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Abstract

ControlNet has enabled detailed spatial control in text-to-image diffusion models by
incorporating additional visual conditions such as depth or edge maps. However, its
effectiveness heavily depends on the availability of visual conditions that are precisely
aligned with the generation goal specified by text prompt—a requirement that often fails
in practice, especially for uncommon or imaginative scenes. For example, generating
an image of a cat cooking in a specific pose may be infeasible due to the lack of suit-
able visual conditions. In contrast, structurally similar cues can often be found in more
common settings—for instance, poses of humans cooking are widely available and can
serve as rough visual guides. Unfortunately, existing ControlNet models struggle to use
such loosely aligned visual conditions, often resulting in low text fidelity or visual ar-
tifacts. To address this limitation, we propose SemanticControl, a training-free method
for effectively leveraging misaligned but semantically relevant visual conditions. Our
approach adaptively suppresses the influence of the visual condition where it conflicts
with the prompt, while strengthening guidance from the text. The key idea is to first run
an auxiliary denoising process using a surrogate prompt aligned with the visual condition
(e.g., “a human playing guitar” for a human pose condition) to extract informative atten-
tion masks, and then utilize these masks during the denoising of the actual target prompt
(e.g., “cat playing guitar”). Experimental results demonstrate that our method improves
performance under loosely aligned conditions across various conditions, including depth
maps, edge maps, and human skeletons, outperforming existing baselines. Our code is
available at https://mung3477.github.io/semantic-control.

1 Introduction
Text-to-image diffusion models [13, 17, 19] have demonstrated remarkable capabilities in
generating high-quality images from natural language prompts. However, relying solely on
textual description often limits the model’s ability to accurately control spatial composition
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Prompt  + Visual Condition 

A cat is 
playing 

the trumpet

SmartControlControlNet SemanticControl (Ours)

Manual tuning No manual tuning, 
but costly training needed

No manual tuning
No additional training

Low text fidelity Limited text fidelity
in significant conflict case High text fidelity

(Not Aligned)

Figure 1: Comparison with prior approaches. Our method achieves high text fidelity under
significant prompt–condition mismatch without manual tuning or additional training.

within the generated images. To address this limitation, recent methods such as Control-
Net [22] and IP-Adapter [21] incorporate additional visual conditions (e.g., depth maps,
edge maps) to provide more precise spatial guidance during generation.

While these methods provide improved spatial controllability, their effectiveness is fun-
damentally constrained by the need for visual conditions that are precisely aligned with the
semantics of the target prompt. In practice, obtaining such aligned conditions is often in-
feasible—particularly when generating uncommon or imaginative scenarios. For instance,
generating an image of a cat playing a trumpet in a specific pose requires a matching vi-
sual condition that is unlikely to exist. In such cases, a more practical alternative is to use
a structurally similar pose—such as that of a human in the same action—but existing meth-
ods often fail to leverage such rough conditions, producing images with low text fidelity or
noticeable visual artifacts (see Figure 1). This inability to handle loosely aligned but se-
mantically relevant visual conditions significantly limits the practical applicability of current
spatial guidance methods.

One notable approach to tackle this issue is SmartControl [10], which mitigates prompt
–condition misalignment in ControlNet by adaptively reducing the control intensity of the
visual condition. Specifically, it introduces a predictive module trained to estimate suitable
control strengths during inference. However, training this module requires a curated set
of successful generations under misaligned prompt–condition pairs, which are difficult to
obtain in practice. To construct such data, SmartControl manually varies control intensity
across prompts and selects outputs that preserve text fidelity—requiring extensive human
effort. Moreover, since ControlNet models are typically trained separately for each type of
visual condition, the predictive module must also be trained per variant, limiting generaliz-
ability. Most importantly, SmartControl often fails when the mismatch is more substantial,
such as when the prompt and condition involve entirely different subjects (e.g., human vs.
cat). This is not only because successful training examples are scarce under such severe
mismatches, but also because the method focuses solely on suppressing the visual condition,
without a complementary strategy to strengthen guidance from the text prompt.

In this work, we propose SemanticControl, a training-free enhancement to ControlNet
that enables robust generation under loosely aligned visual conditions. The core idea is to
suppress misleading visual signals while compensating for weakened text guidance in the
conflict region. Given a target prompt and misaligned visual condition (e.g., “a cat playing
guitar” with a depth map of a man playing the guitar), we first derive a surrogate prompt
(e.g., “a man playing the guitar”) that is semantically aligned with the condition and perform
a auxiliary denoising step to extract token-wise cross-attention maps. From these maps,
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we compute a suppression mask by aggregating attention from non-conflicting tokens (e.g.,
“playing,” “guitar”) and apply it to modulate the control intensity of the visual condition,
suppressing guidance in irrelevant regions while preserving it where the semantics align. At
the same time, the attention map of the conflicting token (e.g., “man”) is incorporated into
the cross-attention of the corresponding target token (e.g., “cat”) during denoising with the
target prompt. This prevents the target subject from being suppressed by residual visual sig-
nals entangled within the noise, ensuring that it is accurately reflected in the generated image
(see Figure 3). As a result, via selective attention maps based on surrogate prompts, Seman-
ticControl improves generation quality in cases where the prompt and visual condition are
not fully aligned, without requiring retraining or curated data. Experimental results show
that our method outperforms existing baselines under loosely aligned conditions across var-
ious inputs—including depth maps, edge maps, and human skeletons—and is also strongly
preferred in human evaluations.

2 Related Work

Controllable Text-to-Image Generation. To enhance controllability in text-to-image gen-
eration, various methods incorporate additional inputs beyond text. LayoutDiffuion [25]
controls the layout of the image via bounding boxes of objects. T2I-Adapter [11] and Con-
trolNet [22] guide generation with structural visual conditions (e.g., depth maps) by attaching
auxiliary networks to Stable Diffusion [17]. Several extensions of ControlNet further enable
multi-condition control with a single model [4, 14, 23]. Nevertheless, earlier studies have
demonstrated that ControlNet may exhibit contention between the frozen Stable Diffusion
backbone and its auxiliary condition branch [2, 6]. Especially when the visual condition con-
flicts with the text prompt, these models tend to favor the condition, often generating images
that fail to reflect the intended semantics [10]. SmartControl [10] mitigates such conflicts by
reducing the influence of the visual condition in regions where misalignment occurs, using a
learned condition mask predictor.

Cross-Attention for Compositional Control. Recent text-to-image models such as Stable
Diffusion [17] leverage cross-attention mechanisms to guide the generation process. Beyond
serving as a spatial representation, cross-attention is central to controlling the composition-
ality of generated images. Several studies [3, 9, 16] have manipulated cross-attention maps
to achieve specific control objectives. For example, Attend-and-Excite [1] steers the diffu-
sion process to ensure that all subject tokens are sufficiently attended. Prompt-to-Prompt [3]
preserves the overall structure of the original image by injecting cross-attention maps from
a source prompt during early generation steps.

3 Preliminaries

ControlNet. ControlNet [22] extends Stable Diffusion [17] by enabling the model to in-
corporate additional visual conditions such as depth maps or human poses. It introduces an
auxiliary encoder that mirrors the structure of the UNet [18] used in Stable Diffusion, allow-
ing visual conditions to be integrated into the generation process. Specifically, the encoder
outputs from ControlNet are injected into the skip connections of the UNet decoder, guiding
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ControlNet
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ControlNet
𝑎 = 0.8
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Prompt : “A dog plushie is holding the guitar” 

Prompt : “A wolf standing in a field” 

Figure 2: Images were generated with different degrees of conflict between the subjects
of the text prompt and the visual condition. When the conflict is mild, both ControlNet
with a fixed control scale and a learned mask (SmartControl) can produce plausible results.
However, under severe conflict, neither approach creates a convincing image.

the spatial structure of the output. This can be formulated as:

hl = Dl(hl−1 + sl−1 +al ∗hCN
l−1), 1 ≤ l ≤ N −1, (1)

where N is the number of UNet decoder blocks, hl is the output of the decoder block Dl , sl−1
is the skip connection from the corresponding encoder block, and hCN

l−1 is the ControlNet
feature. The influence of ControlNet can be modulated via the control scale mask al .

Reducing the influence of the visual condition. A misaligned visual condition can cause
ControlNet to inject spatial features that do not fuse well with the semantics of the text
prompt, often leading to the prompt being partially ignored during generation. A straight-
forward strategy to mitigate this issue is to reduce the influence of ControlNet features (i.e.,
visual guidance) by manually adjusting the control scale mask al at Equation (1), as shown
in the first row of Figure 2. However, using a fixed constant control scale across all regions
is often insufficient, especially when different areas of the image exhibit varying degrees of
alignment or conflict. Liu et al. [10] highlighted this limitation and proposed a method to
automatically infer a spatially varying control scale mask. They trained a mask predictor
on carefully curated condition–prompt–output triplets, where each triplet was constructed
using a manually selected control scale. However, collecting such training data is not only
time-consuming but also fundamentally limited. As shown in the second row of Figure 2,
in cases of strong conflict—like when the prompt and condition describe entirely different
subjects, there is no control scale to learn from.

4 Method

4.1 Training-Free Control Scale Estimation Using Cross-Attention
As explained in Section 3, ControlNet introduces conflicting spatial features when the visual
condition misaligns with the text prompt, often overriding important prompt elements. Our
goal is to infer a control scale mask that can filter out these conflicts and dynamically adapt
to both inputs—without requiring any training.

To achieve this, we leverage cross-attention maps from ControlNet, which reflect how
much each text token contributes to specific spatial regions in the generated image. Specifi-
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: A dog plushie is holding the guitar

: A man is holding the guitar
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Auxiliary Sampling for Extracting Cross-Attention Map

Enhance text guidance in conflicting regions
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𝜶

β

Main Sampling Process
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Figure 3: Overall pipeline of SemanticControl. Using a visual condition and a surro-
gate prompt that describes it, we first prepare cross-attention maps of non-conflicting tokens
(“holding”, “guitar”). We infer a proper control scale mask αl for each layer by averaging
those maps. We also calculate a cross-attention bias β by summing up the attention weights
of conflicting tokens (“man”). During generation, ControlNet features are multiplied with α

and cross-attention weights of target tokens (“dog plushie”) are added by β .

cally, we focus on the maps of non-conflicting tokens—those that express shared semantics
between the prompt and condition. However, when the prompt contains conflicting seman-
tics (e.g., “a dog plushie is holding the guitar” vs. a depth map of a man holding the guitar),
ControlNet produces misaligned outputs, implying that the resulting attention maps may not
meaningfully reflect how much attention each token should receive.

To address this, we use a surrogate prompt psurr, where conflicting tokens are replaced
(e.g., “a man is holding the guitar”), aligning more closely with the visual condition. This
results in a coherent output, allowing us to extract cross-attention maps that more reliably
reflect the intended contribution of each token. We aggregate the maps of non-conflicting
tokens by averaging them across decoder layers to infer the control masks. The masks will
be multiplied with the ControlNet features during generation, suppressing conflicting regions
in the ControlNet feature. Formally, the inferred control scale mask at layer l is defined as

α l =
1

NA

N

∑
n=1

A

∑
a=1

M(l,a)[tn] (2)

where A is the number of cross-attention modules in layer l, N is the number of non-
conflicting tokens, and M(l,a)[tn] is the cross-attention map of non-conflicting token tn from
the ath module in layer l.
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4.2 Cross-Attention Bias
While attenuating ControlNet features using the estimated control scale mask helps reduce
conflicts between the prompt and condition, the generated image can still fail to fully capture
key elements from the prompt. For instance, when generating “a dog plushie”, only the head
may resemble a dog plushie, while the body takes on human-like features. We find that
this issue often arises when target tokens—important tokens from p that contradict the
condition—receive insufficient cross-attention. In the example “a dog plushie is holding
the guitar”, “dog plushie” are the target tokens that conflict with conflicting tokens in the
surrogate prompt psurr, such as “man” in “a man is holding the guitar”.

To address this, we introduce a cross-attention bias that amplifies the influence of target
tokens during generation, inspired by Parmar et al. [12]. We compute it by reusing the cross-
attention weights of the conflicting tokens from the earlier auxiliary sampling. The bias
ensures that target tokens retain at least the level of influence that their corresponding tokens
had during the preliminary sampling. It is defined as:

β(l,a) =
λ

Ntar

N′

∑
n=1

M(l,a)[tn] (3)

where λ controls the strength of the bias, Ntar is the number of target tokens, and N′ is the
number of conflicting tokens. M(l,a)[tn] denotes the cross-attention map of conflicting token
tn from the ath cross-attention module at layer l. This bias is added to the cross-attention
weights during generation.

5 Experiments

Dataset. We evaluate our proposed method using samples from two sources: (i) samples
obtained from the evaluation set of Liu et al. [10], which consist of image-text pairs that are
either well-aligned or exhibit minor misalignment between the visual content and the textual
prompt; and (ii) a newly created dataset containing image-text pairs with significant seman-
tic misalignment. To generate these latter pairs, we combine human images with prompts
describing non-human subjects—for example, pairing an image of a human in a shooting
pose with the prompt "a dog is shooting a gun." In total, we collect 201 such image-text
pairs. More detailed explanations and examples are provided in the supplemental material.

Implementation and Evaluation Details. Our method is built upon a pretrained Control-
Net architecture based on Stable Diffusion 1.5 [17]. For inference, we employ the UniPC
sampler [24] with 50 sampling steps and a guidance scale of 7.5. Following standard eval-
uation protocols, we measure the alignment quality between the generated images and the
corresponding text prompts using CLIP [15] and BLIP [8]-based similarity metrics. Addi-
tionally, we evaluate the overall quality of the generated images using ImageReward [20] and
PickScore [7], both of which are scoring functions trained on large-scale human preference
data. Further details are provided in the supplementary material.

Qualitative Analysis. We begin by qualitatively comparing our method with baseline mod-
els, i.e., SmartControl [10] and ControlNet [22]1. As shown in Figure 4, our approach consis-

1We adopt a fixed control scale of 0.4, as recommended in Liu et al. [10] for optimal generation quality under
fixed-scale settings.
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Condition Ours SmartControl ControlNet

Prompt: “A dog plushie is holding the guitar”

Prompt: “A gorilla is holding a sword”

Prompt: “A dog is holding a handgun”

(a) Generated Images Conditioned on Depth Maps

Condition Ours SmartControl ControlNet

Prompt: “A teddy bear is riding a bike”

Condition Ours SmartControl ControlNet

Prompt: “A cat is playing the trumpet”

Prompt: “A dog is saluting”

(b) Generated Images Conditioned on Edge Maps

Prompt: “A squirrel is cooking vegetables”

Condition Ours SmartControl ControlNet

Prompt: “A corgi standing in a field”

Figure 4: Qualitative comparison against SmartControl and ControlNet conditioned on (a)
depth and (b) edge maps. The same random seed is applied across methods for each prompt.

tently produces higher-quality images under both depth and edge conditions, demonstrating
superior text fidelity. Notably, baseline models frequently fail to generate plausible images
when the visual condition and textual prompt are misaligned, whereas our method remains
robust under such scenarios. These results suggest the effectiveness of our approach in main-
taining both textual fidelity and consistency with visual conditions. Additional qualitative
examples are provided in the supplementary material.

Analysis with Diverse Visual Conditions and Architectures. Since our method is entirely
training-free, it can be readily applied to a wide range of ControlNet variants supporting dif-
ferent visual conditions. To demonstrate this, we evaluate our method on additional visual
inputs such as normal maps and pose skeletons. Note that, since the official implementation
of SmartControl does not supports such conditions, our comparisons are restricted to Con-
trolNet. As shown in Figure 5, our method effectively resolves misalignment between the
visual condition and the text prompt under these varying visual inputs, resulting in genera-
tions with high text fidelity. This highlights the applicability of our approach across diverse
control signals, without the need for condition-specific tuning.

In addition, our method is compatible with other ControlNet-based architectures. For
example, we can apply our method to IP-Adapter [21], which combines image prompts with
pose conditions via learned adapters. As shown in Figure 6, our method more effectively re-
flects the intended text and pose conditions than existing baselines, while preserving subject
fidelity to the image prompt under loosely aligned scenarios.
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Condition 
image

Ours ControlNet

Prompt: “A dog is holding the guitar”

Source ImageCondition 
image

Ours ControlNet

Prompt: “A cat is playing the trumpet”

Source Image

Prompt: “A teddy bear is stretching 
its arms left and right”

Prompt: “A panda is cooking vegetables”

Prompt: “An owl with both arms gesture”

Prompt: “A fox is shooting a handgun”Prompt: “A dog is waving his hand”

(a) Generated Images Conditioned on Pose Skeletons

Condition Ours ControlNetSource ImageCondition Ours ControlNetSource Image

(b) Generated Images Conditioned on Normal Maps

Prompt: “A teddy bear is saluting”

Figure 5: Results of applying our method to ControlNet variants supporting pose skeletons
and normal maps. The same random seed is applied across methods for each prompt.

Figure 7: Human evaluation on ours
and baselines.

Human Evaluations. To assess the quality of im-
ages generated by our method compared to base-
lines, we conduct a human study. Using the 201
prompts described in the Dataset Section, we gen-
erate five images per prompt, resulting in a total of
1,005 images for each visual condition type. For
each comparison, we present a pair of images—one
generated by our method and the other by a base-
line—alongside the corresponding visual condition
and text prompt. We ask human raters to indicate
their preference based on three criteria: (i) align-
ment with the text prompt, (ii) structural similar-
ity to the visual condition, and (iii) overall image
quality. Each query is evaluated by five independent
raters on Amazon Mechanical Turk, and we aggre-
gate the results using majority voting.

As shown in Figure 7, our method consistently
outperforms the baselines under both depth and edge map conditions. Notably, in the edge
map setting, our method is preferred at least 1.5 times more often than the baselines, high-
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Image Prompt Condition
IP-Adapter

+ Ours
IP-Adapter

+ SmartControl IP-Adapter

Prompt : “A cat is looking back”

Prompt: “A cat is holding a sword”

Image Prompt Condition
IP-Adapter

+ Ours
IP-Adapter

+ SmartControl IP-Adapter

Prompt : “A dog is holding the sword”

Prompt: “A dog is holding the guitar”

Figure 6: Qualitative comparison between our method and SmartControl applied to IP-
Adapter. The same random seed is applied across methods for each prompt.

Table 1: Quantitative comparison between our method and baselines. Bold indicates the best
performance, and underline indicates the second best.

Methods
Visual Condition: Depth Map Visual Condition: Canny Edge

CLIP(↑) BLIP(↑) ImageReward(↑) PickScore(↑) CLIP(↑) BLIP(↑) ImageReward(↑) PickScore(↑)

ControlNet (α=1.0) 0.2878 0.4283 -0.3063 0.2155 0.2741 0.4042 -0.7893 0.2105

ControlNet (α=0.4) 0.3146 0.4633 0.5744 0.2248 0.3129 0.4604 0.5488 0.2242

SmartControl 0.3186 0.4735 0.8574 0.2271 0.3127 0.4647 0.5679 0.2246

SemanticControl w/o attention bias 0.3274 0.4813 0.9428 0.2291 0.3265 0.4797 0.8919 0.2285

SemanticControl (Ours) 0.3322 0.4904 1.1538 0.2304 0.3302 0.4864 1.0289 0.2292

lighting its effectiveness in handling misaligned visual cues. We provide more details of
human study in the supplementary material.

Quantitative Evaluation. Table 1 reports the results of our quantitative evaluation using the
set of metrics described in the Evaluation Details Section. Our method achieves the best per-
formance across all metrics for both types of visual conditions. These results are consistent
with the qualitative analysis and human evaluation, where our method demonstrates superior
image quality and strong text fidelity compared to baselines.

Analysis on Selection of Surrogate Prompt. We analyze how the choice of surrogate
prompt affects our method, focusing on whether it needs to be well aligned with the visual
condition and whether the performance is robust to the specific selection. As our method
relies on attention masks derived from the surrogate prompt, we hypothesize that the prompt
must be semantically aligned with the visual condition to be effective. To verify this, we
examine cases where the surrogate is not aligned with the visual input. As shown in Figure 8
(a), using a such prompt leads to degraded performance and poor text fidelity, highlighting
the need for alignment. We also test the robustness of our method to prompt choices by sub-
stituting the surrogate prompt with related terms such as “boy” and “human”. All variations
produce similarly high quality results, indicating that our method is robust to prompt choices
as long as they are intuitively aligned with the visual condition.

Ablation Study. We conduct an ablation study to see the effect of each component in our
method. As shown in Figure 8 (b), the original ControlNet without our method fails to accu-
rately reflect the subject described in the prompt, resulting in low text fidelity. When we in-
troduce attention-guided control scaling, the subject begins to appear clearly, although some
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Psurr :“A man is 
holding the guitar”

Psurr :“A boy is 
holding the guitar”

Psurr :“A human is 
holding the guitar”

Psurr :“A dragon is 
holding the guitar”

Psurr :“A chicken is 
holding the guitar”

Psurr :“A car is 
holding the guitar”
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Condition

Target Prompt : 
“A dog plushie

is holding 
the guitar”

ControlNet
+ Attention-guide ScaleControlNetCondition

Prompt: “A teddy bear with both arms gesture”

Prompt: “A cat is praying in a church”

(a) Analysis on Choice of Surrogate Prompt (b) Contribution of Each Module

ControlNet
+ Attention-guide scale

+ Attention Bias

Figure 8: Additional analysis results showing (a) the impact of surrogate prompt selection
and (b) the contribution of each module to the overall performance.

visual artifacts remain. With the additional incorporation of attention bias, these artifacts
are removed, leading to high-quality generations. This qualitative observation is further sup-
ported by the quantitative results presented in Table 1, which show consistent performance
improvements as each component is progressively added.

6 Conclusion and Limitation
In this work, we propose SemanticControl, a training-free approach that enables text-to-
image diffusion models to effectively utilize loosely aligned visual conditions while preserv-
ing text fidelity. By leveraging surrogate prompts, our method extracts informative cross-
attention maps that modulate visual guidance based on semantic alignment with the target
prompt. Through extensive experiments across various visual conditions and architectures,
we demonstrate that our method consistently outperforms baselines, achieving higher hu-
man preference scores under misaligned settings. We believe that our training-free approach
broadens the applicability of spatially guided generation by relaxing the requirement for
precisely matched conditions and enabling robust control even in mismatched scenarios.

This work underscores the necessity of examining various forms of condition–prompt
conflict. Our current approach primarily tackles a spectrum of mismatches within single-
subject prompts, which represents the most common ControlNet use-case. Nonetheless,
it does not yet address conflicts arising in multi-subject descriptions or spatially intricate
scenes, where devising suitable surrogate prompts becomes considerably harder. Guided
by the insights of this work, future research will aim to devise a systematic framework for
constructing surrogate prompts capable of handling these broader categories of conflict.
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Supplementary Material for
SemanticControl: A Training-Free Approach
for Handling Loosely Aligned Visual
Conditions in ControlNet

1 Dataset

Mild Conflicts. Although Liu et al. [10] didn’t release the evaluation dataset, we referred to
their qualitative results and collected similar prompt-control pairs. We used control images of
12 subjects and various prompts that have a minor conflict with the image, including animals
(dog, cat, horse, pig, deer, wolf, squirrel, hedgehog, eagle, parrot, duck), cartoon characters
(hulk, spider-man, jerry, pikachu, micky mouse), fruits (apple, strawberry, pineapple, pear),
vehicles (car, pick-up truck, tractor, bike, motorcycle), objects (cup, vase, candle), celebrities
(obama) and landmarks (Pyramid, Arch of Triumph, Colosseum in Rome).

Significant Conflicts. We focused on significant conflicts between the subject of the text
prompt and the visual condition—human and non-human. We collected 15 unique actions of
humans, by gathering images from stock image services and previous works that investigated
the problems related to generating human actions [5, 10]. Evaluation was conducted with
11 different non-humans (a dog, a dog plushie, a cat, a panda, a teddy bear, a polar bear, a
squirrel, an elephant, a fox, a gorilla, an owl).

Surrogate Prompts. Surrogate prompts should be aligned with the given visual condition.
We constructed surrogate prompts for our dataset by substituting the subject of the prompt
that we are trying to generate. Another key component of our method is the non-conflicting
tokens. We selected those tokens from the surrogate prompt with the following rules: (i)
remove stopwords, (ii) remove tokens that are unrelated to the desired context, and (iii)
exclude conflicting tokens. Examples of images and the corresponding prompts are provided
on Figure 9.

2 Implementation Details

Excluding Special Tokens. We empirically found that special tokens such as < sot > and
< eot > tend to receive disproportionately high attention values. Their dominance can sup-
press the attention assigned to other tokens, making it difficult to assess the relative impor-
tance of meaningful semantic tokens. Thus, before aggregating those maps to construct a
control scale mask, we excluded those special tokens and re-normalized the softmax over
the remaining tokens to obtain a clearer distribution of token-level influence.

Control Scale for Blocks without a Cross-attention Operator. Since our method is built
on the pipeline of Stable diffusion [17], the first upsampling block of the decoder in UNet
does not contain cross-attention operators. Since this block also requires an inferred control
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scale, we empirically chose to use the control scale mask of the middle block of the UNet as
the alternative. This was because both blocks have the same input image resolution.

Control Bias λ . We use a control bias of λ = 3.0 in our main experiments. We also report
results with λ = 1.0 in Table 2, where our method still outperforms SmartControl.

Table 2: Quantitative results with different control bias λ .

Methods
Visual Condition: Depth Map

CLIP(↑) BLIP(↑) ImageReward(↑) PickScore(↑)

SmartControl 0.3186 0.4735 0.8574 0.2271
SemanticControl (λ=1.0) 0.3295 0.4856 1.0473 0.2298
SemanticControl (λ=3.0) 0.3322 0.4904 1.1538 0.2304

3 Additional results
We provide additional generated examples for significant conflicts using various condition
types—depth maps (Figure 10), canny edges (Figure 11), human skeletons (Figure 12), and
normal maps (Figure 13). Since SmartControl does not support normal maps and human
skeletons, we only compare the result with ControlNet for those cases.

4 Details on Human evaluation
As mentioned in the main paper, we conduct a human evaluation to compare our method
against baseline approaches in terms of overall preference. For each visual condition, we
evaluate 1,005 generated image pairs using Amazon Mechanical Turk, collecting responses
from five independent raters per image. We aggregate the results through majority voting.
Figure 14 presents the actual instruction and a sample question shown to each rater.
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{subject}
on a table

{subject} driving
down the road

{subject} in a
destroyed city

a girl standing
in front of

the {subject}

{subject} playing
with blocks

Two {subject}
on a towel

a cat riding
a {subject}

{subject}
on a desk

{subject} standing
in a field

{subject} on
a branch

{subject} standing
in a field

{subject} at
the beach

(a) Condition Images and Prompt Formats for Mild Conflicts

{subject} is 
saluting

{subject} is praying
in a church

{subject} is 
holding the guitar

{subject} is
playing tennis

{subject} is playing
the trumpet

{subject} is
holding a sword

{subject} is
riding a bike

{subject} with
both arms gesture

{subject} 
doing handstand

(a) Condition Images and Prompt Formats for Significant Conflicts

{subject} shooting
a handgun

{subject} is 
deadlifting

{subject} is
waving his hand

{subject} is
cooking vegetables

{subject} is stretching
its arms left and right

{subject} is toasting
a cocktail to you

Figure 9: Condition images and prompts for each level of conflict. We constructed the
surrogate prompts for each condition by substituting only the subject of the prompt. Bold
indicates non-conflicting tokens of the surrogate prompt. {sub ject} tokens are used as con-
flicting tokens for significant conflicts, and we did not use conflicting tokens for mild con-
flicts.
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Condition Ours SmartControl ControlNet Condition Ours SmartControl ControlNet

Prompt: “An elephant is playing tennis”

Prompt: “A cat is riding a bike”

Prompt: “A cat is holding the guitar”

Prompt: “A cat is toasting 
a cocktail to you”

Prompt: “A dog is stretching its arms 
left and right”

Prompt: “A dog is waving his hand”

Prompt: “A dog with both arms gesture”

Prompt: “A dog plushie is 
holding a sword”

Prompt: “A dog plushie with 
both arms gesture”

Prompt: “A dog is riding a bike”

Figure 10: Additional examples generated with the depth maps. The same random seed is
applied across methods for each prompt.
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Prompt: “A gorilla is deadlifting”

Prompt: “A panda is cooking vegetables”

Prompt: “A panda is holding a sword”

Prompt: “A teddy bear is holding a sword”

Prompt: “A teddy bear is playing the trumpet”

Prompt: “A teddy bear is saluting”

Prompt: “A teddy bear is shooting a handgun”

Prompt: “A teddy bear is stretching 
its arms left and right”

Prompt: “A teddy bear with both arms gesture”

Prompt: “An owl is cooking vegetables”

Condition Ours SmartControl ControlNet Condition Ours SmartControl ControlNet

Figure 11: Additional examples generated with the edge maps. The same random seed is
applied across methods for each prompt.
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Prompt: “A dog with both arms gesture”

Prompt: “A fox is cooking vegetables”

Prompt: “A fox is playing the trumpet”

Prompt: “A panda is playing the trumpet”

Prompt: “A polar bear is riding a bike”

Prompt: “A dog is toasting a cocktail to you”

Prompt: “A dog plushie is holding the guitar”

Prompt: “A teddy bear is holding a sword”

Source Image Condition Ours ControlNet Source Image Condition Ours ControlNet

Figure 12: Additional examples generated with the human skeleton of the given image. The
same random seed is applied across methods for each prompt. Although generated images
followed the visual condition well, detailed structures are different to the given image due to
the nature of the human pose.
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Prompt: “An elephant is shooting a handgun”

Prompt: “An teddy bear with both arms gesture”

Prompt: “A squirrel is cooking vegetables”

Prompt: “A squirrel is deadlifting”

Prompt: “A polar bear is holding the guitar” Prompt: “A dog plushie is holding the guitar”

Prompt: “A dog plushie is playing the trumpet”Prompt: “A dog plushie is saluting”

Source Image Condition Ours ControlNet Source Image Condition Ours ControlNet

Figure 13: Additional examples generated with the normal map of the given image. The
same random seed is applied across methods for each prompt.



WOOSUNG JOUNG*, DAEWON CHAE*, JINKYU KIM: SEMANTICCONTROL 21

Please compare the following generated images (denoted as "Left Image" and "Right Image"),
and select which one is MORE Successful (or tie, meaning they are equally good) based on the following criteria.
Both Left and Right images are generated using the same text prompt,
guided by a condition image extracted from a shared source image.

•Prompt alignment: How well does each image reflect the given Text Prompt?
•Structural similarity: How well does each image preserve the Structural Layout (e.g., pose) of the source image?
•Image Quality: How high is the overall image quality, and are there any noticeable visual artifacts?

Consider all three criteria equally when making your decision.
Select the more successful image, or choose "Tie" if both are equally good.

Comparison #1

➔

Source Image Condition Image Left Image Right Image

Text Prompt: "a polar bear is riding a bike"

Left Tie Right

Figure 14: Human survey interface: instructions and an example questionnaire.


