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Abstract

Controllable text-to-image (T2I) diffusion models gener-
ate images conditioned on both text prompts and seman-
tic inputs of other modalities like edge maps. Neverthe-
less, current controllable T2I methods commonly face chal-
lenges related to efficiency and faithfulness, especially when
conditioning on multiple inputs from either the same or di-
verse modalities. In this paper, we propose a novel Flex-
ible and Efficient method, FlexEControl, for controllable
T2I generation. At the core of FlexEControl is a unique
weight decomposition strategy, which allows for stream-
lined integration of various input types. This approach not
only enhances the faithfulness of the generated image to
the control, but also significantly reduces the computational
overhead typically associated with multimodal condition-
ing. Our approach achieves a reduction of 41% in trainable
parameters and 30% in memory usage compared with Uni-
ControlNet. Moreover, it doubles data efficiency and can
flexibly generate images under the guidance of multiple in-
put conditions of various modalities.

1. Introduction

In the realm of text-to-image (T2I) generation, diffu-
sion models exhibit exceptional performance in transform-
ing textual descriptions into visually accurate images. Such
models exhibit extraordinary potential across a plethora of
applications, spanning from content creation [1, 9, 43, 47,
51,55,65], image editing [4,5,12,23,31,41,43,59,70], and
also fashion design [7]. We propose a new unified method
that can tackle two problems in text-to-image generation:
improve the training efficiency of T2I models concerning
memory usage, computational requirements, and a thirst for
extensive datasets [48, 51, 54]; and improve their controlla-
bility especially when dealing with multimodal condition-
ing, e.g. multiple edge maps and at the same time follow
the guidance of text prompts, as shown in Figure 1 (c).

(c) Controllable T2I w.
Same Input Conditions

(b) Controllable T2I w.
Different Input Conditions

Text Prompt: Stormtrooper's lecture at the football field
(a) Efficiency Comparisons 

Figure 1. (a) FlexEControl excels in training efficiency, achiev-
ing superior performance with just half the training data compared
to its counterparts on (b) Controllable Text-to-Image Generation
w. Different Input Conditions (one edge map and one segmenta-
tion map). (c) FlexEControl effectively conditions on two canny
edge maps. The text prompt is Stormtrooper’s lecture
at the football field in both Figure (b) and Figure (c).

Controllable text-to-image generation models [42] often
come at a significant training computational cost, with lin-
ear growth in cost and size when training with different con-
ditions. Our approach can improve the training efficiency
of existing text-to-image diffusion models and unify and
flexibly handle different structural input conditions all to-
gether. We take cues from the efficient parameterization
strategies prevalent in the NLP domain [26, 27, 44, 66] and
computer vision literature [20]. The key idea is to learn
shared decomposed weights for varied input conditions, en-
suring their intrinsic characteristics are conserved. Our
method has several benefits: It not only achieves greater
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compactness [51], but also retains the full representation ca-
pacity to handle various input conditions of various modali-
ties; Sharing weights across different conditions contributes
to the data efficiency; The streamlined parameter space aids
in mitigating overfitting to singular conditions, thereby re-
inforcing the flexible control aspect of our model.

Meanwhile, generating images from multiple homo-
geneous conditional inputs, especially when they present
conflicting conditions or need to align with specific text
prompts, is challenging. To further augment our model’s
capability to handle multiple inputs from either the same or
diverse modalities as shown in Figure 1, during training, we
introduce a new training strategy with two new loss func-
tions introduced to strengthen the guidance of correspond-
ing conditions. This approach, combined with our com-
pact parameter optimization space, empowers the model to
learn and manage multiple controls efficiently, even within
the same category (e.g., handling two distinct segmentation
maps and two separate edge maps). Our primary contribu-
tions are summarized below:

• We propose FlexEControl, a novel text-to-image gen-
eration model for efficient controllable image genera-
tion that substantially reduces training memory over-
head and model parameters through decomposition of
weights shared across different conditions.

• We introduce a new training strategy to improve the
flexible controllability of FlexEControl. Compared
with previous works, FlexEControl can generate new
images conditioning on multiple inputs from diverse
compositions of multiple modalities.

• FlexEControl shows on-par performance with Uni-
ControlNet [71] on controllable text-to-image gener-
ation with 41% less trainable parameters and 30% less
training memory. Furthermore, FlexEControl exhibits
enhanced data efficiency, effectively doubling the per-
formance achieved with only half amount of training
data.

2. Method

The overview of our method is shown in Figure 2. In
general, we use the copied Stable Diffusion encoder which
accepts structural conditional input and then perform ef-
ficient training via parameter reduction using Kronecker
Decomposition first [67] and then low-rank decomposition
over the updated weights of the copied Stable Diffusion en-
coder. To enhance the control from language and different
input conditions, we propose a new training strategy with
two newly designed loss functions. The details are shown
in the sequel.

SD
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Decoder

Text
Prompt

Mask
diffusion

 loss

Zero
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 Supervision Loss

Multimodal
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conditions
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Figure 2. Overview of FlexEControl: a decomposed green matrix
is shared across different input conditions, significantly enhancing
the model’s efficiency. During training, we integrate two special-
ized loss functions to enable flexible control and to adeptly manage
conflicting conditions. In the example depicted here, the new pa-
rameter size is efficiently condensed to 4 + 6n, where n denotes
the number of decomposed matrix pairs.

2.1. Preliminary

We use Stable Diffusion 1.5 [51] in our experiments.
This model falls under the category of Latent Diffusion
Models (LDM) that encode input images x into a latent rep-
resentation z via an encoder E , such that z = E(x), and
subsequently carry out the denoising process within the la-
tent space Z . An LDM is trained with a denoising objective
as follows:

Lldm = Ez,c,e,t

[
∥ϵ̂θ(zt | c, t)− ϵ∥2

]
(1)

where (z, c) constitute data-conditioning pairs (comprising
image latents and text embeddings), ϵ ∼ N (0, I) , t ∼
Uniform(1, T ), and θ denotes the model parameters.

2.2. Efficient Training for Controllable Text-to-
Image (T2I) Generation

Our approach is motivated by empirical evidence that
Kronecker Decomposition [67] effectively preserves criti-
cal weight information. We employ this technique to en-
capsulate the shared relational structures among different
input conditions. Our hypothesis posits that by amalgamat-
ing diverse conditions with a common set of weights, data
utilization can be optimized and training efficiency can be
improved. We focus on decomposing and fine-tuning only
the cross-attention weight matrices within the U-Net [52]
of the diffusion model, where recent works [33] show their
dominance when customizing the diffusion model. As de-
picted in Figure 2, the copied encoder from the Stable Dif-
fusion will accept conditional input from different modali-
ties. During training, we posit that these modalities, being
transformations of the same underlying image, share com-
mon information. Consequently, we hypothesize that the
updated weights of this copied encoder, ∆W , can be effi-
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Figure 3. The visualization of decomposed shared “slow” weights
(right image) for single condition case where the input condition
(left image) is the depth map and the input text prompt is Car. We
took the average over the decomposed shared weights of the last
cross-attention block across all attention heads in Stable Diffusion.

ciently adapted within a shared decomposed low-rank sub-
space. This leads to:

∆W =
n∑

i=1

Hi ⊗
(
uiv

⊤
i

)
(2)

with n is the number of decomposed matrices, ui ∈ R k
n×r

and vi ∈ Rr× d
n , where r is the rank of the matrix which is

a small number, Hi are the decomposed learnable matrices
shared across different conditions, and ⊗ is the Kronecker
product operation. The low-rank decomposition ensures a
consistent low-rank representation strategy. This approach
substantially saves trainable parameters, allowing efficient
fine-tuning over the downstream text-to-image generation
tasks.

The intuition for why Kronecker decomposition works
for finetuning partially is partly rooted in the findings
of [20, 40, 67]. These studies highlight how the model
weights can be broken down into a series of matrix products
and thereby save parameter space. As shown in Figure 2,
the original weights is 6x6, then decomposed into a series
of matrix products. When adapting the training approach
based on the decomposition to controllable T2I, the key lies
in the shared weights, which, while being common across
various conditions, retain most semantic information. For
instance, the shared “slow” weights [61] of an image, com-
bined with another set of “fast” low-rank weights, can pre-
serve the original image’s distribution without a loss in se-
mantic integrity, as illustrated in Figure 3. This observa-
tion implies that updating the slow weights is crucial for
adapting to diverse conditions. Following this insight, it be-
comes logical to learn a set of condition-shared decomposed
weights in each layer, ensuring that these weights remain
consistent across different scenarios. The data utilization
and parameter efficiency is also improved.

2.3. Enhanced Training for Conditional Inputs

We then discuss how to improve the control under multi-
ple input conditions of varying modalities with the efficient
training approach.

Dataset Augmentation with Text Parsing and Segmen-
tation To optimize the model for scenarios involving
multiple homogeneous (same-type) conditional inputs, we
initially augment our dataset. We utilize a large language
model (gpt-3.5-turbo) to parse texts in prompts
containing multiple object entities. The parsing query is
structured as: Given a sentence, analyze the
objects in this sentence, give me the
objects if there are multiple. Following
this, we apply CLIPSeg [39] (clipseg-rd64-refined
version) to segment corresponding regions in the images,
allowing us to divide structural conditions into separate
sub-feature maps tailored to the parsed objects.

Cross-Attention Supervision For each identified seg-
ment, we calculate a unified attention map, Ai, averaging
attention across layers and relevant N text tokens:

Ai =
1

L

L∑
l=1

N∑
i=1

JTi ∈ TjKCAl
i, (3)

where J·K is the Iverson bracket, CAl
i is the cross-attention

map for token i in layer l, and Tj denotes the set of tokens
associated with the j-th segment.

The model is trained to predict noise for image-text pairs
concatenated based on the parsed and segmented results.
An additional loss term, designed to ensure focused re-
construction in areas relevant to each text-derived concept,
is introduced. Inspired by [2], this loss is calculated as
the Mean Squared Error (MSE) deviation from predefined
masks corresponding to the segmented regions:

Lca = Ez,t

[
∥Ai(vi, zt)−Mi∥22

]
, (4)

where Ai(vi, zt) is the cross-attention map between token
vi and noisy latent zt, and Mi represents the mask for the i-
th segment, which is derived from the segmented regions in
our augmented dataset and appropriately resized to match
the dimensions of the cross-attention maps.

Masked Noise Prediction To ensure fidelity to the spec-
ified conditions, we apply a condition-selective diffusion
loss that concentrates the denoising effort on conceptually
significant regions. This focused loss function is applied
solely to pixels within the regions delineated by the concept
masks, which are derived from the non-zero features of the
input structural conditions. Specifically, we set the masks to
be binary where non-zero feature areas are assigned value
of ones [21], and areas lacking features are set to zero. Be-
cause of the sparsity of pose features for this condition, we
use the all-ones mask. These masks serve to underscore the
regions referenced in the corresponding text prompts:

3



Lmask = Ez,ϵ,t

[
∥(ϵ− ϵθ(zt, t))⊙M∥22

]
, (5)

where M represents the union of binary mask ob-
tained from input conditions, zt denotes the noisy latent at
timestep t, ϵ the injected noise, and ϵθ the estimated noise
from the denoising network (U-Net).

The total loss function employed is:

Ltotal = Lldm + λcaLca + λmaskLmask, (6)

with λrec and λattn set to 0.01. The integration of Lca and
Lmask ensure the model will focus at reconstructing the con-
ditional region and attend to guided regions during genera-
tion.

3. Experiments
3.1. Datasets

In pursuit of our objective of achieving controlled Text-
to-Image (T2I) generation, we employed the LAION im-
proved aesthetics 6plus [57] dataset for our model training.
Specifically, we meticulously curated a subset comprising
5,082,236 instances, undertaking the elimination of dupli-
cates and applying filters based on criteria such as resolu-
tion and NSFW score. Given the targeted nature of our con-
trolled generation tasks, the assembly of training data in-
volved considerations of additional input conditions, specif-
ically edge maps, sketch maps, depth maps, segmentation
maps, and pose maps. The extraction of features from these
maps adhered to the methodology expounded in [68].

3.2. Evaluation Metrics

We employ a comprehensive benchmark suite of metrics
including mIoU [50], SSIM [60], mAP, MSE, FID [25], and
CLIP Score [24, 46] 1. The details are given in the Ap-
pendix.

3.3. Experimental Setup

In accordance with the configuration employed in Uni-
ControlNet, we utilized Stable Diffusion 1.5 2 as the foun-
dational model. Our model underwent training for a sin-
gular epoch, employing the AdamW optimizer [32] with
a learning rate set at 10−5. Throughout all experimen-
tal iterations, we standardized the dimensions of input and
conditional images to 512 × 512. The fine-tuning process
was executed on P3 AWS EC2 instances equipped with 64
NVIDIA V100 GPUs.

For quantitative assessment, a subset comprising
10,000 high-quality images from the LAION im-
proved aesthetics 6.5plus dataset was utilized. The
resizing of input conditions to 512 × 512 was conducted
during the inference process.

1https://github.com/jmhessel/clipscore
2https://huggingface.co/runwayml/stable-diffusion-v1-5

Table 1. Text-to-image generation efficiency comparison: Flex-
EControl shows substantial reductions in memory cost, trainable
parameters, and training time, highlighting its improved training
efficiency with the same model architecture. Training times are
averaged over three runs up to 400 iterations for consistency.

Models Memory Cost ↓ # Params. ↓ Training Time ↓
Uni-ControlNet [71] 20.47GB 1271M 5.69 ± 1.33s/it
LoRA [27] 17.84GB 1074M 3.97 ± 1.27 s/it
PHM [67] 15.08GB 819M 3.90 ± 2.01 s/it
FlexEControl (ours) 14.33GB 750M 2.15 ± 1.42 s/it

3.3.1 Structural Input Condition Extraction

We start from the processing of various local conditions
used in our experiments. To facilitate a comprehensive eval-
uation, we have incorporated a diverse range of structural
conditions, each processed using specialized techniques:

• Edge Maps: For generating edge maps, we utilized two
distinct techniques:

– Canny Edge Detector [6] - A widely used method
for edge detection in images.

– HED Boundary Extractor [63] - Holistically-
Nested Edge Detection, an advanced technique
for identifying object boundaries.

– MLSD [17] - A method particularly designed for
detecting multi-scale line segments in images.

• Sketch Maps: We adopted a sketch extraction tech-
nique detailed in [58] to convert images into their
sketch representations.

• Pose Information: OpenPose [8] was employed to ex-
tract human pose information from images, which pro-
vides detailed body joint and keypoint information.

• Depth Maps: For depth estimation, we integrated Mi-
das [49], a robust method for predicting depth infor-
mation from single images.

• Segmentation Maps: Segmentation of images was per-
formed using the method outlined in [62], which fo-
cuses on accurately segmenting various objects within
an image.

3.4. Baselines

In our comparative evaluation, we assess T2I-
Adapter [42], PHM [67], Uni-ControlNet [71], and
LoRA [27].

3.5. Quantitative Results

Table 1 highlights FlexEControl’s superior efficiency
compared to Uni-ControlNet. It achieves a 30% reduction
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   Input Condition                  Input Condition2                   Uni-ControlNet                         LoRA                               Uni-Control                             Ours
Text Prompt: A coffee and the candle

Text Prompt: A car is parking

Figure 4. Qualitative comparison of FlexEControl and existing controllable diffusion models with multiple heterogeneous conditions. First
row: FlexEControl effectively integrates both the segmentation and edge maps to generate a coherent image while Uni-ControlNet and
LoRA miss the segmentation map and Uni-Control generates a messy image. Second row: The input condition types are one depth map
and one sketch map. FlexEControl can do more faithful generation while all three others generate the candle in the coffee.

Figure 5. Qualitative comparison of FlexEControl and existing controllable diffusion models with single condition. Text prompt: A bed.
The image quality of FlexEControl is comparable to existing methods and Uni-ControlNet + LoRA, while FlexEControl has much more
efficiency.

in memory cost, lowers trainable parameters by 41% (from
1271M to 750M), and significantly reduces training time
per iteration from 5.69s to 2.15s.

Table 2 provides a comprehensive comparison of
FlexEControl’s performance against Uni-ControlNet and
T2IAdapter across diverse input conditions. After training
on a dataset of 5M text-image pairs, FlexEControl demon-
strates better, if not superior, performance metrics com-
pared to Uni-ControlNet and T2IAdapter. Note that Uni-

ControlNet is trained on a much larger dataset (10M text-
image pairs from the LAION dataset). Although there is a
marginal decrease in SSIM scores for sketch maps and mAP
scores for poses, FlexEControl excels in other metrics, no-
tably surpassing Uni-ControlNet and T2IAdapter. This un-
derscores our method’s proficiency in enhancing efficiency
and elevating overall quality and accuracy in controllable
text-to-image generation tasks.

To substantiate the efficacy of FlexEControl in en-
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Table 2. Quantitative evaluation of controllability and image quality for single structural conditional inputs. FlexEControl performs overall
better while maintaining much improved efficiency.

Models Canny MLSD HED Sketch Depth Segmentation Poses FID↓ CLIP Score↑(SSIM)↑ (SSIM)↑ (SSIM)↑ (SSIM)↑ (MSE)↓ (mIoU)↑ (mAP)↑
T2IAdapter [42] 0.4480 - - 0.5241 90.01 0.6983 0.3156 27.80 0.4957
Uni-Control [45] 0.4977 0.6374 0.4885 0.5509 90.04 0.7143 0.2083 27.80 0.4899
Uni-ControlNet [71] 0.4910 0.6083 0.4715 0.5901 90.17 0.7084 0.2125 27.74 0.4890
PHM [67] 0.4365 0.5712 0.4633 0.4878 91.38 0.5534 0.1664 27.91 0.4961
LoRA [27] 0.4497 0.6381 0.5043 0.5097 89.09 0.5480 0.1538 27.99 0.4832
FlexEControl (ours) 0.4990 0.6385 0.5041 0.5518 90.93 0.7496 0.2093 27.55 0.4963

Table 3. Quantitative evaluation of controllability and image quality on FlexEControl along with its variants and Uni-ControlNet. For Uni-
ControlNet, we implement multiple conditioning by adding two homogeneous conditional images after passing through feature extractors.

Models Canny MLSD HED Sketch Depth Segmentation Poses FID↓ CLIP Score↑(SSIM)↑ (SSIM)↑ (SSIM)↑ (SSIM)↑ (MSE)↓ (mIoU)↑ (mAP)↑

Single Conditioning

Uni-ControlNet 0.3268 0.4097 0.3177 0.4096 98.80 0.4075 0.1433 29.43 0.4844
FlexEControl (w/o Lca) 0.3698 0.4905 0.3870 0.4855 94.90 0.4449 0.1432 28.03 0.4874

FlexEControl (w/o Lmask) 0.3701 0.4894 0.3805 0.4879 94.30 0.4418 0.1432 28.19 0.4570
FlexEControl 0.3711 0.4920 0.3871 0.4869 94.83 0.4479 0.1432 28.03 0.4877

Multiple Conditioning

Uni-ControlNet 0.3078 0.3962 0.3054 0.3871 98.84 0.3981 0.1393 28.75 0.4828
FlexEControl (w/o Lca) 0.3642 0.4901 0.3704 0.4815 94.95 0.4368 0.1405 28.50 0.4870

FlexEControl (w/o Lmask) 0.3666 0.4834 0.3712 0.4831 94.89 0.4400 0.1406 28.68 0.4542
FlexEControl 0.3690 0.4915 0.3784 0.4849 92.90 0.4429 0.1411 28.24 0.4873

hancing training efficiency while upholding commendable
model performance, and to ensure a fair comparison, an ab-
lation study was conducted by training models on an iden-
tical dataset. We traine FlexEControl along its variants
and Uni-ControlNet on a subset of 100,000 training sam-
ples from LAION improved aesthetics 6plus. When trained
with the identical data, FlexEControl performs better than
Uni-ControlNet. The outcomes are presented in Table 3.
Evidently, FlexEControl exhibits substantial improvements
over Uni-ControlNet when trained on the same dataset.
This underscores the effectiveness of our approach in op-
timizing data utilization, concurrently diminishing compu-
tational costs, and enhancing efficiency in the text-to-image
generation process.

To validate FlexEControl’s effectiveness in handling
multiple structural conditions, we compared it with Uni-
ControlNet through human evaluations. Two scenarios
were considered: multiple homogeneous input conditions
(300 images, each generated with 2 canny edge maps) and
multiple heterogeneous input conditions (500 images, each
generated with 2 randomly selected conditions). Results,
summarized in Table 4, reveal that FlexEControl was pre-
ferred by 64.00% of annotators, significantly outperform-
ing Uni-ControlNet (23.67%). This underscores FlexE-
Control’s proficiency with complex, homogeneous inputs.
Additionally, FlexEControl demonstrated superior align-
ment with input conditions (67.33%) compared to Uni-
ControlNet (23.00%). In scenarios with random heteroge-
neous conditions, FlexEControl was preferred for overall

Table 4. Human evaluation of FlexEControl and Uni-ControlNet
under homogenous and heterogeneous structural conditions, as-
sessing both human preference and condition alignment. ”Win”
indicates FlexEControl’s preference, ”Tie” denotes equivalence,
and ”Lose” indicates Uni-ControlNet’s preference. Results indi-
cate that under homogeneous conditions, FlexEControl outper-
forms Uni-ControlNet in both human preference and condition
alignment.

Condition Type Metric Win Tie Lose

Homogeneous Human Preference (%) 64.00 12.33 23.67
Condition Alignment (%) 67.33 9.67 23.00

Heterogeneous Human Preference (%) 9.80 87.40 2.80
Condition Alignment (%) 6.60 89.49 4.00

quality and alignment over Uni-ControlNet.

In addition to our primary comparisons, we conducted
an additional quantitative evaluation of FlexEControl and
Uni-ControlNet. This evaluation focused on assessing im-
age quality under scenarios involving multiple conditions
from both the homogeneous and heterogeneous modalities.
The findings of this evaluation are summarized in Table 5.
FlexEControl consistently outperforms Uni-ControlNet in
both categories, demonstrating lower FID scores for better
image quality and higher CLIP scores for improved align-
ment with text prompts.
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Table 5. Quantitative evaluation of controllability and image qual-
ity in scenarios with multiple conditions from heterogeneous and
homogeneous modalities for FlexEControl and Uni-ControlNet.
The ’heterogeneous’ category averages the performance across
one Canny condition combined with six other different modalities.
The ’homogeneous’ category represents the average performance
across seven identical modalities (three inputs).

Condition Type Baseline FID↓ CLIP Score↑

Heterogeneous Uni-ControlNet 27.81 0.4869
FlexEControl 27.47 0.4981

Homogeneous Uni-ControlNet 28.98 0.4858
FlexEControl 27.65 0.4932

3.6. Qualitative Results

We present qualitative results of our FlexEControl under
three different settings: single input condition, multiple het-
erogeneous conditions, and multiple homogeneous condi-
tions, illustrated in Figure 5, Figure 4, and Figure 6, respec-
tively. The results indicate that FlexEControl is comparable
to baseline models when a single condition is input. How-
ever, with multiple conditions, FlexEControl consistently
and noticeably outperforms other models. Particularly, un-
der multiple homogeneous conditions, FlexEControl excels
in generating overall higher quality images that align more
closely with the input conditions, surpassing other models.

4. Related Work
FlexEControl is an instance of efficient training and con-

trollable text-to-image generation. Here, we overview mod-
eling efforts in the subset of efficient training towards reduc-
ing parameters and memory cost and controllable T2I.

Efficient Training Prior work has proposed efficient
training methodologies both for pretraining and fine-tuning.
These methods have established their efficacy across an ar-
ray of language and vision tasks. One of these explored
strategies is Prompt Tuning [35], where trainable prompt
tokens are appended to pretrained models [22, 29, 30, 56].
These tokens can be added exclusively to input embed-
dings or to all intermediate layers [37], allowing for nu-
anced model control and performance optimization. Low-
Rank Adaptation (LoRA) [27] is another innovative ap-
proach that introduces trainable rank decomposition ma-
trices for the parameters of each layer. LoRA has exhib-
ited promising fine-tuning ability on large generative mod-
els including diffusion models [19], indicating its potential
for broader application. Furthermore, the use of Adapters
inserts lightweight adaptation modules into each layer of
a pretrained transformer [26, 53]. This method has been
successfully extended across various setups [16, 42, 69],

demonstrating its adaptability and practicality. Other ap-
proaches including post-training model compression [14]
facilitate the transition from a fully optimized model to a
compressed version – either sparse [15], quantized [18,36],
or both. This methodology was particularly helpful for pa-
rameter quantization [13]. Different from these method-
ologies, our work puts forth a new unified strategy that
aims to enhance the efficient training of text-to-image dif-
fusion models through the leverage of low-rank structure.
Our proposed method integrates principles from these es-
tablished techniques to offer a fresh perspective on training
efficiency, adding to the rich tapestry of existing solutions
in this rapidly evolving field.

Controllable Text-to-Image Generation Recent devel-
opments in the text-to-image generation domain strives for
more control over image generation, enabling more tar-
geted, stable, and accurate visual outputs, several models
like T2I-Adapter [42] and Composer [28] have emerged
to enhance image generations following the semantic guid-
ance of text prompts and multiple different structural condi-
tional control. However, existing methods are struggling at
dealing with multiple conditions from the same modalities,
especially when they have conflicts, e.g. multiple segmenta-
tion maps and at the same time follow the guidance of text
prompts; Recent studies also highlight challenges in con-
trollable text-to-image generation (T2I), such as omission
of objects in text prompts and mismatched attributes [3,34],
showing that current models are strugging at handling con-
trols from different conditions. Towards these, the Attend-
and-Excite method [10] refines attention regions to ensure
distinct attention across separate image regions. ReCo [64],
GLIGEN [38], and Layout-Guidance [11] allow for image
generation informed by bounding boxes and regional de-
scriptions. Our work improves the model’s controllability
by proposing a new training strategy.

5. Conclusion
This work introduces a unified approach that improves

both the flexibility and efficiency of diffusion-based text-
to-image generation. Our experimental results demonstrate
a substantial reduction in memory cost and trainable param-
eters without compromising inference time or performance.
Future work may explore more sophisticated decomposition
techniques, furthering the pursuit of an optimal balance be-
tween model efficiency, complexity, and expressive power.

7



Figure 6. Qualitative performance of FlexEControl when conditioning on diverse compositions of multiple modalities. Each row in
the figure corresponds to a unique type of condition, with the text prompts and conditions as follows: (first row) two canny edge maps
with the prompt A motorcycle in the forest, (second row) two depth maps for A car, (third row) two sketch maps depict-
ing A vase with a green apple, (fourth row) dual canny edge maps for Stormtrooper’s lecture at the football
field, (fifth row) two segmentation maps visualizing A deer in the forests, (sixth row) two MLSD edge maps for A sofa
in a desert, and (seventh row) one segmentation map and one edge map for A bird. These examples illustrate the robust capability
of FlexEControl to effectively utilize multiple multimodal conditions, generating images that are not only visually compelling but also
faithfully aligned with the given textual descriptions and input conditions.
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