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Abstract. Large-scale text-to-video models have shown remarkable abil-
ities, but their direct application in video editing remains challenging
due to limited available datasets. Current video editing methods com-
monly require per-video fine-tuning of diffusion models or specific inver-
sion optimization to ensure high-fidelity edits. In this paper, we intro-
duce EfiVED, an efficient diffusion-based model that directly supports
instruction-guided video editing. To achieve this, we present two effi-
cient workflows to gather video editing pairs, utilizing augmentation and
fundamental vision-language techniques. These workflows transform vast
image editing datasets and open-world videos into a high-quality dataset
for training EfiVED. Experimental results reveal that EfiVED not only
generates high-quality editing videos but also executes rapidly. Finally,
we demonstrate that our data collection method significantly improves
editing performance and can potentially tackle the scarcity of video edit-
ing data. Code can be found at https://github.com/alibaba/EffiVED.
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1 Introduction

The advent of text-to-image diffusion models [17, 30, 35, 39] has propelled the
advancement of text-driven video editing [1, 2,9, 16]. For example, Tune-A-
Video [52] exemplifies this by initially fine-tuning a diffusion model with an
input video and corresponding text description to establish the correspondence
between the two modalities. Video-P2P [25] optimizes a shared unconditional
embedding to attain precise video inversion and utilizes attention swap in dif-
fusion model for detailed editing. On another front, CoDeF [32] edits canonical
image and propagates the changes temporally using deformation field extracted
from a neural video field. This method delivers superior temporal coherence along
with high-fidelity synthesized frames compared to the aforementioned methods.
However, these methods all entail considerable computational costs because they
require tailored processing for each video.

To address the aforementioned problem, we propose EfiVED, an open-domain
video editing framework that seamlessly edits input videos according to human
language instructions without necessitating any specific fine-tuning. EfiVED is
a conditional diffusion model that employs a conditional 3D U-Net [41] architec-
ture at its core. This design enables it to generate edited video content directly
from the provided input video and associated textual instructions.
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Fig. 1: On the left: EfiVED offers users a versatile range of video editing capabili-
ties, including modifications to objects, backgrounds and style transfer. On the right:
Temporal Consistency & Text Alignment vs. Runtime(s) comparison on the TGVE
dataset [51]. For runtime, all methods are evaluated by editing a 60-frame, 512px512p
video using A100 GPUs with the official implementation. EfiVED achieves an impres-
sive inference speed of 47 seconds, offering a 6 to 28 times speed boost compared to
existing methods without compromising the quality of editing.

To achieve direct video editing, we need a diverse training dataset that pairs
input videos with instructions and edited results. This dataset must maintain
temporal consistency and precisely execute the instructed changes. Unfortu-
nately, no current readily available dataset or model meets these specific needs,
and collecting real-world video-instruction pairs for training is laborious and
costly due to the meticulous alignment required between visuals and text de-
scriptions.

Inspired by Instruct-Pix2Pix [5] that integrates multiple foundational mod-
els [6,40] to create the image editing pairs, we have created a synthetic video
dataset that pairs instructions with their before-and-after visual counterparts.
To maximize the utilization of extensive instruction-based image editing datasets
[5,59], we apply augmentations such as random affine transformations to source
and target images, simulating camera movements. This strategy enables us to
seamlessly generate video triplets. These synthetic data instances provide rich
visual context and enhance alignment between the visual and textual domains.
To expand the variety of motion patterns, we also incorporate a large language
model (LLM) [31] and the CoDeF technique specifically designed for real-world
video content. Specially, we first leverage an example-driven approach to guide
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the LLM, empowering it to generate accurate descriptions that align with both
videos and editing instructions. Subsequently, we train a CoDeF model to gener-
ate the corresponding edited counterparts, taking advantage of its demonstrated
superior fidelity.

Employing video editing pairs from these methodologies, we create a robust
training foundation for EfiVED. During training, we first extract video latents
with a Variational Autoencoder (VAE) [23]. These latents are then combined
with their noisy versions and denoised back to the edited video latents. We sep-
arate classifier-free guidance into two distinct components: vision-conditioned
and text-conditioned guidance. This separation allows each part to indepen-
dently control the editing process based on visual or textual information. Conse-
quently, it ensures generated videos more accurately adhere to both the original
video content and the given text instructions.

In summary, our principal contributions are as follows:(i) we introduce two
workflows for the collection of video editing pairs. This process effectively con-
verts large-scale image editing datasets and open-world videos into a high-quality
training set for video editing. With this workflow, we (ii) train a video editing
model EfiVED that is capable of performing a broad range of editing tasks
at an impressively fast speed, as evidenced in Fig. 1. (iii) To investigate how
our data collection approach impacts editing performance, we carry out several
domain-specific experiments. These experiments explore strategies such as us-
ing data augmentations for image editing data, assessing video caption quality,
and integrating multiple vision-language models in real videos. These may help
overcome the data scarcity observed in the video editing domain.

2 Related Work

2.1 Text-to-Video Generation

Recent advancements in diffusion models have shown great promise in video
generation [29,34,36,40,43]. The Video Diffusion Model (VDM) [18] pioneers
this domain by adapting the image diffusion U-Net architecture [41] into a 3D
structure for joint image and video training. Imagen Video [15] employs a series
of video diffusion models for high-resolution, temporally coherent video synthe-
sis. Make-A-Video [44] innovatively learns motion patterns from unlabeled video
data, while Tune-A-Video [52] explores one-shot video generation by fine-tuning
LDMs with a single text-video pair. Text2Video-Zero [22] tackles zero-shot video
generation using pretrained LDMs without further training. ControlVideo [61]
introduces a hierarchical sampler and memory-efficient framework to craft ex-
tended videos swiftly. Despite these innovations, capturing complex motion and
camera dynamics remains challenging. VideoComposer [50] and DragNUWA [50]
propose motion trajectory-based control for video generation, yet they fall short
in interactive animation with multiple objects. I2VGen-XL [60] reduces the re-
liance on well-aligned text-video pairs by utilizing a single static image as the pri-
mary condition. AnimateAnything [10] additionally incorporates motion masks
and motion strength to precisely manipulate individual objects within an image,
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thus facilitating more user-centric interactive animation generation. Building
upon the significant advancements in those above video generation models, our
approach focuses on enhancing the fidelity of VDMs, particularly in the realm
of video content translation.

2.2 Text-Guidance Image Editing

Text-Guidance Image Editing [1,2,9, 16] is a sophisticated process that modi-
fies images according to precise text instructions. Early methods concentrated
on adjusting the reverse diffusion process to maintain faithfulness. SDEdit [26]
pioneers as the first diffusion-based technique, applying varied noise levels to
source images and generating edited results through diffusion sampling directed
by edit prompts. Plug-and-Play [16] starts with DDIM inversion [15] to sam-
ple edited videos, copying selected visual features during diffusion. Prompt-to-
Prompt(P2P) [14] allows for a variety of edits by substituting the attention
mechanisms in generated images with those from source images during the dif-
fusion process. Other methods use optimization techniques for better editing.
For instance, Imagic [21] employs textual inversion concepts from a specific
source [38], while Null-text Inversion [27] extends P2P to regulate cross-attention
behavior by optimizing null text embeddings, thereby enabling more accurate re-
construction of the original image. However, these methods typically necessitate
time-consuming because of per-image optimization. Recently, approaches like
Instruct-Pix2Pix [5] have treated image editing as a supervised learning task,
collecting paired synthetic data and fine-tuning text-to-image models [35, 39].
InstructDiffusion [5] consolidates multiple vision tasks under this framework.

2.3 Text-Guidance Video Editing

Video editing is a substantially more challenging task [11, 12,48, 62] than im-
age editing, particularly due to the need for frame-to-frame consistency and
addressing temporal inconsistencies. Current approaches mainly focus on effec-
tively steering large pre-trained models and can be broadly grouped into three
categories: zero-shot, one-shot, and feature propagation techniques. Zero-shot
approaches typically involve incorporating cross-frame attention or token flow
mechanisms to ensure temporal coherence. For instance, Video-P2P [25] em-
ploys a decoupled guidance strategy for real-world video editing tasks, utilizing
cross-attention control. Similarly, Pix2Video [7] and FateZero [37] both propose
distinct variations on replacing self-attention with cross-frame attention mecha-
nisms. However, given that these models are not specifically trained on real-world
videos, they tend to struggle with preserving temporal consistency in complex
video scenarios. Moreover, the per-frame application of cross-attention comes
with an additional computational cost. One-shot methods utilize fine-tuned dif-
fusion models on a given video, which then sample new content conditioned upon
specific edit prompts. For instance, Tune-A-Video [53] and SimDA [54] gener-
ate videos based on textual prompts through the process of one-shot fine-tuning
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of pre-trained stable diffusion models. Dreamix [28] introduces a groundbreak-
ing mixed fine-tuning model that notably enhances the quality of motion edits.
Meanwhile, AnimateDiff [13] leverages customized model weights to incorporate
conditional content, achieved either by using LoRA [19] or DreamBooth [412].
Recently, Neural Layered Atlases [20] have gained popularity for their ability to
decompose input into consistent layered representations. Text2Live [3] augments
atlases with extra edit layers and trains a dedicated generator for them. Stable-
Video [8] improves temporal consistency through an atlas aggregation network.
CoDeF [32] estimates canonical images and temporal deformation fields using
optical flow from source videos. Despite its ability to produce high-quality edited
videos with similar motion patterns, this approach inherently involves repetitive
and laborious fine-tuning for each individual video input, which restricts its scal-
ability across broader applications. In contrast, our method leverages VDM to
execute video editing tasks directly by using our synthetic dataset, thus ensuring
temporal coherence without additional fine-tuning.

3 Method

In this section, we first introduce the preliminaries of the LDM in Sec. 3.1. Next,
we present the workflow of the dataset collection used for training in Sec. 3.2.
Finally, we describe the architecture of EfiVED in Sec. 3.3.

3.1 Preliminaries of LDM

In this section, we present the foundational concepts of Latent Diffusion Models
(LDM) [40]. Given an image sample xo € R**H*W TDM initially employs a
pre-trained VAE to compress xy into a lower-resolution latent representation
20 € Re¥Pxw_ The forward process in LDM can be depicted as a Markov chain
that progressively adds Gaussian noise to the latent representation step by step:

q(ze|ze-1) = N(26; /1 — Brze—1, Bed), (1)

where t = 1,...,T, T is the total number of timesteps. B; denotes a coefficient
that controls the intensity of the noise in step ¢. The iterative noise adding can
be simplified as:

Zt:@20+vl_@t€7 €NN(O,I), (2)

where a; = szl(l — (). During training, the LDM learns to approximate the
latent space distribution of authentic data by predicting the noise € applied to z,
thereby reducing computational complexity compared to conventional diffusion
models. The objective function for this learning process can be formulated as:

le = ||6_€‘9(Zt7tﬂc)||§v (3>

where €y(-) denotes the noise prediction function of diffusion models. LDM
simplifies flexible control of generation by converting user conditions ¢ with a
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domain-specific encoder into an intermediate format, which is then incorporated
into the UNet via cross-attention.

Video diffusion models like [18,44, 50] build upon image LDMs by incorpo-
rating a 3D U-Net structure, thereby allowing them to adeptly process video
content. This 3D U-Net adds temporal convolutions after each spatial one and
follows every spatial attention layer with a temporal attention block. To ensure
it retains the capacity to generate from image data, the 3D U-Net is trained
simultaneously using both image and video datasets.

3.2 Training Data Construction

Given source video V; and instruction ¢, we aim to generate target video V;
without per-video fine-tuning. We achieve this by assembling video triplets of
various editing situations for training, then conditionally translate V; into V;
based on c. This section discusses our strategy for collecting datasets.

Crop&Rotation&

Motion blur

make it nighttime

Crop&Rotation&

Motion blur

Fig. 2: An example of generating training data from image editing dataset. Given pairs
of original and edited images, we randomly select and apply a set of affine transfor-
mations (e.g., rotation, crop, translation, or shearing) to both images. This approach
generates a sequence of frames that simulate camera movement for each image.

Generating with image editing datasets. InstructPix2Pix [5] leverages LLM
to generate a large dataset of image editing examples. Given the relative scarcity
of videos compared to images, we capitalize on the following insight to synthesize
videos that simulate camera movements using these image samples. In particular,
if a frame I; differs from previous frame I; _; only in the camera position, then
the edited frame F; and F;_; should only be different in the camera position as
well.

Given a pair of images, namely the original and the edited, represented as
(I, E), we randomly select and apply a set of affine transformations or random
crops {F}I_, to both images. As shown in Fig. 2, this process results in the
generation of the pseudo video sequence with a length of T

Vi ={F(D)} 1, Ve = {F(B)}, (4)

We set random rotations degrees to < 5, random translation to [—0.05,0.05],
random scaling factor to [0.95,1.05], and random shear degrees to [-5°,5°] on
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both axis. For the random resized crop, we scale the original image to 288 pix,
and randomly crop a square image with 256 pix.

(i) Create video captions

Video Caption: Trucks drive on a racetrack.

(ii) Generate Instructions and editing prompts

Instruction: Turn to wooden trucks
Edit Caption: Wooden trucks drive on a racetrack.

Input Caption: Trucks drive on a racetrack.

Instruction

inference

deformation field

Fig. 3: An overview of generating training data with open-world videos. (i) First, we
leverage CoCa and VideoBLIP to extract caption from both keyframes and the entire
video content, which are then synthesized into a comprehensive summary by ChatGPT.
(ii) Next, we utilize ChatGPT to generate editing instruction and edited caption by
providing manually examples. (iii) Finally, the generated instruction and the original
video feed an individual CoDeF model to produce edited video.

Generating with open-world videos. While generating from image editing
datasets can indeed offer strong alignment between text and visual content, it
inherently lacks the natural motion dynamics found in real-world videos. In this
section, we will illustrate a pipeline that leverages model composition to generate
instructions and corresponding edited counterparts from open-world videos. This
is achieved by integrating multiple fundamental models including ChatGPT [31],
CoCa [57], V-BLIP [58] and CoDeF [32].

As shown in Fig. 3, the first step is to generate video captions for open-world
video clips. Motivated by SVD [4], we follow a multi-step approach for generat-
ing an accurate and comprehensive video caption. In a nutshell, we uniformly
extract four key-frames from the video and use CoCa to generate captions for
each. Subsequently, V-BLIP generates a full-video caption by interpreting con-
text across these frames. Finally, ChatGPT consolidates all five captions into a
concise summary that captures the essence of the entire video content.

Based on the generated video captions, we utilize ChatGPT to craft instruc-
tions and edited captions accordingly. This Al tool can ingeniously derive con-
textually logical instructions and captions based on a minimal number of manual
examples. For more instances showcasing ChatGPT’s in-context learning capa-
bilities, please refer to the supplementary materials.
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Finally, we employ a modified CoDeF to create edited videos that follow
given instructions while preserving subtle motions. This method involves fine-
tuning per video to construct a canonical content field that consolidates the static
contents throughout the entire video and a temporal deformation field which
records the transformations from the canonical image to every frame over time.
These two fields are model by dynamic Neural Radiance Fields (NeRFs) [33].
To enhance the modeling of complex motion, we augment dynamic NeRFs with
an increased hash table size to accommodate more grids at varying resolutions.
This allows us to capture more high-frequency details, thereby improving the
quality of edited videos. Upon training, CoDeF saves the canonical image and
its corresponding deformation field for each video. When it comes to generating
the edited video, an image-editing model such as InstructPix2Pix [5] is applied
to the canonical image based on the modified caption to produce the edited
canonical image. Then, this edited canonical image is propagated to all frames
using the saved deformation fields, thereby creating the final edited video with
maintained consistency and structure.

Through these automated processes, we can systematically generate multiple
sets of input videos, instructions, and their corresponding edited videos. These
triplets serve as the valuable training data set for our EfiVED model, enhanc-
ing its capability to understand and execute editing instructions effectively on
different videos.

3.3 EfiVED Model

Training pipeline of Efi VED. The detailed training pipeline for EfiVED is
depicted in Fig. 4. Given the input video V; and the editing video Vg, we utilize
a pre-trained VAE encoder to transform these videos into their latent space
representations x; and xg. Then, the sampled noisy latent € is concatenated with
the latent representation of the input video along the channel dimension and fed
into the 3D U-Net. Throughout this process, the text embedding serves to guide
the cross-attention mechanism. Here, both the input video z; and the provided
instruction c act as conditions that control the denoising process, thereby steering
the translation towards the editing video xr. We minimize the following latent
diffusion objective:

Eepapemn1) |6 — eollor,2] e, 03] (5)

where t is the denoising step, the optimization objective centers on accurately
estimating the introduced noise while concurrently maintaining temporal coher-
ence among neighboring frames.

Decoupled Classifier-Free Guidance. Given that our method accepts both
instructions and videos as input, it needs to balance the probability mass of these
two streams when guiding the output. Inspired by [50] that skillfully combines
multiple prompts for accurate score estimates, we randomly choose either the
input video latent x; or the text prompt ¢ as the only input. During inference,
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Fig. 4: Overview of our training pipeline. We adopt the widely used 3D U-Net based
video diffusion model [50] for video editing. To enable vision conditioning, we augment
the 3D-UNet’s input by appending extra channels to its initial convolutional layers.
The input is essentially a channel-wise concatenation of video latents and noise.

the predicted noise at step ¢ can be computed as:

g(.T[, c, t) = g(¢7¢7 ) + )‘1( (vac t) - 6(¢a G, t))
+)\2 (6(1'[, c, t) - E(va ¢7 ))7
where A\; and \; denote the text and vision guidance scales, respectively. A

higher value of either A\; or Ay will exert a stronger influence on directing the
edited video to adhere more closely to the corresponding condition.

(6)

4 Experiments

4.1 Experiments Setup

Dataset. For our evaluation, we use the Text-Guided Video Editing (TGVE) [51]
competition dataset that contains 76 videos. Every video in the dataset comes
with one original prompt that describes the video and four prompts that suggest
different edits for each video. Three editing prompts pertain to modifications in
style, background, or object within the video. Additionally, a multiple editing
prompt is provided that may incorporate all three types of edits simultaneously.
Metrics. Following previous works, we assess the edited videos based on two
main aspects: text-video alignment and video quality. The text-video alignment
measures how closely the edited video adheres to the provided text instruc-
tions. This is calculated by averaging the text-image similarity in the embed-
ding space of CLIP image models across all frames in the video. We also utilize
PickScore [24] to gauge whether the structural integrity of the original video has
been successfully maintained after editing. Regarding video quality, we examine
frame consistency, which is estimated by calculating the average cosine similarity
between CLIP image embeddings for each pair of edited frames. This helps us
understand how well the visual coherence is maintained.

Implementation Details. We first collect 131k training clips, each containing
eight frames, from InstructPix-Pix [5] and MagicBrush [59] using the proposed
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method. For generating instructions and edit prompts from open-world videos,
we follow the approach outlined in InstructPix-Pix to guide ChatGPT. We uti-
lize the official repositories of CoDeF and only increase the hash table size for
better reconstruction of high-frequency details. During this process, we collect
24k training clips. The EfiVED model is initialized with Modelscope T2V [47].
Our training strategy employs a two-stage methodology. Initially, the model un-
dergoes training for 30k iterations on a dataset of 131k clips with a batch size of
4, enabling it to effectively align with editing instructions and adeptly manage
various editing tasks. In the subsequent phase, refinement continues by training
the model on open-world videos for an additional 10k iterations, which thereby
enhances its temporal consistency. To further optimize performance, during this
latter stage, we implement multi-frame rate sampling, extracting training clips
of 8-frames from a variety of frame rates (e.g., 4, 6, and 8).

4.2 Evaluation Results

In Tab. 1, we present the quantitative results of several mainstream video editing
models. It is evident that the majority of these methods rely on one-shot tuning
or inversion optimization, significantly impeding practical application. CoDeF
attains the highest level of editing quality due to its superior reconstruction.
By training on our dataset, our method sustains a comparable performance in
terms of fidelity and temporal consistency. Regarding runtime efficiency, it is
worth noting that our method does not require any finetuning or inversion, and
as a result, it operates around 6 times faster than Render-A-Video [55] and
an impressive 20 times faster than CoDeF. This substantial difference in speed
effectively showcases the high level of efficiency inherent in our proposed method.

Method Text Alignment|Frame Consistency|PickScore|Runtime(s)
Text2Video-Zero [22] 25.9 92.1 19.9 -
Render-A-Video [55] 32.6 90.9 19.6 294

Vid2Vid-Zero [19] 40.0 92.6 20.4 -
Video-P2P [25] 35.5 93.5 20.1 1385
Tune-A-Video [53] 27.1 92.4 20.3 1026
TokenFlow [12] 28.7 94.0 20.5 394
CoDeF [32] 40.2 94.2 20.8 827
EfiVED 39.7 93.7 20.6 47

Table 1: Comparision of editing quality and runtime on TGVE dataset. We measured
the running time of 60 frames.

We also conduct an A /B testing to evaluate the superiority of our method
against three techniques: Tune-A-Video, Video-P2P, and TokenFlow. We engage
five human evaluators to assess the quality of a sample of 100 generated videos.
The evaluation is based on three criteria. The first criterion assesses visual qual-
ity, encompassing clarity and absence of flicker. The second metric evaluates
prompt faithfulness, determining how well the output video reflects and exe-
cutes the content in the editing instructions. Lastly, input faithfulness checks if
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Fig.5: A/B Comparison with current methods. Our method not only effectively aligns
edited videos with instructions but also consistently preserves the video’s structure.

the edited videos retain the original video’s structure. As shown in Fig. 5, in
terms of visual quality, our method are notably better than Tuna-A-Video and
Video-P2P. This improvement can be attributed to the synthesis video data for
training, our model learn better to keep the temporal consistency and maintains
the structural integrity with the condition of the origin video latent. For faithful-
ness, our method are notably better than all compared methods, showing that
the efficiency of the fully use of the image editing dataset and the generating
captions can better align the origin videos.

wolf —> fox

Video-P2P  Tune-A-Video

TokenFlow

Fig. 6: Qualitative Comparison. EfiVED outperforms baseline methods by demon-
strating superior consistency and a heightened adherence to the provided instructions.

Moreover, we present a qualitative comparison in Fig. 6 with these methods.
Note that Video-P2P, untrained on video data and adjusting cross-attention
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Fig. 7: Qualitative results of EfiVED. EffiVED offers flexible editing capabilities, in-
cluding changes to backgrounds, objects, and styles.

solely between prompts, often fails to preserve object consistency across frames
(as evidenced by the astronaut and fox). Tune-A-Video struggles with gener-
ating coherent motion when handling multiple edits, as seen in the astronaut’s
actions. TokenFlow, while adept at maintaining structural continuity, suffers
from a ’feature-level smoothing’ drawback, causing blurring in static areas, evi-
dent in the fox where backgrounds are blurred compared to the original versions.
In contrast, our method stands out by preserving global consistency throughout
the edited videos, ensuring alignment with the given text prompt, and upholding
high editing quality—all achieved within a shorter time compared to previous
methods. In Fig. 7, we show more editing cases including stylization(e.g. water-
color style, Van Gogh style), background(e.g replacing the highway with snow
trail), multiple objects (e.g. transforming several goldfish into sharks).
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4.3 Ablation Studies

In this section, we perform several ablation studies to validate the effectiveness
of our data collection strategies. All results are evaluated on TGVE datasets.
The source and scale of training data. We train EfiVED with separate
datasets: the 131k synthetic pairs from an image editing dataset and the 23k
samples from open-world videos. We also conduct training with mixed datasets
of varying sizes from both sources to analyze performance fluctuations. The
results of these experiments are presented in Tab. 2.

Training Data Text Alignment|Frame Consistency|PickScore
131k from image editing 37.7 91.6 20.1
23k from open-world video 35.6 92.3 19.4
Mixed data(20k) 32.6 68.7 18.9
Mixed data(50k) 35.7 81.3 19.7
Mixed data(80k) 37.9 89.6 20.3
Mixed data(120k) 38.8 92.9 20.4
Mixed data(all) 39.1 93.7 20.6

Table 2: Ablation studies on the source and scale of training data. The mixed data
refers to the combination of datasets from both sources, and we adopt a sampling ratio
of 5:1 to collect the sub-dataset.

Training solely on image editing pairs yields good alignment with instructions

but may suffer from temporal inconsistency due to unrealistic motion simula-
tion. Open-world video data, while enhancing temporal coherence, can result in a
less diverse and potentially less instruction-sensitive dataset. EiVED effectively
strikes a balance by leveraging both datasets, thereby ensuring accurate text-to-
video alignment and maintaining robust temporal consistency. In terms of the
training data volume, we observe a significant enhancement in performance as
the size increases from 20k to 80k. This considerable improvement substantiates
that our dataset indeed boosts the editing capabilities of the pretrained video
diffusion model effectively. Upon further expansion of the dataset, the perfor-
mance improvement diminishes and eventually plateaus. Based on these empiri-
cal observations, we conclude that a total of 154k video samples is sufficient for
attaining competitive results within our training process.
Augmentation strategies. To validate the effectiveness of different augmen-
tation techniques, we randomly select identical edited pairs and apply various
augmentations to them. The results are depicted in Fig. 8(a). It’s evident that
applying only translation achieves convergence after using 30k training samples;
however, it fails to yield a satisfactory temporal consistency. In contrast, rotation
and random cropping significantly improve performance as the training data vol-
ume increases. We attribute this to the fact that random cropping more closely
mimics real-world camera movements than mere translation. Additionally, rota-
tion can simulate some degree of rigid motion. When these augmentations are
combined, we demonstrates its excellence by achieving the best consistency.
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Fig. 8: (a) The Frame consistency vs training size of different augmentation strategies.
(b) The Text alignment vs training size of different captions generation methods. (c)
The effectiveness of different classifier-free guidance strategies.

Caption quality. We also conduct ablation studies on the quality of the gener-
ating captions from open-world videos. We utilize VideoBLIP as the sole baseline
to generate the captions, and the comparative results are presented in Fig. 8 (b).
Our method integrates key-frame captions from Coca and video captions from
VideoBLIP, which describe spatial and temporal aspects respectively. It is ap-
parent that our approach achieves an average of approximately 2% better text
alignment compared to the baseline, and this difference widens as the training
data size increases. More caption generation results can be found in the supple-
mentary materials.

Classifier-free guidance strategy. We evaluate the performance of various
classifier-free guidance strategies. As depicted in Fig. 8(c), setting only text
conditions with null embeddings for classifier-free guidance achieves a relatively
higher text alignment score of 38.5%, but this method struggles to maintain
structural consistency in edited videos. In contrast, when only vision conditions
are set with null embeddings, it fails to deliver high-fidelity results, scoring just
37.9% in text alignment. By decoupling the classifier-free guidance into separate
text and vision guidance components, we observe significant improvements. This
modification has led to an average improvement of 1% across both text-alignment
accuracy and temporal consistency metrics compared to utilizing either text or
vision guidance independently.

5 Conclusion

This paper introduces EfiVED, an efficient instruction-based video editing tech-
nique. We develop two innovative strategies to convert existing image edit-
ing datasets and real-world videos into a vast collection of video editing data.
Through training on this amassed dataset, EfiVED can edit open-world videos
directly without requiring per-video fine-tuning or inversion. Moreover, we in-
tegrate classifier-free guidance into both the video and text conditions. Experi-
mental results demonstrate that our method significantly speeds up the editing
process by approximately 6 to 28 times compared to current methods while
maintaining a competitive level of editing quality. We hope our insights can help
mitigate the challenge of data scarcity in the video editing.
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