18, we present a case where the initial editing actions
are incorrect, yet are subsequently corrected by the Self-
Critic mechanism. This process continues until all steps are
completed correctly, demonstrating our method’s capability
for precise image manipulation. As shown in Fig. 17 and
Fig. 18, all three agents operate with the working logic of
ReAct [36] agent, where each action strictly adheres to the
workflow of thinking, discovering, and executing.
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Target Emotion: Amusement

Target Emotion: Awe

Target Emotion: Contentment

Target Emotion: Excitement

Target Emotion: Anger

Target Emotion: Disgust

Target Emotion: Fear

Target Emotion: Sadness

Figure 16. More qualitative comparisons with existing state-of-the-art SIM and AIM methods. Our EmoAgent demonstrates superior
ability in expressing target emotion while preserving the integrity of image structure.

6



source image

User text prompt：
make it amusement

Input Thought: I need to use a tool to help me analyze the original image's semantics and 
emotion.
Action: input_query
Action Input: {'input': 'What are the semantics and emotion of the original image?'}
Observation: The image conveys a contentment emotion. The presence of wrapped 
gifts with bows suggests themes of celebration, giving, and anticipation, often 
associated with holidays or special occasions. The soft focus and warm lighting add 
to the cozy and cheerful atmosphere.

Thought: I have gathered information about the objects in the 
image.Now, I need to retrieve information about the scene and color 
to further decompose the image and determine how to modify it to 
express amusement.
Action: RAG_query
Action Input: {'filter_key': 'element_type', 'filter_value': 'scene', 
'prompt': 'Retrieve text related to the scene in an image with a festive 
and joyful emotion, featuring wrapped gifts and warm lighting.'}
Observation: The image portrays a joyful and festive atmosphere, 
accentuated by vibrant, colorful decorations and the glow of warm 
lights.

Thought: I’ve gathered details about the image’s objects, scene, and 
color, showing a festive atmosphere with vibrant decorations, gifts, and 
warm lighting. To convey amusement, I’ll design and organize a 
modification plan around these elements.
1. Add playful elements like confetti or streamers to the scene.
2. Ensure the background remains consistent with the festive theme while 
adding elements of surprise or playfulness.
3. Modify the color of the ornaments to include more playful and bright 
hues.
4. Add a whimsical element, such as a small, playful animal or character 
interacting with the gifts.

Action: evaluate_edit_emotion
Observation: Correct. 
The image conveys amusement through the following changes:
Independent Objects: Confetti, streamers, and a whimsical character interacting with the gifts enhance 
playfulness.
Object Properties: Ornaments in brighter, more vibrant hues add a cheerful tone.
Backgrounds: A festive theme with playful elements and surprises reinforces amusement.
Global Hues: Vibrant, cheerful colors amplify the lively atmosphere.

Thought: I need to break down the editing plan into individual 
steps and select the appropriate tools for each step. I will start with 
the first instruction: "Add playful elements like confetti or 
streamers to the scene."
Action: magicbrush
Action Input: {'inputs': 'exmple1.jpg', 'output': 
'./example1/step1.jpg', 'prompt': 'Add confetti and streamers to the 
scene'}

Thought: I need to verify if the addition of confetti and 
streamers was successful using the edit_reactify tool.
Action: edit_reactify
Action Input: {'before_edit_image': 'exmple1.jpg', 
'edited_image': './exmple1/step1.jpg', 'edit_instruction': 
'Add playful elements like confetti or streamers to the 
scene.'}
Observation: Correct

Thought: The addition of confetti and streamers was successful. Now, 
I will proceed to the next instruction: "Ensure the background remains 
consistent with the festive theme while adding elements of surprise or 
playfulness."
Action: pnp
Action Input: {'inputs': './example1/step1.jpg', 'output': 
'./exampl21/step2.jpg', 'prompt': 'A festive background with elements of 
surprise and playfulness'}

Thought: I need to verify if the background change 
was successful using the edit_reactify tool.
Action: edit_reactify
Action Input: {'before_edit_image': 'exmple1.jpg', 
'edited_image': './exmple1/step2.jpg', 
'edit_instruction': 'A festive background with 
elements of surprise and playfulness.'}
Observation: Correct

Thought: The background change was successful. Now, I will 
proceed to the next instruction: "Modify the color of the 
ornaments to include more playful and bright hues."
Action: ip2p
Action Input: {'inputs': './example1/step2.jpg', 'output': 
'./example1/step3.jpg', 'prompt': 'Modify the color of the 
ornaments to be more playful and bright'}

Thought: I need to verify if the color modification of the 
ornaments was successful using the edit_reactify tool.
Action: edit_reactify
Action Input: {'before_edit_image': 'exmple1.jpg', 
'edited_image': './exmple1/step3.jpg', 'edit_instruction': 
'Modify the color of the ornaments to include more playful 
and bright hues.'}
Observation: Correct

Thought: The color modification of the ornaments was successful. 
Now, I will proceed to the final instruction: "Add a whimsical 
element, such as a small, playful animal or character interacting with 
the gifts."
Action: magicbrush
Action Input: {'inputs': './example1/step3.jpg', 'output': 
'./example1/step4.jpg', 'prompt': 'Add a small, playful animal 
interacting with the gifts'}

Thought: I need to verify if the addition of a whimsical 
element was successful using the edit_reactify tool.
Action: edit_reactify
Action Input: {'before_edit_image': 'exmple1.jpg', 
'edited_image': './exmple1/step4.jpg', 'edit_instruction': 
'Add a whimsical element, such as a small, playful 
animal or character interacting with the gifts.'}
Observation: Correct

Action: Planning_evaluate
Observation: Reasonable
1. Add playful elements like confetti or streamers to the scene.
2. Ensure the background remains consistent with the festive theme while adding elements of surprise or playfulness.
3. Modify the color of the ornaments to include more playful and bright hues. 
4.Add a whimsical element, such as a small, playful animal or character interacting with the gifts.

Output

Figure 17. The first workflow example of EmoAgent. An ideal workflow without any editing or emotional errors. The blue, green, and
yellow process boxes represent the workflows of the Planning Agent, the Critic Agent, and the Editing Agent, respectively.
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source image

User text prompt：
make it sadness

Input Thought: I need to use a tool to help me analyze the original image's semantics and 
emotion.
Action: input_query
Action Input: {'input': 'What are the semantics and emotion of the original image?'}
Observation: The image depicts a serene scene of a boat on calm water during sunset or 
sunrise. The sky is painted with soft hues of orange, purple, and blue, creating a peaceful 
and tranquil atmosphere. The overall emotion conveyed is one of calmness and solitude, 
evoking a sense of contentment.

Thought: I have determined that the original emotion conveyed by the 
image is contentment. Now, I need to decompose the image into its 
components and determine how each can be modified to express sadness.
Action: RAG_query
Action Input: {'filter_key': 'element_type', 'filter_value': 'scene', 'prompt': 
'Describe how to modify a serene scene of a boat on calm water during 
sunset or sunrise to express sadness.'}
Observation: To convey sadness, use darker, muted tones with a cloudy or 
rainy sky. Show turbulent water to reflect distress, and depict the sailboat 
as worn or damaged to symbolize struggles. Add elements like a lone 
seagull or a solitary person to emphasize isolation.

Thought: I now have a suitable plan to modify the image to express 
sadness. I will combine the suggested modifications with appropriate 
editing methods to create a cohesive modification plan.
1. Make it dark by changing the global color tones to darker, more muted 
hues.
2. The sky should look heavy with clouds, possibly with light rain to 
indicate gloominess.
3. Add choppy water to reflect emotional distress, replacing the calm 
water.
4. Add a lone person sitting in the boat to emphasize feelings of 
loneliness.

Thought:  I need to use a tool to change the global color tones to 
darker, more muted hues.
Action: ip2p
Action Input: {'inputs': 'exmple2.jpg', 'output': 
'./example2/step1.jpg', 'prompt':  'Make the global colors darker 
with muted hues'}

Thought: I need to verify if the global color tones have been 
successfully changed to darker, more muted hues.
Action: edit_reactify
Action Input: {'before_edit_image': 'exmple2.jpg', 
'edited_image': './exmple2/step1.jpg', 'edit_instruction': 'Make 
the global colors darker with muted hues.'}
Observation: Correct

Thought: The first step succeeds. Next, I adjust the sky to add heavy 
clouds and hint at light rain for a gloomy effect, using a descriptive PNP 
prompt for the background change.
Action:pnp
Action Input: {'inputs': './example2/step1.jpg', 'output': 
'./example2/step2.jpg', 'prompt': 'A gloomy sky filled with heavy clouds 
and hints of light rain'}

Thought:  I need to verify if the sky was successfully 
edited to look heavy with clouds and light rain to convey 
gloominess.
Action: edit_reactify
Observation: Wrong.The boat is missing or altered, and 
while the sky is gloomy with heavy clouds, light rain is 
not evident.

Thought: Since the pnp tool did not achieve the desired result, I'll 
attempt to modify the sky again using magicbrush, focusing on 
adding heavier clouds and visible light rain while ensuring the boat 
remains intact.
Action: magicbrush
Action Input: {'inputs': './example2/step2.jpg', 'output': 
'./example2/step2re.jpg', 'prompt': 'Add heavy clouds and light rain 
to the sky'}

Thought: I need to verify if the sky has been successfully 
edited to include heavy clouds and visible light rain, ensuring 
the boat remains intact.
Action: edit_reactify
Action Input: {'before_edit_image': './example2/step2.jpg', 
'edited_image': './exmple2/step2re.jpg', 'edit_instruction': 
'Make the water appear choppy and turbulent'}
Observation: Correct

Thought: The second step of adding heavy clouds and light rain to 
the sky was successful. Next,  I will use the magicbrush tool to 
replace the calm water with choppy water. 
Action: magicbrush
Action Input: {'before_edit_image': './exmple2/step2re.jpg', 
'edited_image': './exmple2/step3.jpg', 'edit_instruction': 'Replace 
calm water with choppy water'}

Thought: I need to verify if the calm water has now been 
successfully replaced with choppy and turbulent water.
Action: edit_reactify
Action Input: {'before_edit_image':'./exmaple2/step2re.jpg', 
'edited_image': './exmple2/step3.jpg', 'edit_instruction': 
'Replace calm water with choppy water'}
Observation: Correct

Action: Planning_evaluate
Observation: Reasonable
1. Make it dark by changing the global color tones to darker, more muted hues. 
2. The sky should look heavy with clouds, possibly with light rain to indicate gloominess. 
3. Add choppy water to reflect emotional distress, replacing the calm water.  
4. Add a lone person sitting in the boat to emphasize feelings of loneliness.

Output

Thought: The third step of making the water appear choppy and 
turbulent was successful.Finally, I will add a lone person sitting in 
the boat to emphasize feelings of loneliness.
Action: magicbrush
Action Input: {'inputs': './example2/step3.jpg', 'output': 
'./example2/step4.jpg', 'prompt': 'Add a lone person sitting in the 
boat''}

Thought: I need to verify if a lone person has been 
successfully added sitting in the boat to emphasize loneliness.
Action: edit_reactify
Action Input: {'before_edit_image': './example2/step3.jpg', 
'edited_image': './exmple2/step4.jpg', 'edit_instruction': 'Add a 
lone person sitting in the boat to emphasize feelings of 
loneliness'}
Observation: Correct

Action: evaluate_edit_emotion
Observation: Correct
The image conveys sadness through:  
1. Independent Objects: A small boat in a turbulent sea symbolizes isolation or struggle.  
2. Object Properties: The boat’s small and vulnerable appearance emphasizes being overwhelmed.  
3. Background: The stormy sea and cloudy sky create a somber atmosphere.  
4. Global Hues: The dark, muted palette reinforces the melancholic mood.  
Overall, the combination of these elements effectively conveys the emotion of sadness. Therefore, the image can 
be considered correct in expressing this emotion.

Figure 18. The second workflow example of EmoAgent. The workflow when EmoAgent encounters editing errors. The blue, green, and
yellow process boxes represent the workflows of the Planning Agent, the Critic Agent, and the Editing Agent, respectively.
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