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Figure 1. We propose Symplectic Adjoint Guidance, a training-free guided diffusion process that supports various image and video
generation tasks, including style-guided image generation, aesthetic improvement, personalization and video stylization.

Abstract

Training-free guided sampling in diffusion models lever-
ages off-the-shelf pre-trained networks, such as an aesthetic
evaluation model, to guide the generation process. Current
training-free guided sampling algorithms obtain the guid-
ance energy function based on a one-step estimate of the
clean image. However, since the off-the-shelf pre-trained
networks are trained on clean images, the one-step estima-
tion procedure of the clean image may be inaccurate, espe-
cially in the early stages of the generation process in dif-

*Equal contribution.

fusion models. This causes the guidance in the early time
steps to be inaccurate. To overcome this problem, we pro-
pose Symplectic Adjoint Guidance (SAG), which calculates
the gradient guidance in two inner stages. Firstly, SAG
estimates the clean image via n function calls, where n
serves as a flexible hyperparameter that can be tailored to
meet specific image quality requirements. Secondly, SAG
uses the symplectic adjoint method to obtain the gradients
accurately and efficiently in terms of the memory require-
ments. Extensive experiments demonstrate that SAG gener-
ates images with higher qualities compared to the baselines
in both guided image and video generation tasks. Code
is available at https://github.com/HanshuYAN/
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1. Introduction

Diffusion models are powerful generative models that ex-
hibit impressive performances across different modality
generation, including image [5, 11, 12], video [22, 34, 39]
and audio generation [16]. Guided sampling, including
classifier guidance [5] and classifier-free guidance [11], has
been widely used in diffusion models to realize controllable
generation, such as text-to-image generation [29], image-
to-image generation [24, 28], and ControlNet [37]. Guided
sampling controls the outputs of generative models by con-
ditioning on various types of signals, such as descriptive
text, class labels, and images.

A line of guidance methods involves task-specific train-
ing of diffusion models using paired data, i.e., targets and
conditions. For instance, classifier guidance [5] combines
the score estimation of diffusion models with the gradients
of the image classifiers to direct the generation process to
produce images corresponding to a particular class. In this
way, several image classifiers need to be trained on the noisy
states of intermediate generation steps of diffusion models.
Alternatively, classifier-free guidance [11] directly trains a
new score estimator with conditions and uses a linear com-
bination of conditional and unconditional score estimators
for sampling. Although this line of methods can effectively
guide diffusion models to generate data satisfying certain
properties, they are not sufficiently flexible to adapt to any
type of guiding due to the cost of training and the feasibility
of collecting paired data.

To this end, another line of training-free guidance meth-
ods has been explored [2, 14, 36]. In training-free guided
sampling, at a certain sampling step t, the guidance func-
tion is usually constructed as the gradients of the loss func-
tion obtained by the off-the-shelf pre-trained models, such
as face-ID detection or aesthetic evaluation models. More
specifically, the guidance gradients are computed based on
the one-step approximation of denoised images from the
noisy samples at certain steps t. Then, gradients are added
to corresponding sampling steps as guidance to direct the
generation process to the desired results. This line of meth-
ods offers greater flexibility by allowing the diffusion mod-
els to adapt to a broad spectrum of guidance. However, at
certain time steps with guidance, the generated result at the
end is usually misaligned with its one-step denoising ap-
proximation, which may lead to inaccurate guidance. The
misalignment is notably pronounced in the early steps of the
generation process, as the noised samples are far from the fi-
nally generated result. For example, in face ID-guided gen-
eration, when the final approximation is blurry and passed
to pre-trained face detection models, we cannot obtain ac-
curate ID features, which leads to inaccuracies in guidance

to the desired faces.

To mitigate the misalignment issue of existing training-
free guidance, we propose a novel guidance algorithm,
termed Sympletic Adjoint Guidance (SAG). As shown in
Figure 2, SAG estimates the finally generated results by n-
step denoising. Multiple-step estimation yields more ac-
curate generated samples, but this also introduces another
challenge in backpropagating the gradients from the out-
put to each intermediate sampling step. Because the execu-
tion of the vanilla backpropagation step requires storing all
the intermediate states of the n iterations, the memory cost
is prohibitive. To tackle this challenge, SAG applies the
symplectic adjoint method, an adjoint method solved by
a symplectic integrator [20], which can backpropagate the
gradients accurately and is memory efficient. In summary,
our contributions are as follows:

• We propose to use an n-step estimate of the final gener-
ation to calculate the gradient guidance. This mitigates
the misalignment between the final outputs and their esti-
mates, which provides more accurate guidance from off-
the-shelf pre-trained models.

• To backpropagate gradients throughout the n-step esti-
mate, we introduce the theoretically grounded symplectic
adjoint method to obtain accurate gradients. This method
is also memory efficient, which is beneficial to guided
sampling in large models, such as Stable Diffusion.

• Thanks to accurate guidance, SAG can obtain high-
quality results in various guided image and video genera-
tion tasks.

2. Background

2.1. Guided Generation in Diffusion Models

Diffusion Models Diffusion generative models gradually
add Gaussian noise to complex data distributions to trans-
form them into a simple Gaussian distribution and then
solve the reverse process to generate new samples. The
forward noising process and reverse denoising process can
both be modeled as SDE and ODE forms [31]. In this pa-
per, we mainly consider the ODE form of diffusion models
as it is a deterministic method for fast sampling of diffu-
sion models. An example for discrete deterministic sam-
pling (solving an ODE) is DDIM [30], which has the form:

xt−1 =
√
αt−1x̂0 +

√
1− αt−1ϵθ(xt, t), (1)

where αt is a schedule that controls the degree of diffusion
at each time step, ϵθ(xt, t) is a network that predicts noise,
and x̂0 is an estimate of the clean image:

x̂0 =
xt −

√
1− αtϵθ(xt, t)√

αt
. (2)
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Figure 2. Symplectic Adjoint Training-free Guidance Generation. We illustrate the framework of training-free guided generation through
symplectic adjoint guidance using a stylization example. When we denoise Gaussian noise to an image across various steps, we can
add guidance (usually defined as gradients of loss function on the estimate of x̂0 based on xt) to each step. Different from previous
works [2, 36] which approximate x̂0 based on xt using one step, we estimate x̂0 using n steps (n ≪ T ) by solving a forward ODE. Then
we use the symplectic adjoint method to solve a backward ODE to obtain the gradients. These gradients guide the diffusion generation
process to be closer to the reference image.

The DDIM can be regarded as the discretization of an ODE.
By multiplying both sides of (1) with

√
1/αt−1, we have

xt−1√
αt−1

=
xt√
αt

+ ϵθ(xt, t)

(√
1− αt−1√
αt−1

−
√
1− αt√
αt

)
.

We can parameterize σt =
√
1− αt/

√
αt as σt is mono-

tone in t [30] and x̄σt = xt/
√
αt. Then when σt−1 −σt →

0, we obtain the ODE form of DDIM:

dx̄σt = ϵ̄(x̄σt , σt)dσt, (3)

where ϵ̄(x̄σt
, σt) = ϵθ(xt, t). Using ODE forms makes it

possible to use numerical methods to accelerate the sam-
pling process [19].

Guided Generation Guided sampling in diffusion mod-
els can roughly be divided into two categories: training-
required and training-free. Training-required models [5, 11,
26, 30] are usually well-trained on paired data of images and
guidance, leading to strong guidance power in the diffusion
sampling process. However, they lack flexibility in adapting
to a variety of guidances.

In this work, we mainly focus on the training-free guided
sampling in diffusion models [2, 10, 21, 24, 36]. Training-
free guided sampling methods, such as FreeDOM [36] and
Universal Guidance (UG) [2] leverage the off-the-shelf pre-
trained networks to guide the generation process. To gener-
ate samples given some conditions c, a guidance function is
added to the diffusion ODE function:

dx̄σt

dσt
= ϵ̄(x̄σt

, σt) + ρσt
g(x̄σt

, c, σt), (4)

where ρσt
is the parameter that controls the strength of guid-

ance and g(x̄σt , c, σt) is usually taken as the negative gra-
dients of loss functions −∇x̄σt

L(x̄σt , c) [2, 36] obtained
by the off-the-shelf networks. For example, in the styliza-
tion task, L could be the style loss between x̄σt

and the
style images. As the off-the-shelf networks are trained on
clean data, directly using them to obtain the loss function of
noisy data x̄σt is improper. To address this problem, they
approximate ∇x̄σt

L(x̄σt , c) using ∇x̄σt
L(x̂0(x̄σt , σt), c),

where x̂0(x̄σt
, σt) is an estimate of the clean image shown

in (2). Besides using the above gradients as guidance, an-
other technique called backward universal guidance is intro-
duced in UG, which is used to enforce the generated image
to satisfy the guidance. In this work, we do not use this
technique as our method could already obtain high-quality
generated results.

Besides, directly adding guidance functions to standard
generation pipelines may cause artifacts and deviations
from the conditional controls. To mitigate this problem, the
time-travel strategy in FreeDOM (or self-recurrence in UG)
is applied. Specifically, after xt−1 is sampled, we further
add random Gaussian noise to xt−1 and repeat this denois-
ing and noising process for r times before moving to the
next sampling step.

2.2. Adjoint Sensitivity Method
The outputs of neural ODE models involve multiple itera-
tions of the function call, which introduces the challenge
of backpropagating gradients to inputs and model weights
because the vanilla gradient-backpropagation requires stor-
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ing all the intermediate states and leads to extremely large
memory consumption. To solve this, Chen et al. [3] pro-
posed the adjoint sensitivity method, in which adjoint states,
at = ∂L

∂xt
, are introduced to represent the gradients of the

loss with respect to intermediate states. The adjoint method
defines an augmented state as the pair of the system state xt

and the adjoint variable at, and integrates the augmented
state backward in time. The backward integration of at
works as the gradient backpropagation in continuous time.

To obtain the gradients of loss w.r.t intermediate states
in diffusion models, there are some existing works.
DOODL [32] obtain the gradients of loss w.r.t noise vec-
tors by using invertible neural networks [1]. DOODL re-
lies on the invertibility of EDICT [33], resulting in identical
computation steps for both the backward gradient calcula-
tion and the forward sampling process. Here in our work,
the n-step estimate could be flexible in the choice of n.
FlowGrad [17] efficiently backpropagates the output to any
intermediate time steps on the ODE trajectory, by decom-
posing the backpropagation and computing vector Jacobian
products. FlowGrad needs to store the intermediate results,
which may not be memory efficient. Moreover, the ad-
joint sensitivity method has been applied in diffusion mod-
els to finetune diffusion parameters for customization [23]
as it aids in obtaining the gradients of different parameters
with efficient memory consumption. Specifically, in diffu-
sion models (here we use the ODE form (3)), we first solve
ODE (3) from T to 0 to generate images, and then solve
another backward ODE from 0 to T to obtain the gradients
with respect to any intermediate state x̄σt

, where the back-
ward ODE [3] has the following form:

d

[
x̄σt
∂L

∂x̄σt

]
=

[
ϵ̄(x̄σt , σt)

−
(

∂ϵ̄(x̄σt ,σt)

∂x̄σt

)T
∂L

∂x̄σt

]
dσt. (5)

After obtaining the gradients ∂L
∂x̄σt

, we naturally have
∂L
∂xt

= 1√
αt

∂L
∂x̄σt

based on the definition of x̄σt . Different
from [23], this paper mainly focuses on flexible training-
free guidance exploiting various types of information from
pre-trained models. However, the vanilla adjoint method
suffers from numerical errors. To reduce the numerical er-
rors, backward integration often requires a smaller step size
and leads to high computational costs. In this work, we
utilize the symplectic adjoint method [20] to reduce the dis-
cretization error in solving the backward ODE.

3. Methods

Existing training-free guidance methods usually construct
the gradient guidance through a one-step estimate of the
clean image x̂0, which, however, is usually misaligned with
the finally generated clean image. Such misalignment wors-
ens in the early stage of the sampling process where noised

samples x̄σt are far from the final outputs. As a result, the
guidance is often inaccurate. To mitigate the misalignment
of the one-step estimate of x̂0, we propose Symplectic Ad-
joint Guidance (SAG) to accurately estimate the finally gen-
erated content and provide exact gradient-based guidance
for better generation quality. We first consider estimating
the clean image x̂0 using n steps from xt. Nevertheless,
when estimating x̂0 using n steps from xt, how to accu-
rately obtain the gradients ∇x̄σt

L(x̂0, c) is non-trivial. We
utilize the symplectic adjoint method, which can obtain ac-
curate gradients with efficient memory consumption. The
overall pipeline is shown in Fig. 2 and the explicit algorithm
is shown in Algorithm 1.

3.1. Multiple-step Estimation of Clean Outputs

As discussed in section 2.1, training-free guidance
methods usually approximate ∇x̄σt

L(x̄σt
, c) using

∇x̄σt
L(x̂0(x̄σt , σt), c). According to [4, Theorem 1], the

approximation error is upper bounded by two terms: the
first is related to the norm of gradients, and the second is
related to the average estimation error of the clean image,
i.e., m =

∫
∥x0− x̂0∥p(x0|xt) dx0. To reduce the gradient

estimation error, we consider reducing the estimation error
of the clean image (i.e., the misalignment between the
one-step estimate and the final generated clean image) by
using the n step estimate.

Suppose the standard sampling process generates clean
outputs for T steps, from which we sample a subset of
steps for implementing guidance. The subset for guid-
ance can be indicated via a sequence of boolean values,
gT :1 = [gT , gT−1, · · · , g1]. For a certain step t of guid-
ance, we consider predicting the clean image by solving the
ODE functions (3) in n time steps. Here we usually set n
to be much smaller than T for time efficiency (refer to sec-
tion 4.5 for details). Here, note that we denote the state of
the sub-process for predicting clean outputs as x′

t and x̄′
σ

so as to distinguish from the notation xt and x̄σ used in the
main sampling process. Taking solving (3) using the Euler
numerical solver [6] as an example (when the standard gen-
eration process is at step t), the estimate of the clean image
x′
0 can be solved iteratively by (6), where τ = n, . . . , 1 and

the initial state of this sub-process x′
n = xt.

x′
τ−1√
ατ−1

=
x′
τ√
ατ

+ϵθ(x
′
τ , τ)

(√
1−ατ−1

ατ−1
−
√

1−ατ

ατ

)
(6)

For a special case that n = 1 and
√
α0 = 1 [30], we

have x′
0 = xt√

αt
− ϵθ(xt, t)

√
1−αt

αt
, which is equivalent

to (2). Thus, our method particularizes to FreeDOM [36]
when n = 1. Denote m(n) to be the average estimation
error in n estimate steps. In the following lemma, we show
that m will not increase when we use n-step estimation. The
proof of Lemma 1 is shown in the Appendix A.1.
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Figure 3. Illustration of the Symplectic Adjoint method

Lemma 1 m(n1) ≤ m(n2) when n2 ≤ n1.

3.2. Symplectic Adjoint Method

In section 3.1, we show how to get a more accurate estima-
tion x′

0 of the final output by solving ODE functions (3) in
n steps. As introduced in section 2.2, the adjoint method is
a memory-efficient way to obtain the gradients ∂L

∂xt
through

solving a backward ODE (5). However, as our n is set to
be much smaller than T and we usually set it to be 4 or 5
in our experiments, using the vanilla adjoint method will
suffer from discretization errors. Thus, instead of using the
vanilla adjoint method, we consider obtaining the accurate
gradient guidance ∇xt

L(x′
0, c) using Symplectic Adjoint

method [7, 20]. Here we present the first-order symplectic
Euler solver [7] as an example to solve (5) from 0 to n to
obtain accurate gradients. We also can extend it to high-
order symplectic solvers, such as Symplectic Runge–Kutta
Method [20] for further efficiency in solving (refer to Ap-
pendix A.2).

Suppose we are implementing guidance at time step t,
the forward estimation sub-process is discretized into n
steps. Let τ ∈ [n, . . . , 0] denote the discrete steps corre-
sponding to time from t to 0 and στ =

√
1− ατ/

√
ατ . The

forward estimate follows the forward update rule (6), whose
continuous form equals ODE (3). Then, the Symplectic
Euler update rule for solving the corresponding backward
ODE (5) is:

x̄′
στ+1

= x̄′
στ

+ hστ ϵ̄(x̄
′
στ+1

, στ+1), (7)

∂L

∂x̄′
στ+1

=
∂L

∂x̄′
στ

−hστ

(
∂ϵ̄(x̄′

στ+1
, στ+1)

∂x̄′

)T
∂L

∂x̄′
στ

, (8)

for τ = 0, 1, . . . , n − 1. hσ is the discretization step size.
After we obtain ∂L

∂x̄′
σn

, ∂L
∂xt

is easily computed by ∂L
∂x̄′

σn

· 1√
αt

based on the definition of x̄σt .
Note that different from the vanilla adjoint sensitivity

method, which uses ϵ̄(x̄′
στ
, στ ) to update x̄′

στ+1
and ∂L

∂x̄′
στ+1

,

the proposed symplectic solver uses ϵ̄(x̄′
στ+1

, στ+1). The
values of x̄′

στ+1
are restored from those that have been com-

puted during the forward estimation. In Theorem 3, we
prove that the gradients obtained by the Symplectic Eu-
ler are accurate. Due to the limits of space, the complete

Algorithm 1 Symplectic Adjoint Guidance (SAG)

Require: diffusion model ϵθ, condition c, loss L, sam-
pling scheduler S, guidance strengths ρt, noise schedul-
ing αt, guidance indicator [gT , . . . , g1], repeat times of
time travel (rT , . . . , r1).

1: xT ∼ N (0, I)
2: for t = T, . . . , 1 do
3: for i = rt, . . . , 1 do
4: xt−1 = S(xt, ϵθ, c)
5: if gt then
6: x̂0 = solving (6) in n steps
7: ∇xtL(x̂0, c) = solving (7) and (8).
8: xt−1 = xt−1 − ρt∇xtL(x̂0, c)
9: end if

10: xt =
√
αt√

αt−1
xt−1+

√
αt−1−αt√

αt−1
ϵ′ with ϵ′ ∼ N (0, I)

11: end for
12: end for

statement and proof of Theorem 3 are presented in Ap-
pendix A.3. We illustrate the difference between the vanilla
adjoint method and the symplectic adjoint method in Fig. 3.

Theorem 2 (Informal) Let the gradient ∂L
∂x̄′

σt

be the ana-

lytical solution to the continuous ODE in (5) and let ∂L
∂x̄′

σn

be the gradient obtained by the symplectic Euler solver in
(8) throughout the discrete sampling process. Then, under
some regularity conditions, we have ∂L

∂x̄′
σt

= ∂L
∂x̄′

σn

.

Combining the two stages above, namely the n-step
estimate of the clean output and the symplectic adjoint
method, we have the Symplectic Adjoint Guidance (SAG)
method, which is shown in Algorithm 1. We also apply
the time-travel strategy [2, 36] into our algorithm. The
sampling/denoising scheduler S could be any popular sam-
pling algorithm, including DDIM [30], DPM-solver [18],
and DEIS [38]. The overall illustration of our SAG is shown
in Fig. 2.

Runtime analysis While increasing n can mitigate the
misalignment of x̂′

0 and lead to a highly enhanced quality
of generated images in different tasks, it also proportion-
ally increases the runtime. There exists a trade-off between
computational cost and the generation quality. When n = 1,
SAG degenerates to one-step-estimate guidance methods
(e.g. FreeDOM [36]). The computation cost decreases but
the sample quality is compromised. In practice, we could
design an adaptive guidance strategy where the number of
estimate steps dynamically adjusts itself as the main sam-
pling process proceeds. For example, we may use a rela-
tively large n at the early sampling stage and then gradually
decrease to the one-step estimate when x̂′

0 is not far from the
final generations. Besides adaptively adjusting the number

5
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Figure 4. Stylization results of “A cat wearing glasses”.

Method Style loss (↓) CLIP (↑)

FreeDOM 482.7 22.37
UG 805 23.02
SAG 386.6 23.51

(a) Style guided generation.

Method ID loss (↓) FID (↓)

FreeDOM 0.602 65.24
SAG 0.574 64.25

(b) Face-ID guided generation.

Table 1. Quantitative Comparison: (a) Stylization quality mea-
sured by style loss and clip Score, (b) Performance of face ID
guided generation assessed using face ID Loss and FID.

of estimate steps n, SAG also allows us to select the subset
of intermediate steps of the main sampling process for guid-
ing, which is indicated by gT :1. Usually, we only choose a
sequence of the middle stage for guiding, i.e., gt = 1 for
t ∈ [K2,K1] with 0 < K1 < K2 < T and gt = 0 for
others. That is because the states at the very early denoising
stage are less informative about the final outputs, and the
states at the very last stage almost decide the appearance of
final outputs and barely can make more changes.

4. Experiments
We present experimental results to show the effectiveness of
SAG. We apply SAG to several image and video generation
tasks, including style-guided image generation, image aes-
thetic improvement, personalized image generation (object
guidance and face-ID guidance), and video stylization. We
conduct ablation experiments to study the effectiveness of
hyperparameters including the number of estimation steps
n, guidance scale ρt, etc.

4.1. Style-Guided Sampling
Style-guided sampling generates an output image that
seamlessly merges the content’s structure with the chosen
stylistic elements from reference style images, showcasing
a harmonious blend of content and style. To perform style-
guided sampling, following the implementation of [36], we
use the features from the third layer of the CLIP image en-
coder as our feature vector. The loss function is L2-norm
between the Gram matrix of the style image and the Gram
matrix of the estimated clean image. We use the gradients

of this loss function to guide the generation in Stable Diffu-
sion [26]. We set n = 4.

We compare our results with FreeDOM [36] and Uni-
versal Guidance (UG) [2]. We use style loss as a metric to
measure the stylization performance and use the CLIP [25]
score to measure the similarity between generated images
and input prompts. Good stylization implies that the style
of generated images should be close to the reference style
image while aligning with the given prompt. We obtain the
quantitative results by randomly selecting five style images
and four prompts, generating five images per style and per
prompt. We use the officially released codes to generate the
results of FreeDOM1 and Universal Guidance2 under the
same style and prompt. The qualitative results are shown in
Fig. 4 and quantitative results are shown in Table 1a. Full
details can be found in Appendix B.1 and more results in
Appendix D.

From Fig. 4 and Table. 1a, we can find that SAG has the
best performance compared with FreeDOM and UG as it
has better stylization phenomena and it can largely preserve
the content of images with the given text prompt. Besides,
it is obvious that UG performs the worst in terms of styliza-
tion. We can observe that stylization by UG is not obvious
for some style images and the image content is distorted.
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Figure 5. Examples on aesthetic improvement

4.2. Aesthetic Improvement
In this task, we consider improving the aesthetic quality of
generated images through the guidance of aesthetic scores
obtained by the LAION aesthetic predictor,3 PickScore [13]
and HPSv2 [35]. The LAION aesthetic predictor is a linear

1https://github.com/vvictoryuki/FreeDoM.git
2https://github.com/arpitbansal297/Universal-

Guided-Diffusion.git
3https : / / github . com / LAION - AI / aesthetic -

predictor.git
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Method Aesthetic loss(↓)

SD v1.5 9.71
FreeDOM 9.18
DOODL 9.78
SAG 8.17

(a) Aesthetic improvement.

Method CLIP-I (↑) CLIP-T (↑)

DreamBooth 0.724 0.277
FreeDOM 0.681 0.281
DOODL 0.743 0.277
SAG 0.774 0.270

(b) Object guided generation.

Table 2. Quantitative Comparison: (a) Aesthetic loss for image
aesthetics, (b) Clip image and clip text scores for object-guided
generation performance.

head pre-trained on top of CLIP visual embeddings to pre-
dict a value ranging from 1 to 10, which indicates the aes-
thetic quality. PickScore and HPSv2 are two reward func-
tions trained on human preference data. We set n = 4 and
use the linear combination of these three scores as met-
rics to guide image generation. We randomly select ten
prompts from four prompt categories, Animation, Concept
Art, Paintings, Photos, and generate one image for each
prompt. We compare the resulting weighted aesthetic scores
of all generated images with baseline Stable Diffusion (SD)
v1.5, DOODL [32] and FreeDOM [36] in Table 2a. The
results were generated using the official code released by
DOODL.4 The qualitative comparison is shown in Fig 5.
We find that our method has the best aesthetic improve-
ment effect, with more details and richer color. Besides,
as DOODL optimizes the initial noise to enhance aesthet-
ics, the generated images will be different from the original
generated images. Experimental details are shown in Ap-
pendix B.2 and more results in Appendix D.

4.3. Personalization
Personalization aims to generate images that contain a
highly specific subject in new contexts. When given a few
images (usually 3-5) of a specific subject, DreamBooth [27]
and Textual Inversion [8] learn or finetune components such
as text embedding or subsets of diffusion model parameters
to blend the subject into generated images. However, when
there is only a single image, the performance is not satisfac-
tory. In this section, we use symplectic adjoint guidance to
generate a personalized image without additional generative
model training or tuning based on a single example image.
We conduct experiments with two settings: (1) general ob-
ject guidance and (2) face-ID guidance.
Object Guidance We first do the personalization of cer-
tain objects in Stable Diffusion. We use a spherical distance
loss [32] to compute the distance between image features
of generated images and reference images obtained from
ViT-H-14 CLIP model.5 In this task, we set n = 4. We
compare our results with FreeDOM [36], DOODL [32] and
DreamBooth [27]. The results of DreamBooth6 is generated

4https://github.com/salesforce/DOODL.git
5https://github.com/mlfoundations/open_clip.git
6https : / / github . com / XavierXiao / Dreambooth -

Stable-Diffusion.git

Ref img

A dog in a bucket.

DOODL FreeDOM SAGDreambooth

Figure 6. Examples on object-guided sampling

using the official code. We use DreamBooth to finetune the
model for 400 steps and set the learning rate as 1 × 10−6

with only one training sample. We use the cosine similarity
between CLIP [25] embeddings of generated and reference
images (denoted as CLIP-I) and the cosine similarity be-
tween CLIP embeddings of generated images and given text
prompts (denoted as CLIP-T) to measure the performance.
The quantitative comparison is shown in Table. 2b and the
qualitative results are shown in Fig. 6. We can find that im-
ages generated by SAG have the highest CLIP image simi-
larity with reference images. We show experimental details
in Appendix B.3 and more results in Appendix D.

Ref Face ID FreeDOM SAG

Figure 7. Examples on Face ID guided generation

Face-ID Guidance Following the implementation
of [36], we use ArcFace to extract the target features of
reference faces to represent face IDs and compute the l2
Euclidean distance between the extracted ID features of
the estimated clean image and the reference face image as
the loss function. In this task, we set n = 5. We compare
our Face ID guided generation results with FreeDOM
and measure the performance using the loss and FID,
respectively. We randomly select five face IDs and generate
200 faces for each face IDs. We show the qualitative results
in Fig. 7 and the quantitative results in Table 1b. Compared
with FreeDOM, SAG matches the conditional Face IDs
better with better generation image quality (lower FID).
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Reference 
ID

boats, floating on the blue sea, in front of gray buildings, red sky

a cat sitting against the white wall

Non-style
guidance

Non-style
guidance

Input Video

Input Video

Figure 8. Examples on Video Stylization. For each input, the
upper row is rendered on the conditioning of a text prompt and the
depth sequence. The lower row is the output with the extra style
guidance.

4.4. Video Stylization
We also apply the SAG method for style-guided video edit-
ing, where we change the content and style of the original
video while keeping the motion unchanged. For example,
given a video of a dog running, we want to generate a video
of a cat running with a sketch painting style. In this ex-
periment, we use MagicEdit [15], which is a video genera-
tion model conditioning on a text prompt and a sequence of
depth maps for video editing. Given an input video, we first
extract a sequence of depth maps. By conditioning on the
depth maps, MagicEdit renders a video whose motion fol-
lows that in the original video. Using the style Gram metric
in Sec. 4.1, we can compute the average loss between each
frame and the reference style image.

Since the depth and text conditions provide very rich
information about the final output, MagicEdit can synthe-
size high-quality videos within 25 steps (i.e. denoising for
T from 25 to 0). We use MagicEdit to render video of 16
frames where the resolution of each frame is 256×256. We
apply the SAG guidance to the steps of T ∈ [20, 10]. As
shown in Figure 8, SAG can effectively enable MagicEdit to
generate videos of specific styles (e.g., a cat of the Chinese
papercut style). In contrast, without SAG, the base editing
model can barely synthesize videos whose color and texture
align with the reference image. More experimental details
are shown in Appendix C.

4.5. Ablation Study
Choice of n. We investigate the impact of varying values
of n on the model’s performance. Taking the stylization task
as an example, we set T = 100 and perform training-free
guidance from step 70 to step 31. We use the prompts: “A
cat wearing glasses”, “butterfly” and “A photo of an Eif-
fel Tower” to generate 20 stylized images for each n. The
results are shown in Fig. 9 and the loss curve is in Fig. 10.
We can observe that when n = 1 which reduces to Free-

𝑛 = 1 𝑛 = 2 𝑛 = 3 𝑛 = 4 𝑛 = 5 𝑛 = 9

Figure 9. Stylization results with varying n.

DOM [36]), the stylized images suffer from content distor-
tion and less obvious stylization effect. As n increases, both
the quality of generated images and the reduction in loss
between generated images and style images become more
prominent. Notably, when n increases beyond 4, there is
no significant decrease in loss, indicating that setting n to a
large value is unnecessary. Besides, we notice that a small
value of n, as long as greater than 1, could significantly
help improve the quality of generated images. In most ex-
periments, we set n to be 4 or 5.

Guidance scale ρt. We then study the influence of the
guidance scale on the performance. Once again, we take
stylization as an example and test the results under n = 1
and n = 3. We gradually increase the guidance scale and
show the results in Fig. 11. We can observe that when the
scale increases, the stylization becomes more obvious, but
when the scale gets too large, the generated images suffer
from severe artifacts.

Figure 10. Loss curves for stylization under different n.

Small scale Large scale

𝑛 = 1

𝑛 = 3

Figure 11. Stylization results when increasing scales.

Choice of guidance steps and repeat times of time
travel. Finally, we also conduct experiments to study at

8



which sampling steps should we do training-free guidance
and the repeat times of time travel. As discussed in [36],
the diffusion sampling process roughly includes three
stages: the chaotic stage where xt is highly noisy, the
semantic stage where xt presents some semantics and the
refinement stage where changes in the generated results
are minimal. Besides, for the repeat times, intuitively,
increasing the repeat times extends the diffusion sam-
pling process and helps to explore results that satisfy
both guidance and image quality. Thus, in tasks such as
stylization and aesthetic improvement that do not require
change in content, we only need to do guidance in the
semantic stage with a few repeat times (in these tasks, we
set repeat times to 2). On the other hand, for tasks such
as personalization, we need to perform guidance at the
chaotic stage and use larger repeat times (here we set it to
3). More ablation study results are shown in Appendix B.4.
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Towards Accurate Guided Diffusion Sampling through
Symplectic Adjoint Method

Supplementary Material

A. Theoretical details on Symplectic Adjoint
Guidance (SAG)

A.1. Proof of Lemma 1

We know that the sub-process x′
τ and x̄′

σ also satisfy the
following ODE with the initial condition of x̄σt

(i.e., xt):

dx̄′
στ

= ϵ̄(x̄′
στ
, στ )dστ . (9)

This means that when given the initial condition of xt, the
samples generated by solving the subprocess ODE (9) also
share the same conditional probability density p(x0|xt) as
the main generation process. Besides, we know that the
approximation of final outputs using numerical solvers is
related to discretization step size O(hσ). In our paper, we
usually discretize the time range [t, 0] using a uniform step
size. Thus, the approximation of final outputs is related to
the number of discretization steps n. When we use larger
steps to solve (9), the final solution is closer to the true one,
which will make m smaller. Thus, we show the Lemma 1.

A.2. Higher-order symplectic method

We introduce the first-order (i.e., Euler) symplectic method
in Sec. 3. In this part, we introduce the higher-order sym-
plectic method. We present the Symplectic Runge-Kutta
method [20] as an example of a higher-order method. Let
τ = [n, . . . , 1] denote the discrete steps corresponding to
the times from t to 0 and στ =

√
1− ατ/

√
ατ . In the Sym-

plectic Runge-Kutta method, we solve the forward ODE (3)
using the Runge-Kutta solver:

x̄′
στ−1

= x̄′
στ

+ hστ

s∑
i=1

bikστ ,i,

kστ ,i : = ϵ̄(X̄στ ,i, στ + cihστ
),

X̄στ ,i : = x̄′
στ

+ hστ

s∑
j=1

ai,jkστ ,j , (10)

where ai,j = 0 when j ≥ i and the coefficients ai,j , bi, ci
are summarized as the Butcher tableau [9]. Then when we
solve in the backward direction to obtain the gradients us-
ing the Symplectic Runge-Kutta method, we solve the ODE
function related to the adjoint state by another Runge–Kutta

method with the same step size. It is expressed as

∂L

∂x̄′
στ

=
∂L

∂x̄′
στ−1

+ hστ−1

s∑
i=1

Bilστ−1,i,

lστ−1,i : = − ∂ϵ̄

∂x̄′ (X̄στ−1,i, στ−1 + Cihστ−1
)TΛστ−1,i,

Λστ−1,i : =
∂L

∂x̄′
στ−1

+ hστ−1

s∑
j=1

Ai,j lστ−1,j . (11)

The conditions on the parameters are biAi,j + Bjaj,i −
biBj = 0 for i, j = 1, . . . , s and Bi = bi ̸= 0 and Ci = ci
for i = 1, . . . , s. Besides, the forward solutions {x̄′

στ
}nτ=0

needs to save as checkpoints for the backward process.

A.3. Proof of Theorem 3

The Symplectic Euler method we show in Sec. 3 is a special
case of the higher-order symplectic method when we set
s = 1, b1 = 1, ci = 0 in the forward process and set s = 1
and b1 = 1, B1 = 1, a1,1 = 1, A1,1 = 0, ci = Ci = 1 in
the backward process.

To show the formal expression of Theorem 3, we first
introduce a variational variable δ(στ ) =

∂x̄′
στ

∂x̄′
σt

, which rep-

resent the Jacobian of the state x̄′
στ

with respect to x̄′
σt

. De-
note λ(στ ) =

∂L
∂x̄′

στ

and denote S(δ, λ) = λT δ.

Theorem 3 Let the gradient ∂L
∂x̄′

σt

be the analytical solution

to the continuous ODE in (5) and let ∂L
∂x̄′

σn

be the gradient
obtained by the symplectic Euler solver in (8) throughout
the discrete sampling process. Then, when S(δ, λ) is con-
served (i.e., time-invariant) for the continuous-time system,
we have ∂L

∂x̄′
σt

= ∂L
∂x̄′

σn

.

Proof As we assume S(δ, λ) is conserved for the
continuous-time system, we have

d

dσ
S(δ, λ) = 0.

Thus we have

λT dδ

dσ
+

(
dλ

dσ

)T

δ = 0.

This means that [20]

S

(
∂kστ ,i

∂x̄σt

,Λστ ,i

)
+ S

(
∂X̄στ ,i

∂x̄σt

, lστ ,i

)
= 0
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Based on (7) and (8), we have

δ(στ+1) = δ(στ ) + hστ

∂kστ ,1

∂x̄σt

,

λ(στ+1) = λ(στ ) + hστ lστ ,1,

which means

S(λ(στ+1), δ(στ+1))− S(λ(στ ), δ(στ )) =

= S

(
λ(στ ) + hστ

lστ ,1, δ(στ ) + hστ

∂kστ ,1

∂x̄σt

)
− S(λ(στ ), δ(στ ))

= hστ
S

(
λ(στ ),

∂kστ ,1

∂x̄σt

)
+ hστ

S(δ(στ ), lστ ,1)

+ h2
στ
S

(
∂kστ ,1

∂x̄σt

, lστ ,1

)
(a)
= hστ

S

(
Λστ ,i,

∂kστ ,1

∂x̄σt

)
+ hστS

(
∂X̄στ ,1

∂x̄σt

− hστ

∂kστ ,1

∂x̄σt

, lστ ,1

)
+ h2

στ
S

(
∂kστ ,1

∂x̄σt

, lστ ,1

)
= 0, (12)

where the first term of (a) is based on (11) and the second
term of (a) is based on (13). Thus, we have

λ(σn)
T δ(σn)

(a)
= λ(σ0)

T δ(σ0)
(b)
= λ(σt)

T δ(σt), (13)

where (a) is based on (12) and (b) is based on our assump-
tion that S(δ, λ) is conserved for the continuous-time sys-
tem. Then based on (13) and x̄′

σn
= x̄′

σt
, we have

∂L(x̄′
σ0
)

∂x̄′
σn

=
∂L(x̄′

σ0
)

∂x̄′
σ0

∂x̄′
σ0

∂x̄′
σn

= λ(σ0)
T δ(σ0)

= λ(σt)
T δ(σt)

=
∂L(x̄′

σ0
)

∂x̄′
σt

,

which proves our theorem.

B. Experimental Details on Guided Sampling
in Image Generation

B.1. Style-Guided Generation

In this section, we introduce the experimental details of
style-guided sampling. Let sampling times be T = 100.
We set to do SAG from sampling steps t = 70 to t = 31
and the repeats time from 70 and 61 as 1 and from 60 to

31 as 2. For quantitative results, we select five style images
and choose four prompts: [”A cat wearing glasses.”, ”A
fantasy photo of volcanoes.”, ”A photo of an Eiffel Tower.”,
”butterfly”] to generate five images per prompt per style.
For the implementation of Universal Guidance [2] and Free-
DOM [36], we use the officially released codes and generate
the results for quantitative comparison under sample style
and prompts. Besides, the hyperparameter choice for these
two models also follows the official implementations. More
qualitative results are shown in Fig. 16.

B.2. Aesthetic Improvement

When we improve the aesthetics of generated images, we
use the weighted losses for LAION aesthetic predictor,7

PickScore [13] and HPSv2 [35]. We set the weights for
each aesthetic evaluation model as PickScore = 10, HPSv2
= 2, Aesthetic = 0.5. Let sampling times be T = 100. We
set to do SAG from sampling steps t = 70 to t = 31 and
the repeats time from 70 and 41 as 2 and from 40 to 31 as
1. More qualitative results are shown in Fig. 17.

B.3. Personalization

For personalization in the object-guided generation, we do
training-free guidance from steps t = 100 to t = 31 and we
set the repeat times as 2. We randomly select four reference
dog images and select four prompts: A dog (at the Acropo-
lis/swimming/in a bucket/wearing sunglasses). We generate
four images per prompt per image to measure the quantita-
tive results. For the results of DOODL, we directly use the
results in the paper [32]. For the results of FreeDOM, we
use the special case of our model when we set n = 1. Let
sampling times be T = 100. We set to do SAG from sam-
pling steps t = 100 to t = 31 and the repeats time from 100
and 31 as 2. More qualitative results are shown in Fig. 18.

B.4. Ablation Study

Analyses on Memory and Time Consumption We con-
ducted our experiments on a V100 GPU. Memory consump-
tion using SAG was observed to be 15.66GB, compared to
15.64GB when employing ordinary adjoint guidance. No-
tably, direct gradient backpropagation at n = 2 resulted in
a significantly higher memory usage of 28.63GB. Further-
more, as n increases, the memory requirement for direct
backpropagation shows a corresponding increase. In con-
trast, when using SAG, the memory consumption remains
nearly constant regardless of the value of n.

We also present the time consumption associated with a
single step of SAG for varying values of n in Fig. 12. As
n increases, we observe a corresponding rise in time con-
sumption. However, this increment in n also results in a
substantial reduction in loss as shown in Fig. 10, indicating

7https : / / github . com / LAION - AI / aesthetic -
predictor.git
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Figure 12. Time consumption of single step SAG (seconds)
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Figure 13. Stylization results when we use different repeat times
of time travel.

a trade-off between computational time and the quality of
results.

Choice of repeat times of time travel We show some re-
sults about the choice of repeat times in Fig. 13. We find
that increasing the repeat times helps the stylization. Be-
sides, there still exists the distortion of images when n = 1
even when we increase the repeat times.

Choice of guidance steps We present the qualitative re-
sults regarding the selection of guidance steps in Fig. 14.
We can observe that initiating guidance in the early stages
(i.e., the chaotic stage) results in final outputs that differ
from those generated without guidance. Besides, starting
guidance in the semantic stage allows us to maintain the
integrity of the original images while effectively achieving
style transfer.

C. More examples on Video Stylization

Two more groups of results of style-guided video stylization
are shown in Figure 15.

start time t=100 start time t=70no guidance

Figure 14. Stylization results when we start to do guidance at dif-
ferent time steps.

a photo of a sea lion lying on the sands

a photo of a car moving on the road, night, stars in the sky

Input Video

Input Video

Figure 15. Examples on Video Stylization.

A cat wearing glasses.
A fantasy photo 
of volcanoes.

A photo of an Eiffel 
Tower.

Pop art painting of 
Albert Einstein.

butterfly

chimpanzee
drawing of a person 
playing soccerv

A racoon washing 
dishes.

A stunning 
beautiful painting of 
a lion

A fluffy owl sits atop a 
stack of antique books

A knight riding a 
horse.

A painting of a deer

a painting of a tree A painting of a deer a painting of a spaceship
a photo of a pikachu
wearing a cute hat

Figure 16. More examples of style-guided generation.

D. Additional Qualitative Results on Image
Generation
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Two kittens are cuddling 
and enjoying a soft 
pillow

A gouache painting 
by Claude Monet of 
ships docked at the 
harbor.

A digital painting of 
a knight sitting by a 
campfire.
.

Symmetrical Libra 
zodiac art by Brian 
Froud in a mystic style.

Impressionist 
painting of
a cat, textured,
hypermodern
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The image depicts a 
female scientist holding 
a small spinning black 
hole in a laboratory, 
illustrated in detailed 
digital art style.

A marker pen 
drawing of a man 
inside a squid.

A painting of a deer.

Danny DeVito and Rhea 
Perlman playing Link 
and Zelda in a 
cinematic still.

Symmetrical Libra zodiac 
art by Brian Froud in a 
mystic style.

Figure 17. More examples of aesthetic improvements.
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(a) A dog in the bucket. (b) A dog swimming.

(c) A dog at Acropolis. (d) A dog wearing sunglasses.

Figure 18. More examples on object-guided personalization.
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