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Fig. 1: Style transfer results using the proposed method. Utilizing a content image alongside a style image, the proposed
methodology is capable of effectuating the transfer of the content image’s attributes to the specified style target while preserving
the semantic integrity of the content. Beyond the comprehensive style transfer, this methodology facilitates prompt-guided
localized style transfer. This includes the capability to integrate multiple mask prompts and style targets.

Abstract—Image style transfer aims to imbue digital imagery
with the distinctive attributes of style targets, such as colors,
brushstrokes, shapes, whilst concurrently preserving the semantic
integrity of the content. Despite the advancements in arbitrary
style transfer methods, a prevalent challenge remains the delicate
equilibrium between content semantics and style attributes.
Recent developments in large-scale text-to-image diffusion models
have heralded unprecedented synthesis capabilities, albeit at the
expense of relying on extensive and often imprecise textual de-
scriptions to delineate artistic styles. Addressing these limitations,
this paper introduces DiffStyler, a novel approach that facilitates
efficient and precise arbitrary image style transfer. DiffStyler lies
the utilization of a text-to-image Stable Diffusion model-based
LoRA to encapsulate the essence of style targets. This approach,
coupled with strategic cross-LoRA feature and attention injec-
tion, guides the style transfer process. The foundation of our
methodology is rooted in the observation that LoRA maintains
the spatial feature consistency of UNet, a discovery that further
inspired the development of a mask-wise style transfer technique.
This technique employs masks extracted through a pre-trained
FastSAM model, utilizing mask prompts to facilitate feature
fusion during the denoising process, thereby enabling localized
style transfer that preserves the original image’s unaffected
regions. Moreover, our approach accommodates multiple style

targets through the use of corresponding masks. Through exten-
sive experimentation, we demonstrate that DiffStyler surpasses
previous methods in achieving a more harmonious balance
between content preservation and style integration.

Index Terms—3D Cartoon Face Reconstruction, 3D Face
Rigging, Volume Rendering, Neural Surface

I. INTRODUCTION

A painting embodies an artist’s creativity and engagement,
reflecting their unique vision through distinctive styles, tex-
tures, brushstrokes, and elements that elicit deep emotional
responses. These nuances defy simple linguistic description,
presenting challenges in verbally encapsulating a painting’s
essence. This complexity becomes particularly evident in the
context of example-guided artistic image style transfer, where
the goal is to create digital artworks that replicate the original
artist’s intent.

Image Style transfer has attracted significant attention for
its innovative applications across various fields [1]–[3]. This
process generates visually compelling outputs that maintain
the original content’s integrity while adopting the stylistic
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features of the style image. Recently, the advent of text-
guided image style transfer has opened new research avenues,
particularly with the advancement of diffusion models [4]–[6].
These models, renowned for generating high-quality images
from textual prompts, offer novel methods to direct the style
transfer process. However, this approach faces challenges,
primarily the intricate and time-consuming task of crafting
detailed text prompts that accurately convey the desired style,
necessitating a deep understanding of the style’s nuances and
significant effort.

In this paper, we introduce an innovative framework for
diffusion-based localized image style transfer, termed Diff-
Styler. This framework is designed to learn and transfer
style attributes from a single input image, such as a cartoon
or painting, to a natural image within a similar domain.
Moreover, as demonstrated in Figure 1, our methodology
facilitates localized image style transfer via an editing target
prompt or enables the transfer of multiple parts’ styles through
corresponding prompts.

To achieve this goal, we harness the advanced capabilities of
text-to-image diffusion models renowned for their high-quality
image synthesis. We exploit the recent success of attention
manipulation [6], [7] of diffusion models and LoRA [8] for
diffusion models fine-tuning. We observe that different LoRA-
integrated diffusion models yields a notable semantic con-
sistency across generated features. This foundational insight
allows for the utilization of LoRA to meticulously learn the
attributes of a designated style image, thereby directing the
image generation process through the nuanced manipulation of
features and attention maps derived from the original denoising
procedure. Given the semantic coherence of the features,
we posits the feasibility of synergizing original and LoRA-
integrated Stable Diffusion (SD) models, including the fusion
of disparate LoRA-integrated SD models. We propose to fuse
the features in the denosing process with extracted masks.
Such an approach paves the way for localized image style
transfer, predicated on specific style target images and editing
target prompts.

To summarize, our contributions are as follows:

• We provide new empirical insights about internal spatial
features across different LoRA-integrated text-to-image
diffusion models.

• We introduce a practical framework that leverages the
power of pre-trained and LoRA-integrated diffusion, al-
lowing the performance of high-quality arbitrary image
style transfer.

• We propose prompts-guided localized image style trans-
fer, allowing to perform multiple style targets transfer to
specified parts or preserving the content.

• We show, both quantitatively and qualitatively, that our
method outperforms existing state-of-the-art methods,
achieving a significantly better balance between preserv-
ing the content semantic and style attributes.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Image Style Transfer.

Image stylization transforms images into various artistic
styles, ranging from watercolor and oil painting to abstract
expressions. Originally, style transfer relied on matching hand-
crafted features of content and style images through traditional
methods [1], [9].With the advent of neural style transfer [2],
which utilizes pre-trained CNNs to extract image features,
the field has evolved significantly. Recent advancements fo-
cus on enhancing accessibility [10]–[12], quality [13]–[15],
acceleration [16], [17],and application [18]–[21] of style trans-
fer techniques. Innovations such as AdaAttN [22] introduce
adaptive attention normalization to leverage both shallow and
deep features, while ArtFlow [23] employs reversible neural
flows for universal style transfer without content leakage.
IEContraAST [24] and CAST [25] explore new directions
in style pattern learning and direct style representation from
image features, respectively. Moreover, StyleFormer [26] and
StyTr2 [27] innovate with convolution-free structures and
multi-layer transformer decoders for effective style compo-
sition and stylization. Recent methods also incorporate pre-
trained diffusion models for improved style translation, as seen
in InST [3] and VCT [28], which offer novel approaches to
guiding image synthesis and translating visual concepts based
on reference images.

B. Personalizing Text-to-Image Generation.

Pre-trained text-to-image diffusion models are increasingly
recognized for their capacity in generating diverse images.
However, these models often struggle to preserve the identity
of specific objects or humans when guided solely by text
instructions. To tackle this challenge, research has shifted
towards personalizing text-to-image generation. Unlike con-
ventional style transfer or image-to-image translation, this ap-
proach allows for variations in poses, backgrounds, and other
elements by learning from one or more target images. ILVR
[29] leverages noised low-pass filtered data from target images
to guide the denoising process for creating personalized image
deviations. DALL·E 2 [5] introduces a text-conditional image
generation framework named unCLIP, focusing on inverting
the CLIP image encoder for generation. Textual Inversion [30]
proposes embedding a specific visual concept as a pseudo-
word within the model’s embedding space, enabling the gen-
eration of images that adhere to a particular object or style.
DreamBooth [31] extends this by embedding a semantic prior
into the model, facilitating diverse image synthesis with class-
specific preservation. IP-Adapter [32] distinguishes itself with
a decoupled cross-attention mechanism for better handling of
multimodal image generation. Similarly, InstantID [33] intro-
duces IdentityNet, which combines facial and landmark cues
with textual prompts for more accurate identity preservation
in generated images. Furthermore, LoRA [8] has emerged as
an effective technique for enhancing large models, including
those for text-to-image generation. By incorporating trainable
rank decomposition matrices into the Transformer architecture
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Fig. 2: Method pipeline. For the style attributes transfer, we train LoRA on UNet with a simple prompt. For the content
semantic maintaining, we execute the DDIM inversion and denoise. In the DDIM denoise process, the feature and attention are
injected to the LoRA-integrated SD model. For prompt guided editing, we use a pre-trained FastSAM to extracted the mask,
and execute mask-wise feature combination in the denoise process.

without altering the pre-trained model weights, LoRA facili-
tates efficient and lightweight fine-tuning.

C. Attention-based Image Editing.

In recent advancements in text-to-image diffusion models,
attention mechanisms have been crucial for manipulating im-
age generation effectively. Prompt-to-Prompt [6] highlights the
significance of cross-attention layers in mapping the spatial
layout of images to prompt words, thereby enabling local-
ized and global image editing. Plug-and-Play [7] approach
demonstrates the potential of spatial feature manipulation
within the self-attention framework for fine-grained image
structure control. CreativeSynth [34] integrates multimodal
features with bespoke attention mechanisms, facilitating style
transfer and inversion. DiffMorpher [35], employs attention
techniques and adaptive normalization for semantic image
morphing. SIDiff [36] leverages style transfer through self-
attention layer manipulation, addressing content disruption and
color disharmony. Z∗ [37] develops a dual-path denoising
approach for content and style representation in latent space.
VSP [38] and RIVAL [39] enhance denoising and feature
interaction for image variation via novel attention and nor-
malization techniques.

D. Semantic Localized Image Editing.

Image style transfer often aims to modify aesthetic aspects
like color and brushstrokes, potentially compromising the se-
mantic integrity of the output. In contrast, semantic image edit-
ing seeks to achieve domain-appropriate modifications through
editing instructions, often in the form of prompts. Text-to-
image diffusion models, which denoise images from random
noise by learning semantic features, have emerged as powerful
tools for this task. Techniques such as DDIM [4] and Glide

[40] implement pixel copying strategies during the denoising
process, whereas Paint by Word [41] and similar methods
[42], [43] leverage CLIP-guided gradients for text-matching
within specific image regions. RePaint [44] modifies diffusion
iterations to enhance realism by sampling from unmasked
regions with existing image information. DiffusionCLIP [45]
and SDEdit [46] utilize diffusion models’ inversion capabilities
and SDE priors, respectively, for text-driven manipulation and
realism enhancement. DiffEdit [47] introduces automatic mask
extraction for targeted editing, contrasting diffusion model
predictions based on different prompts, while some approaches
like ILVR [29] and Prompt-to-Prompt [6] achieve localized
edits without explicit masks, using attention map correlations.
Our approach also facilitates localized editing with mask
extraction, but uniquely introduces style deviations from target
images. Despite potential mask extraction directly from diffu-
sion models, we opt for the superior mask quality offered by
pre-trained FastSAM [6] models, tailored for localized editing
prompts.

III. METHOD

In this work, we aim to generate a new image I∗ that
embodies the style of a given image Is while preserving
the semantic content of another image Ic. Utilizing Stable
Diffusion (SD) [48], a cutting-edge pre-trained text-to-image
LDM model, as our generative backbone, we introduce a
method involving DDIM inversion, LoRA training, cross-
LoRA feature and attention injection, and mask-wise DDIM
denoising as depicted in Fig. 2.

Our significant finding reveals that spatial features in differ-
ent LoRA-integrated diffusion models maintain high semantic
consistency. Leveraging this insight, we propose a framework
that extracts features from the content image Ic’s generation



process in the original model and injects them, along with
prompts c, into the style image Is’s generation process in the
LoRA-integrated model. Furthermore, we suggest employing
feature fusion during the generation to facilitate localized style
transfer, which requires the use of corresponding masks.

A. Preliminaries

Latent Diffusion Models. Diffusion models [49]–[51] repre-
sent a class of probabilistic generative models that are trained
to reverse a diffusion process. Being the latest advancement in
generative models, diffusion models have garnered significant
attention due to their superior capability in generating high-
quality images. In the image generation, the forward diffusion
process incrementally introduces noise into an initially clean
image x0:

xt =
√
αtx0 +

√
1− αtz (1)

where z ∼ N(0, I) and {αt} are the noise schedule. The back
process progressively removes noise from an initial Gaussian
noise image. Typically, a neural network ϵθ(xt, t) is trained to
predicts the added noise.

Latent Diffusion Models (LDM) [48] uses a variational
auto-encoder (VAE) [52] to encode the images to the latent
image embeddings. A text-conditioned denosing UNet [53]
ϵθ(zt, t, c) is trained in the latent space. Our method is built
upon Stable Diffusion (SD), a widely used pre-trained text-
to-image model based on the LDM framework. A layer of
the UNet in the SD involves a residual block, a self-attention
block, and a cross-attention block. The attention module in
UNet can be formulated as follows:

Attention(Q,K, V ) = softmax(
QKT

√
dK

)V (2)

where Q denotes the query features, K,V denotes the corre-
sponding key and value feature. Self-attention is computed
purely on the spatial features. Cross-attention is computed
between spatial features and the text embeddings.
Low-Rank Adaption (LoRA). Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA)
[8] is an efficient method initially employed for fine-tuning
large language models by adapting a low-rank residual ∆θ,
which can be decomposed into low-rank matrices, thus of-
fering a streamlined approach to modifying the entire model
parameters θ. Recently, LoRA has demonstrated its effective-
ness and ease of integration in the fine-tuning of diffusion
models, particularly in personalizing text-to-image generation.
Our method utilizes LoRA to transfer the attributes of the style
target in the image style transfer task.
Segment Anything Model (SAM). Segment Anything Model
(SAM) [54] emerges as the inaugural foundation model specif-
ically engineered for image segmentation, heralding significant
advancements across a spectrum of tasks within image anal-
ysis and comprehension. SAM distinguishes itself by deliv-
ering high-precision, class-agnostic segmentation capabilities,
demonstrating exceptional efficacy in zero-shot task scenarios.

FastSAM [55] is a novel adaptation that reinterprets the
SAM paradigm into the established domain of instance seg-
mentation. By judiciously employing only 1/50 of the com-

prehensive SA-1B dataset originally curated by the SAM
developers, FastSAM manages to train an extant instance
segmentation framework, thus achieving a performance metric
comparable to that of SAM, albeit with a remarkable 50-
fold increase in runtime efficiency. Our method employs the
FastSAM to derive the mask guidance for mask-wise style
transfer.
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Fig. 3: Analysis of features from different LoRA-integrated
SD. We extracted spatial features from different decoder layers
at roughly 50% of the generation process (t = 540). For each
image, we applied PCA on the extracted features with three
models: original SD, in-domain LoRA-integrated SD and out-
of-domain LoRA-integrated SD and visualized the top three
leading components. Early layers focus more on semantics,
while later layers concentrate on textures. Little feature differ-
ence emerges across LoRA-integrated SD models. In-domain
LoRA-integrated SD leads to better correspondences in some
layers(layer 5, for example).

B. Spatial Features across LoRA Models.

Recent studies have leveraged pre-trained SD features for
zero-shot tasks like Image-to-Image translation [6], [7], [34],
[36] and image morphing [35]. Some researches [7], [35],
[36] integrates these features alongside self-attention (SA)
mechanisms to steer spatially-aware image synthesis. Con-
versely, cross-attention (CA) mechanisms are employed for
embedding identities or concepts from reference images [6],
[34]. Our endeavor focuses on maintaining both spatial and
identity integrity of content. Considering this, we incorporate
both SA and CA injection for image generation. Fig. 6 shows
the effectiveness of our designs.

We delves into the potential of SD features in facilitating
cross-LoRA image synthesis. To explore this, we fine-tune
two distinct LoRA models within separate stylistic domains.
A Principal Component Analysis (PCA) is conducted to
compare the fine-tuned LoRA models, incorporating a real
image from each domain. Features are extracted from each
decoder layer at every timestep t, considering the original SD,
alongside in-domain and out-of-domain LoRA-modified SDs.
As depicted in Figure 3, initial layers predominantly capture
broader semantic aspects, while subsequent layers detail finer



elements. Minimal discrepancy is noted among features of
LoRA-enhanced SD models. In real images, discerning feature
variation across models proves challenging. However, for
styled images, certain layers exhibit more pronounced feature
alignment with in-domain LoRA-enhanced SDs (notably, layer
5 for cartoon hair and dog faces). Conversely, out-of-domain
cartoon face features appear diminished at layer 5. Overall,
the integration of LoRA subtly affects spatial features. These
findings suggest the feasibility of spatial feature injection and
fusion across LoRA models, presenting a viable approach for
mask-based image synthesis.

C. Feature and Attention Injection across LoRA Models.

Based on the preceding observations, we now turn to the
style transfer task. We propose a novel approach whereby
the attribute of the style target is assimilated using a LoRA
model, while the semantic integrity of the content is preserved
through the integration of features and attention mechanisms.
The methodology allows for selective transfer within an image
through the application of extracted masks, facilitated by the
interoperability across LoRA models.
LoRA Training. Given a style image, we first train a LoRA
∆θ on the SD UNet ϵθ. The learning objective for training is:

L(∆θ) = Eϵ,t[||ϵ− ϵθ+∆θ(
√
αtz0 +

√
1− αtϵ, t, c)||] (3)

where z0 denotes the encoded latent embedding of the input
image, ϵ denotes the random sampled Gaussian noise, ϵθ+∆θ

denotes the LoRA-integrated UNet, c denotes the text em-
bedding of the text prompt. With the LoRA-integrated SD,
attributes of the style target can be injected into the generation
of images with corresponding prompts. To avoid overfitting,
the LoRA training is only carried out on the projection
matrices Q,K, V in the attention modules of UNet.
Feature injection. Given a content image, we invert the
encoded image embedding into the initial noise using DDIM
[4]. The design of shared initial noise has been proved to lead
to visual similarity in the denoising [7], [35].

At each denoising step, we extract the guidance features f l
t

from the original denoising step: zt−1 = ϵθ(zt, t,∅). We then
inject these features into the LoRA-integrated UNet to guide
the semantics of style transfer. The injection is accomplished
with feature override. The operation can be expressed by:

z∗t−1 = ϵ̂θ+∆θ(z
∗
t , t, c; {f l

t}) (4)

where ϵ̂θ+∆θ(·; {f l
t}) denotes the denoising with injected fea-

tures on the LoRA-integrated UNet. To balance the structure-
preserving and the deviating, we choose layers 4-11 as the
injection layers, following the design of Plug-and-Play [7]. By
doing this, a balance between preserving the content structure
and deviating from its appearance can be achieved.
Attention Injection. The attention control has been studied
in many previous works [6], [7], [34]–[36]. As a supplement
of feature injection, attention injection helps with the details
or identity consistency of the image generation guidance. In
the original SD, SA and CA correspond to the spatial features
and text embeddings. For attention injection, SA is used for

spatial geometry preserving with style or domain variations
[7], [35], [36]. CA is used for localized attributes or identity
preserving [6], [34] In the style transfer task, many methods
transfer the color of the content to the style [22], [25]–[27],
which impairs the semantics of the content. We aim to alter
the painting style and brushwork while maintaining the shape
and color. Considering this, we inject both the SA and CA
into the LoRA-integrated UNet. At each denoising step, we
inject the attention matrix similarly to feature injection. The
modified operation can be denoted as:

z∗t−1 = ϵ̂θ+∆θ(z
∗
t , t, c; {f l

t}, {Al
t}) (5)

We use a default setting where self-attention and cross-
attention are injected into all the decoder layers.

D. Semantic Localized Localized Image Style Transfer

Semantic localized image editing focuses on modifying spe-
cific regions of an image while preserving the integrity of the
remaining areas. This domain has seen substantial interest, par-
ticularly with the advent of text-to-image diffusion models that
leverage pre-extracted semantic masks and editing prompts
for targeted adjustments [4], [40], [41]. Beyond relying on
external masks, these models inherently grasp the image’s
semantic structure during generation, facilitating prompt-based
localized editing without separate masks [47], [56]. While
integrating features for semantic segmentation shows promise,
achieving complete semantic separation remains challenging in
specific contexts.

The emergence of SAM [54] marks a significant ad-
vancement in zero-shot image segmentation, boasting superior
segmentation quality compared to self-extracted masks from
Stable Diffusion models. In light of SAM’s capabilities, our
approach employs a pre-trained SAM model (specifically,
FastSAM) for mask extraction based on given prompts. This
mask then directs the denoising process, ensuring the area
outside the mask remains unchanged. Our method involves
substituting the encoded latent features’ values within the
mask’s boundaries, effectively guiding the denoising process
through mask-based feature manipulation. The mask is ad-
justed to align with the dimensions of the latent features to
facilitate this. The mask-guided denoising can be expressed
by:

ẑt = Mz∗t + (1−M)zt. (6)

As a basic pipeline, mask-guided cross-LoRA denoising en-
ables the semantic guided image style transfer. Since the
pipeline is decoupled, we can synthesize images with multiple
style targets and corresponding mask prompts. That can be
expressed by:

ẑ(t−1) =
∑

Miϵ̂θ+∆θi(ẑt, t, c; {f l
t}, {Al

t})+(1−
∑

Mi)ϵθ(ẑt, t, c).
(7)

where ϵ̂θ+∆θi denotes the ith LoRA-integrated UNet with
injection, and Mi denotes the corresponding mask.
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Fig. 4: Qualitative comparison with some state-of-the-art image style transfer methods.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

We use the Stable Diffusion v2.1-base as our diffusion
model. The inversion and denoise are implemented with
diffusers [57]. All experiments are conducted on a single
GeForce RTX3090 GPU. The input and output images are in
the resolution of 512×512. We train the LoRA to fine-tune the
projection matrices Q,K, V in the attention modules of the
diffusion UNet. We set the LoRA rank to 16, training steps to
200, and learning rate to 2 × 10−4 using AdamW optimizer.
We perform deterministic DDIM inversion with 1000 forward
steps and denoising with 50 sampling steps distilled from
entire diffusion steps. We set our default feature and attention
injection thresholds to 30 and 25 out of the 50 sampling steps.

A. Comparison with Style Transfer Methods

We compare our method with leading image style transfer
techniques including VCT [28], InST [3], CAST [25], StyTr2

[27], StyleFormer [26], IEContraAST [24], AdaAttN [22],
and ArtFlow [23]. Comparative outcomes depicted in Fig.
4 reveal that while CAST [25], StyTr2 [27], StyleFormer

[26], IEContraAST [24], AdaAttN [22], and ArtFlow [23]
predominantly alter the image’s color style, VCT [28], InST
[3], and our method are capable of transferring more complex
style attributes, including semantics and shapes. Notably, InST
[3] struggles with maintaining a balance between content
semantics and style, and VCT [28] induction often results in
undesirable artifacts. In contrast, our model not only achieves
superior visual quality but also effectively preserves content
semantics amidst stylistic transformation. Despite its efficacy,
our model is not without flaws, occasionally generating ar-
tifacts attributable to the diffusion model and LoRA, such
as unnatural hand placements (in the 1st and 4th rows) and
anomalous text (in the 6th row).

B. Mask-wise Style Transfer Results

In addition to global style transfer, our methodology fa-
cilitates mask-wise localized image style transfer, guided by
semantic prompts, as illustrated in Figure 5, which presents
the outcomes of two case studies. For each content image, two
style targets along with corresponding mask prompts are pro-
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Fig. 5: Mask-wise style transfer results. The global style transfer results, extracted masks, mask-wise results and fused results
are shown.

vided. The golbal results, pertinent masks, mask-wise results,
and fused results are depicted. In the case of holistic style
transfer, our approach is capable of generating esthetically
pleasing outcomes that incorporate the style characteristics of
the style target while preserving the semantic attributes of the
content. Upon receiving a mask prompt, the mask is computed
utilizing a pre-trained FastSAM model. Our approach is adept
at synthesizing mask-wise outcomes that are aligned with the
mask and style target, without altering other segments. The
nuances of mask-wise style transfer outcomes contrast with
those of comprehensive style transfer, with the fusion process
leaving the generated results predominantly unaltered.

C. User Study

To quantitatively assess the efficacy of our method in con-
trast to other state-of-the-art (SOTA) style transfer algorithms,
we executed a user study. This study involved the participation
of 32 individuals, who were presented with 15 different pairs
of content and style, alongside the style transfer outcomes
generated by both DiffStyler and a randomly selected SOTA
technique. Participants were tasked with evaluating ”which of
the results more effectively preserved the content?/ captured
the style? and which they preferred overall for each pair?”
From 32 participants, a total of 480 votes were collected. The
distribution of votes, as detailed in Table I, underscores the
superiority of our proposed method in achieving style transfer.

VCT InST CAST StyTr2 StyleFormer IEContraAST AdaAttN ArtFlow

Content 26% 20% 48% 42% 38% 34% 40% 44%

Style 14% 32% 10% 14% 8% 16% 14% 18%

Overall 18% 42% 22% 14% 26% 32% 20% 26%

TABLE I: Quantitative Evaluation. The results show the pro-
portion of instances where the analyzed approach is favored
over ours in terms of better content preservation, better style
presentation and better overall quality.

D. Ablation Study

The mask guidance represents an engineered design predi-
cated on the consistency of cross-LoRA features. The impact
of attention injection layers has been a subject of extensive
investigation in prior researches [6], [7], [35], [47]. Our
discussion focuses primarily on the efficacy of cross-LoRA
features and attention injection, alongside the influence exerted
by the feature and attention injection processes.
Cross-LoRA feature and attention injection. We evaluate
the efficacy of our design approaches by comparing the synthe-
sis outcomes of four different configurations: SD, SD+LoRA,
SD+Prompt, and SD+LoRA+Prompt. For each configuration,
we synthesize images incorporating various combinations of
feature, SA, and CA injections. The resultant images are
presented in Fig. 6, using a dog photo as the content and
a cartoon dog image as the style reference. In the SD+Prompt
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Fig. 6: Results of cross-LoRA feature and attention injection.

configuration, text prompts are optimized to closely align with
the style target image utilizing a pre-trained Image-to-Prompt
model, CLIP Interrogator [58]. The optimized text is denoted
as Prompt*1. For the SD+LoRA+Prompt configuration, a
simpler prompt, ”Art painting, dog.”, is employed to direct
the synthesis process.

The comparison between SD and SD+LoRA, without the
utilization of prompts, reveals that both approaches produce
images with similar coarse shapes but exhibit variations in
detail, underscoring the utility of prompts in achieving more
accurate image synthesis. The application of prompts ensures
that the synthesis outcomes are semantically coherent.

When examining the impact of feature, SA, and CA, it is
evident that the spatial distribution is predominantly influenced
by the feature and SA, while CA focuses primarily on the
prompts. Furthermore, a comparison between SD+inverted
prompts and our proposed method indicates that our method
consistently generates images that are more aligned with the
style target, whereas SD+inverted prompts better preserve the
attributes of the content. Overall, our approach, incorporating
feature, SA, and CA, achieves superior results by preserving
the semantic content (texture and geometry) of the image,
while adeptly adopting the stylistic characteristics (e.g., large
eyes, smooth skin) of the style target.
Feature and attention injection steps. Our methodology
incorporates feature and attention injection to preserve the
semantic integrity of the content. An analysis of the impact
resulting from the feature and attention injection process is
presented. Figure 7 illustrates the outcomes. It is important
to point out that feature injection is confined to layers 4
through 11. Despite the greater number of feature injection
steps compared to attention injection steps, attention injection
still contributes to content generation.

As the number of feature injection steps increases, there is
a notable enhancement in content preservation. A small fea-
ture injection step amplifies coarse pose preservation through
attention injection, whereas a substantial feature injection step
refines the details through the same.

1prompt*: ”a close up of a dog sitting on a white surface, 3D cartoon,
charming smile, photographic render, cartoons, small round face, portrait
photo profile picture, avatar image, photo photo, (rust), as a Pixar character,
dramatic smiling pose, puppies, upbeat”
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Fig. 7: Style transfer results with increasing feature and
attention injection steps.

E. Discussion and Limitations

LoRA is capable of learning the stylistic attributes of the tar-
get. When guiding the DDIM denoise process through feature
and attention injection, we restrict the fine-tuning to projection
matrices within the attention modules to mitigate overfitting
risks. Despite these measures, our approach occasionally strug-
gles to preserve the semantic integrity of content. The inter-
twinement of stylistic attributes and structural elements within
an image presents a significant challenge towards achieving
a complete decoupling. Instances occur where the properties
assimilated by LoRA inadvertently alter the content’s semantic
meaning. Figure 8 illustrates two such instances of failure: the
first exhibits a disruption caused by conflicting eye details,
while the second demonstrates an unintended modification in
the pose of a subject cat to match that of the style target,
accompanied by the replacement of missing elements with
foliage and the unintended transfer of a railing beneath the
cat from the style target into the final image.

To facilitate mask extraction, our methodology incorporates
the use of the pre-trained FastSAM model. Despite FastSAM’s
robust capabilities, the extraction process does not always
yield optimal results. This can result in inaccuracies of the
mask, potentially compromising the quality of mask-wise style
transfer outcomes.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduce DiffStyler, a pioneering approach
to style transfer that learns the attributes of a single style
target via LoRA training, subsequently guiding the image
synthesis process through feature and attention injection. This
method is predicated on novel insights concerning the internal
representation consistency within cross-LoRA text-to-image
diffusion models. DiffStyler surpasses current state-of-the-
art (SOTA) methods, striking a superior balance between
content semantic preservation and style attribute incorporation.



(a) Unideal expression generation.  

(b) Failure in pose control.

Fig. 8: Failure cases caused by the conflict between content
and style.

Furthermore, we propose a novel concept of prompt-guided
localized style transfer, drawing upon these insights. Com-
prehensive experimental analysis confirms that our approach
outperforms contemporary state-of-the-art techniques.
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