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Figure 1. HawkI generates aerial-view images from a text description and an exemplar input image. It builds on a text to 2D image stable
diffusion model and does not require any additional 3D or multi-view information at fine-tuning or inference.

Abstract

We present HawkI, for synthesizing aerial-view images
from text and an exemplar image, without any additional
multi-view or 3D information for finetuning or at inference.
HawkI uses techniques from classical computer vision and
information theory. It seamlessly blends the visual features
from the input image within a pretrained text-to-2D-image
stable diffusion model with a test-time optimization process
for a careful bias-variance trade-off, which uses an Inverse
Perspective Mapping (IPM) homography transformation to
provide subtle cues for aerial-view synthesis. At inference,
HawkI employs a unique mutual information guidance for-
mulation to steer the generated image towards faithfully
replicating the semantic details of the input-image, while
maintaining a realistic aerial perspective. Mutual infor-
mation guidance maximizes the semantic consistency be-
tween the generated image and the input image, without en-
forcing pixel-level correspondence between vastly different
viewpoints. Through extensive qualitative and quantitative
comparisons against text + exemplar-image based methods
and 3D/ multi-view based novel-view synthesis methods on
proposed synthetic and real datasets, we demonstrate that
our method achieves a significantly better bias-variance

trade-off towards generating high fidelity aerial-view im-
ages. Code and data is available at https://github.
com/divyakraman/HawkI2024.

1. Introduction
Widely available text-to-image models such as Stable

Diffusion [64], trained on large-scale text and 2D image
data, contain rich knowledge of the 3D world. They are
capable of generating scenes from various viewpoints, in-
cluding aerial views. However, due to limitations of the ex-
pressiveness of the text, we may not be able to completely
describe the precise scene that we wish to generate. More-
over, the generative capabilities of the pretrained model is
constrained by the aerial-view images in the dataset that
it was trained on, which is typically limited. Consequen-
tially, along with text, it is beneficial to use an easily avail-
able representative front-view image describing the aerial
view of the scene we wish to generate. The task of gener-
ating aerial-view images from a given input image and its
text description finds applications in the generation of real-
istic diverse aerial view synthetic data for improved aerial
view perception tasks [4, 12, 36, 37, 41], and weak super-
vision for cross-view synthesis applications [49] such as
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localization and mapping [31], autonomous driving [10],
augmented and virtual reality [21], 3D reconstruction [82],
medical imaging [80], drone-enabled surveillance [2].

Aerial-view images corresponding to text and an input
image can be sampled using text-to-3D and novel view syn-
thesis (NVS) [48,56]. These methods sample different cam-
era viewpoints by explicitly specifying the camera angle.
However, they often need to trained on enormous, large-
scale datasets with 3D details and scenes from multiple
views. Is it possible for text-to-image(2D) diffusion models
to generate aerial-view images without any multi-view or
3D information?

Another closely related task is image editing [34] and
personalization [65], where the goal is to use an input im-
age and a target text to generate an image consistent with
both inputs. These methods are generally successful in
performing a wide range of non-rigid transformations in-
cluding text-controlled view synthesis. However, the large
translation required for aerial view synthesis makes them
sub-optimal [56]. This is due to bias-variance trade-off is-
sues, even more amplified when only a single input image is
provided. Aerial Diffusion [38] attempted to alleviate this
bias-variance trade-off, but at the cost of per-sample hy-
perparameter tuning, residual diagonal artifacts in many of
the generated images arising from direct finetuning on sub-
optimal homography projections and severe performance
drops on complex scenes with multiple objects.

Main contributions. We propose HawkI for aerial view
synthesis, guided by text and a single input image. Our
method leverages text-to-image diffusion models for prior
knowledge and does not require any 3D or multi-view data.
Since explicitly specifying camera details in text descrip-
tions isn’t always possible, similar to prior work on text-
based viewpoint generation [38, 65], we consider any gen-
erated image with a significantly higher viewpoint and alti-
tude compared to the original image to be an aerial view.
HawkI fuses techniques from classical computer vision
and information theory within a stable diffusion backbone
model to guide the synthesis of the aerial-view image. The
key novel components of our algorithm include:

1. Test-time optimization: This step enables the model
to acquire the characteristics of the input image, while
maintaining sufficient variability in the embedding
space for aerial-view synthesis. We condition the em-
bedding space by sequentially optimizing the CLIP
text-image embedding and the LoRA layers corre-
sponding to the diffusion UNet on the input image and
its Inverse Perspective Mapping (IPM) homography
transformation in close vicinity. In addition to creating
variance, IPM provides implicit guidance towards the
direction of transformation for aerial-view synthesis.

2. Mutual Information Guided Inference: This step
generates a semantically consistent aerial-view image
while accounting for viewpoint differences. Unlike
conventional approaches [3, 22] that rely on restrictive
pixel-level constraints (often ineffective for different
viewpoints), we propose a mutual information vastly
guidance formulation. Mutual information guidance,
rooted in information theory, ensures consistency be-
tween the contents of the generated image and the in-
put image by maximizing the information contained
between the probability distributions of the input im-
age and the generated aerial image.

Our method performs inference-time optimization on the
given text-image inputs and does not require a dataset to
train on, hence, it is easily applicable to any in-the-wild im-
age. To test our method, we collect a diverse set of synthetic
images (from Stable Diffusion XL) and real images (from
Unsplash), spanning across natural scenes, indoor scenes,
human actions and animations. Qualitative and quantitative
comparisons with prior work, on metrics such as CLIP [58]
(measuring viewpoint and text consistency) and SSCD [54],
DINOv2 [52] (measuring consistency w.r.t. input image),
demonstrate that HawkI generates aerial-view images with
a significantly better viewpoint-fidelity (or bias-variance)
trade-off. We also present extensive ablation experiments
and comparisons with 3D-based novel-view synthesis meth-
ods highlighting the benefits of our 3D-free classical guid-
ance approaches. Our method can also be extended to gen-
erate more views that can be text-controlled (such as ‘side
view’, bottom view’, ‘back view’), as evidenced by our re-
sults.

2. Related work
3D and novel view synthesis. Novel view synthe-

sis [53, 79, 83] from a single image is an active area of re-
search in generative AI. Many methods [25, 33, 75, 92] use
NeRF based techniques. Nerdi [16] use language guidance
with NeRFs for view synthesis. Many recent methods use
diffusion [6, 47, 48, 57, 67, 70, 72, 73] to sample different
views. 3D generation methods [11, 42, 56, 59, 86] use text
to guide the reconstruction. All of these methods use large
amounts of multi-view and 3D data for supervised training.
Methods like Zero-1-to-3 [48] and Zero-123++ [70] use
a pretrained stable diffusion [64] model, along with large
data for supervised training, to learn different camera view-
points. 3D-free methods such as Free3D [91] still require
multi-view and 3D information while training.
Warping, scene extrapolation and homography. Sce-
nescape [23], DiffDreamer [7] and similar methods [9, 63,
83] estimate a depth map, reproject the pixels into the de-
sired camera perspective and outpaint the scene. Again,
these methods require 3D and multi-view information at
training stage. Using a homography to estimate the scene



from an aerial perspective is highly inaccurate, hence, at-
tempting to create realistic aerial view images by simply
filling in missing information based on the homography
(outpainting) leads to poor outcomes. Homography maps
have also been used in various deep learning based com-
puter vision solutions [14, 18, 26, 46, 88].
Image editing/ personalization. Diffusion models have
emerged as successful tools for single image editing and
personalization. Methods such as DreamBooth [65],
DreamBooth LoRA [30], HyperDreamBooth [66], Textual
Inversion [24], Custom Diffusion [39] are able to gener-
ated personalized images of subjects. Image editing meth-
ods such as Imagic [34], Paint-by-Example [87], Control-
Net [89], DiffEdit [13] are able to edit images to perform
non-rigid transformations and also use exemplar signals
for guidance. However, these methods can either generate
aerial images with low fidelity w.r.t. the input image or gen-
erate high-fidelity images with viewpoints very close to the
input image.
Cross-view synthesis. Prior work on cross-view synthe-
sis [1, 19, 43–45, 49, 60–62, 69, 71, 76, 78, 84, 90] are data
intensive - they use paired data and modalities such as se-
mantic maps, depth, multi-views, etc within their architec-
tures. Aerial Diffusion [38] uses text and an exemplar im-
age for the task by alternating sampling between viewpoint
and homography projects. However, the generated images
have diagonal artifacts with poor quality results for com-
plex scenes that typically contain more than one object and
requires manual per-sample hyperparameter tuning.
Guidance techniques in diffusion. Guidance methods [3,
17, 29, 51] have been used to control and guide diffusion
denoising towards semantic maps, image classes, etc. These
guidance techniques cannot enforce view-invariant image-
image similarity, critical for aligning the contents in two
images with vastly different viewpoints.

3. Method
We present HawkI to generate aerial view images us-

ing a single input image IS and its text description tS (e.g.
‘a cosy living room’, can be obtained using the BLIP-2
model [40]). We do not use any training data or 3D/multi-
view data. We leverage the pretrained text-to-2D image sta-
ble diffusion [64] model to serve as a strong prior, and uti-
lize classical computer vision and information theory prin-
ciples to achieve the desired goal in a holistic manner. We
present an overview of our method in Figure 2.

• Test-time optimization: We perform multi-step test-
time optimization to incorporate the input image IS
within the pretrained model, at an appropriate bias-
variance trade-off. Specifically, we optimize the CLIP
text-image embedding and the LoRA layers in the dif-
fusion UNet sequentially on the input image and its in-
verse perspective mapping, in close vicinity. This ad-

ditionally conditions the embedding space viewpoint
transformations, along with acquiring the characteris-
tics of the input image.

• Inference: To generate the aerial-view image, we use
the target text description tT , that takes the form ‘aerial
view, ’ + tS (e.g. ‘aerial view, a cosy living room’). To
ensure that the generated aerial image is semantically
close to the input image, we use mutual information
guidance.

Next, we describe our method in detail.

3.1. Test-time optimization
The text-to-2D image stable diffusion model has knowl-

edge of the 3D world as a consequence of the large amount
of diverse data it has been trained on. It understands [68]
different viewpoints, different styles, backgrounds, etc. Im-
age editing and personalization methods such as Dream-
Booth [65], DreamBooth LoRA [30], Imagic [34], SVD-
iff [27] exploit this property to perform transformations
such as making a standing dog sit and generating its im-
age in front of the Eiffel tower. At a high level, the standard
procedure adopted by these methods to generate edited or
personalized images is to finetune the model on the input
image, followed by inferencing. These methods are how-
ever not very successful in text-guided aerial view synthe-
sis, which demands a large transformation. Specifically, di-
rectly finetuning the diffusion model on eS to reconstruct IS
results in severe overfitting, where eS is the CLIP text em-
bedding for tS . This makes it difficult for the model to gen-
erate large variations to the scene required for aerial view
synthesis.

We propose a four-step finetuning approach to enable the
model to learn the characteristics of IS , while ensuring suf-
ficient variance for aerial view generation.

3.1.1 Optimization using IS:

In the first step, we start from eS and compute the optimized
CLIP text-image embedding eopt to reconstruct IS using a
frozen diffusion model UNet using the denoising diffusion
loss function L [28].

min
eopt

0∑
t=T

L(f(xt, t, eopt; θ), IS), (1)

where t is the diffusion timestep and xt is the latents at time
t. This formulation allows us to find the text embedding that
characterizes IS better than the generic text embedding eS .

Next, to enable eopt accurately reconstruct IS , we opti-
mize the diffusion UNet using the denoising diffusion ob-
jective function. Note that we insert LoRA layers within
the attention modules in the diffusion UNet and finetune



Figure 2. Overview. HawkI generates aerial-view images, using a text description and a single image IS as supervisory signals. It builds
on a pretrained text-to-image diffusion model, and does not use any 3D or multi-view information. It performs test-time finetuning to
optimize the text embedding and the diffusion model to reconstruct the input image and its inverse perspective mapping in close vicinity.
Such a mechanism enables the incorporation of image specific knowledge within the model, while retaining its imaginative capabilities (or
variance). At inference, HawkI uses mutual information guidance to maximize the information between the probability distributions of the
generated image and IS , to generate a high-fidelity aerial-view image.

only the LoRA layers with parameters θLoRA, the rest of
the UNet parameters are frozen,

min
θLoRA

0∑
t=T

L(f(xt, t, eopt; θ), IS). (2)

While optimizing eopt instead of eS to reconstruct IS en-
sures lesser bias (or more variance), the embedding space is
still not sufficiently conditioned to generate an aerial view
of the image.

3.1.2 Optimization using inverse perspective mapping.

Inverse perspective mapping (IPM) [74] is a homography
transformation from classical computer vision to generate
the aerial-view of an image from its ground-view. Despite
not being accurate, it can provide pseudo weak supervision
for the generation of the aerial image and also add more
variance to the embedding space. We denote the inverse per-
spective mapping of the input image by IH , computed fol-
lowing [38]. We perform the following optimization steps
to condition the embedding space towards the desired view-
point transformation. To find the text embedding eH that
best characterises IH , we start from eopt and optimize the
text embedding with a frozen diffusion model, similar to
Equation 1. Finding eH in the vicinity of eopt instead of
eS ensures that the text-image space corresponding to eS
doesn’t get distorted to generate the poor quality IPM im-
age. Next, we finetune the diffusion model using the de-
noising diffusion objective function to reconstruct IH at eH ,
similar to Equation 2. Again, only the LoRA layers are fine-
tuned, the rest of the UNet is frozen.

Note that we find eopt and eH by optimizing eS and eopt,
respectively for a small number of iterations. We need to
ensure that eS , eopt and eH are all in close vicinity. Our
finetuning approach conditions the embedding space to en-
capsulate the details of IS and viewpoint, while having suf-
ficient variance to generate large transformations required
for the generation of the aerial image.

3.2. Mutual Information Guided Inference
Our next step is to use the finetuned diffusion model to

generate the aerial view image for the text prompt tT . The
text embedding for tT is eT . Diffusion denoising, condi-
tioned on eT is capable of generating aerial images corre-
sponding to IS . However, oftentimes, the contents of the
generated aerial view image does not align well with the
contents of IS . Consequently, to ensure high fidelity gen-
erations, our goal is to guide the contents of the aerial view
image towards the contents of IS .

Similarity measures such as L1 distance, cosine similar-
ity are capable of providing this guidance. However, they
are not invariant to viewpoint/ structure. Since we want
the two images to be similar (while observed from differ-
ent viewpoints), using metrics that impose matching at the
pixel (or feature) level is not the best approach. Rather, it is
judicious to use the probability distribution of the features.

In information theory, mutual information quantifies the
‘amount of information’ obtained about one random vari-
able by observing the other random variable. Mutual infor-
mation has been used [35,50,81,85] to measure the similar-
ity between images in various computer vision tasks such as
medical image registration, frame sampling, etc. It yields
smooth cost functions for optimization [77]. The mutual
information between two probability distribution functions
(pdf) p(x), p(y) for two random variables X ,Y is defined as
I(X ,Y) = H(X )+H(Y)−H(X ,Y) where H(X ), H(Y)
are the entropies of p(x), p(y) and H(X ,Y) is the joint en-
tropy. Entropy of a random variable X is a measure of its
uncertainity, H(X ) = −

∑
x∈X pX(x)log(pX(x));

H(X ,Y) = −
∑

(x,y)∈X ,Y

pXY (x, y)log(pXY (x, y)).

Thus,

I(X ,Y) = −
∑

(x,y)∈X ,Y

pXY (x, y)
log(pXY (x, y))

pX(x)pY (y)
.

Hence, mutual information, in some sense, measures the
distance between the actual joint distribution between two



probability distributions and the distribution under an as-
sumption that the two variables are completely independent.
Thus, it is a measure of dependence [32] and can be used to
measure the information between two images. In order to
maximize the similarity in content between IS and the gen-
erated aerial image, we maximize the mutual information
between them. We define our mutual information guidance
function as follows.

Let zt denote the predicted latents at timestep t. We de-
note z0,t as the latents of the final predicted image extrap-
olated from zt i.e. if the denoising were to proceed in a
vanilla fashion in the same direction that computed zt, the
latents of the final predicted image would be z0,t. At every
step of sampling (except the final step), we wish to maxi-
mize the mutual information between z0,t and zS where zS
are the latents corresponding to IS . Hence, the guidance
function we wish to maximize is, GMI = I(z0,t, zS).

The computation of mutual information requires us to
compute the marginal and joint probability density func-
tions (pdf) of z0,t and zS . We construct 2D histograms of
the latents (by reshaping the latents of size C×H×W into
C ×HW ) and compute their marginal pdfs. The joint pdfs
can then be computed from the marginal pdfs, which can
be plugged into the formula for mutual information. Our
next task is to use GMI to guide the generation of the aerial
image.

Guidance techniques such as classifier-free guid-
ance [29], universal guidance [3] and steered diffusion [51]
modify the sampling method to guide the image genera-
tion with feedback from the guidance function. The gra-
dient of the guidance function w.r.t. the predicted noise at
timestep t is an indicator of the additional noise that needs
to be removed from the latents to steer the generated im-
age towards the guidance signal. Synonymously, the gra-
dient of the guidance function w.r.t. the predicted latents
is an indicator of the direction in which the latents need to
move in order to maximize their alignment with the guid-
ance function. Specifically, at every step of sampling (ex-
cept the final step), we modify the predicted latents zt as
ẑt = zt − λMI∇zt(−1 ∗GMI). Note that we use the neg-
ative of the mutual information to compute the gradients
since we want to maximize the mutual information between
the generated latents and the input image.

4. Experiments and Results
Data. We collect a synthetic dataset, HawkI-Syn and a
real dataset, HawkI-Real. Both datasets contain images
across a wide variety of categories including indoor scenes,
natural scenes, human actions, birds/ animals, animations,
traffic scenes and architectures. HawkI-Syn contains 500
images that were generated using Stable Diffusion XL [55].
To generate the text prompts for the generated images in
HawkI-Syn, we used Large Languuage Models (LLMs)

Figure 3. Compared to state-of-the-art text + exemplar image
based methods, HawkI is able to generate images that are “more
aerial”, while being consistent with the input image. The top three
images are from the HawkI-Syn dataset, the bottom three images
are from the HawkI-Real dataset.

Figure 4. HawkI achieves the best viewpoint-fidelity trade-off
amongst prior work on text + exemplar image based aerial-
view synthesis, on various quantitative metrics indicate of text-
alignment (for viewpoint and a broad description of the scene) and
image alignment (for fidelity w.r.t. input image).

such as ChatGPT and Bard. HawkI-Real contains 139 im-
ages downloaded from the Unsplash website, the text de-
scriptions for these images were obtained using the BLIP-
2 [40] model.



Training details. We use the stable diffusion 2.1 model
in all our experiments, ablations and comparisons. All our
images (except for images in HawkI-Real) are at a resolu-
tion of 512 × 512. With respect to IS , we train the text
embedding and the diffusion model for 1, 000 and 500 iter-
ations respectively, at a learning rate of 1e − 3 and 2e − 4
respectively. Using 1000 iterations to optimize the text em-
bedding ensures that the text embedding eopt at which IS
is reconstructed is not too close to eS , which would make
it biased towards IS otherwise. Similarly, it is not too far
from eS either, hence the text embedding space learns the
characteristics of IS . With respect to IH , we train the text
embedding and the diffusion UNet for 500 and 250 itera-
tions respectively. We want eH to be in close vicinity of
eopt; we train the diffusion model for just 250 iterations so
that the model does not completely overfit to IH . The role
of IH is to create variance and provide pseudo supervision,
it is not an accurate approximation of the aerial view. We
set the hyperparameter for mutual information guidance at
1e− 5 or 1e− 6, the inference is run for 50 steps.

Computational cost. For each input image, HawkI takes
3.5 minutes to perform test-time optimization on one
NVIDIA A5000 GPU with 24 GB memory. The inference
time is consistent with that of Stable Diffusion, about 7 sec-
onds to generate each sample with 50 denoising steps. The
computational cost is on par with text-based image person-
alization [34, 65] and text-based aerial-view synthesis [38]
methods. The number of network parameters is also con-
sistent across all these models, we use the Stable Diffusion
v2.1 + LoRA backbone across methods.

Quantitative evaluation metrics. We follow prior work
on text-based image editing/ personalization and text-based
view synthesis to evaluate our method:

• Viewpoint and text alignment: We use the text descrip-
tion ‘aerial view, ’ + tS and ‘aerial view’, along with
the generated image, to compute the CLIP-Score [58]
and the A-CLIP Score respectively. The former indi-
cates alignment of the generated image with the de-
tailed textual description of the image describing the
contents along with the viewpoint; the latter focuses
more on the viewpoint.

• Image fidelity and 3D coherence: To evaluate the over-
all alignment of the contents of the generated aerial-
view image with the input image, we compute the
CLIP-I score [65] which measures the cosine similar-
ity between the embeddings of the aerial-view image
and the input image in the CLIP space. For a better
indicator of the fidelity and 3D coherence between the
two images, we also use the self-supervised similarity
detection metrics, DINOv2 [8, 52] and SSCD [54].

• Top-1 accuracy on a downstream UAV task.

• Ground-truth comparison with images sampled from
3D models using CLIP, LPIPS, and DINO metrics.

Higher values are desired for each of these metrics. View-
point faithfulness and fidelity w.r.t input image are a direct
result of the bias-variance trade-off of the model, and high
values for both are desired. However, as noted by Blau et.
al. [5], maximizing both is not straightforward; inevitably
one of the factors will degrade in response to the improve-
ment in the other. For each input image, we generate 5 aerial
images, with random noise initializations, and choose the
image with the highest CLIP + SSCD score (since CLIP is
an indicator of viewpoint + content alignment and SSCD
score measures the fidelity w.r.t. the input image).

4.1. Comparisons against text + exemplar image
based methods

We compare our method with DreamBooth LoRA [65],
a text-based image personalization method; Imagic
LoRA [34], a text-based image editing method; and Aerial
Diffusion LoRA [38], a method for text-based aerial image
generation from a single image. We keep the backbone sta-
ble diffusion model, image prompts, training details, and
evaluation method consistent across all comparisons.

We show qualitative results in Figure 3. Our method is
able to generate aerial views as per input image guidance
across a diverse set of scenes. Our method generates re-
sults that are more aerial in viewpoint than DreamBooth
and Imagic, while being largely consistent with the contents
of the input image. Aerial Diffusion is unable to generate
good quality images of scenes that have many objects. Our
method is able to deal with complex scenes as well as mod-
ify the viewpoint.

We show the quantitative results in Figure 7. Our method
achieves a higher CLIP score than all prior work, indicating
that it is able to generate an aerial view of the scene with
contents dictated by the text better than prior work. The
A-CLIP score achieved by our method is higher than that
of DreamBooth and Imagic, indicating better conformance
to the aerial viewpoint. Even though the A-CLIP score of
HawkI is lower than than of Aerial Diffusion, Aerial Dif-
fusion generates poor quality images for scenes with more
than one object and also has diagonal artifacts in its gen-
erated images, as we observe from the other metrics and
qualitative results, thus, offsetting its high A-CLIP Score.

CLIP-I and self-supervised metrics such as SSCD and
DINO are not viewpoint invariant. In many cases, since
Imagic and DreamBooth generate views close to the input
view, rather than aerial views, it is natural for them to have
higher CLIP-I, SSCD and DINO Scores. Our method has a
much higher CLIP-I, SSCD and DINO score than Aerial
Diffusion, showing considerable improvement over prior
work in retaining the fidelity and 3D consistency w.r.t. the
input image, while modifying the viewpoint. In summary,
our specialized aerial-view synthesis method achieves the



Figure 5. (Left figure.) Ablation experiments show that Inverse Perspective Mapping helps in the generation of images that are aerial,
mutual information guidance helps in preserving the contents w.r.t. input image. (Right figure.) We compare with latest related work
on novel view synthesis: Zero-1-to-3 [48] and Zero123++ [70]. Both methods use the pretrained text-to-2D-image stable diffusion model
along with the 800k 3D objects dataset, Objaverse [15], for training. Our method uses just the pretrained text-to-2D-image stable diffusion
model to generate better results for the task of aerial view synthesis, guided by text and a single input image.

best viewpoint-fidelity trade-off amongst all related prior
work.

4.2. Comparisons against 3D based novel view syn-
thesis (NVS) methods

We compare with state-of-the-art benchmark methods on
stable diffusion based novel view synthesis from a single
image in Figure 5. Zero-1-to-3 [48] and Zero123++ [70],
both, train on large amounts of multi-view and 3D data
from Objaverse [15] contain 800K+ 3D models; in addi-
tion to leveraging a pretrained text-to-2Dimage stable dif-
fusion model. In contrast, our method does not use any
multi-view or 3D information and is capable of generating
better results in multiple cases. Another task-level differ-
ence between our method and prior work on NVS is that the
latter aim to explicitly control the camera angle and gener-
ate 3D objects in Zero-1-to-3 [48], the camera-angle gener-
ated by our method is arbitrary within the realms of the text
control. The CLIP scores on HawkI-Syn for Zero123++
and HawkI are 0.3071 and 0.3115 respectively, the DINO
scores are 0.4341 and 0.4466 respectively. On HawkI-
Real, the CLIP score for Zero123++ and HawkI are 0.2908
and 0.3077 respectively, the DINO scores are 0.3916 and
0.3956 respectively. Our aerial-view synthesis method,
even without any 3D/ multi-view information and large
dataset training, is better than or comparable to 3D-based
NVS methods.

4.3. Downstream application.
We performed a proof-of-concept experiment using

HawkI to generate synthetic images for key-frames of
scene-based human actions in the UAV Human [41] dataset.
By computing the L2 distance between self-supervised fea-
tures of UAV Human video frames and synthetic images
on actions: ‘smoking’, ‘pushing someone’, ‘high five’ and
‘walking’, we achieved a 32.14% accuracy in zero-shot ac-

tion recognition, representing a 7.14% (absolute) improve-
ment.

4.4. Ground-truth comparison
We obtained 3D models and text descriptions from

Dreamfusion [56] to extract the front-view and top-view
(ground-truth or GT). We evaluated Zero123++ and HawkI
using CLIP Scores (higher the better), and the numbers
were 0.2991, 0.3316, respectively. The DINO score (higher
the better), which measures self-supervised similarity be-
tween the generated images and the GT, are 0.3912, 0.3710
for Zero123++ and HawkI respectively. The LPIPS scores
(lower the better) are 0.5801, 0.6373 for Zero123++ and
HawkI respectively - our method generates images that
are higher in elevation due to ‘aerial view’ being the text-
control. Overall, our 3D-free method, built on stable dif-
fusion, is comparable to 3D methods such as Zero123++
which uses stable diffusion + 800k+ 3D objects.

4.5. Ablation studies
We show ablation experiments in Figure 5. In the sec-

ond column, we show results of our model where it is nei-
ther finetuned on the homography image nor uses mutual
information guidance for sampling. Thus, the text embed-
ding for the input image, followed by the diffusion UNet are
finetuned and the diffusion model generates the aerial im-
age by diffusion denoising, without any mutual information
guidance. Many of the generated images either have low
fidelity or have low correspondence to the aerial viewpoint.
In the experiment in the third column, we add mutual infor-
mation guidance to the model in column 2. We see higher
fidelity (than column 2) of the generated images w.r.t. the
input image. In the fourth column, we add the homogra-
phy image finetuning step to the model in column 2, but
do not use mutual information guidance at inference. The
generated images, in many cases, are aerial, but have lower



Figure 6. HawkI can be extended to generate other text-controlled
views as well.

fidelity w.r.t. the input image. In the final column, we show
results with our full model. The generated images achieve
the best trade-off between the viewpoint being aerial and fi-
delity w.r.t. the input image, in comparison to all ablation
experiments. Quantitative analysis:

• Effect of IH : To study the effect of IH , we com-
pare the CLIP and A-CLIP scores for the full model
vs full model w/o IH . The scores in all cases where
IH is not present are lower, indicating lower consis-
tency with the viewpoint being ‘aerial’. For instance,
on HawkI-Real, the CLIP scores for the full model and
full model w/o GMI are 0.3077 and 0.3040 respec-
tively. The A-CLIP scores for the full model and full
model w/o IH are 0.1887 and 0.1842 respectively.

• Effect of GMI : To study the effect of IH , we com-
pare the SSCD and DINO scores for the full model
vs model w/o GMI . The scores in all cases where
GMI is not present are lower. For instance, on HawkI-
Real, the SSCD scores for the full model and model
w/o GMI are 0.3314 and 0.3204 respectively. The
DINO scores for the full model and model w/o GMI

are 0.3956 and 0.39 respectively.

4.6. Comparison with other metrics for guidance.
We compare with two other metrics for diffusion guid-

ance at inference: (i) L2 distance between the features of
the generated image and the input image, (ii) a metric in-
spired by Wasserstein distance or Earth Mover’s distance,
for which we compute the distance between the histograms
of the probability distributions of the two images. Our mu-
tual information guidance method is better at preserving the
fidelity w.r.t the input image, as evidenced by higher SSCD
scores. The SSCD score on HawkI-Real for Wasserstein
guidance, L2 guidance, and mutual information guidance
are 0.3137, 0.3204 and 0.3314 respectively. The DINO
score on HawkI-Real for Wasserstein guidance, L2 guid-
ance, and mutual information guidance are 0.3847, 0.3858
and 0.3956 respectively.

4.7. Text controlled view synthesis: Other views
HawkI can be extended to generate other text-controlled

views such as side view, bottom view and back view. For
the results shown in Figure 19, we modify the target text tT
to indicate different viewpoints, and retain the other fine-
tuning/ inference details.

4.8. 3D-free HawkI + 3D priors?
Our 3D-free approach complements 3D-based meth-

ods [42, 70]. While 3D data collection and large-scale
training are expensive and unsustainable, front-view 2D
images are more readily available[35]. Hence, it is benefi-
cial to solve the fundamental problems associated with the
task in a data-efficient (or 3D-free) manner. Our goal is to
push the frontiers of 3D-free aerial-view generation from a
single image, achieving results comparable to methods [70]
using stable diffusion + 800k 3D objects. That being said,
HawkI be combined with 3D approaches, to multiply the
benefits of 3D and 3D-free approaches. To validate this, we
replaced the homography prior with the image from the 3D-
based Zero123++ [70] approach and evaluated our HawkI
model on images from HawkI-Syn. The CLIP scores for
Zero123++, HawkI, and “HawkI with Zero123++ prior” are
33.17, 33.17, and 33.81, respectively. The DINO scores for
Zero123++, HawkI, and “HawkI with Zero123++ prior” are
0.3613, 0.3977, and 0.4612, respectively, thus demonstrat-
ing our claim!. Also, using 3D priors with HawkI allows
finer camera control.
More results. Please refer to the supplementary material
for (i) more qualitative comparisons with text + exemplar
image and 3D based NVS methods, (ii) qualitative com-
parisons with other guidance metrics, (iii) detailed quan-
titative results for ablations, (iv) comparison of IPM with
data augmentation, (v) more results on other text-controlled
views, (vi) qualitative comparisons with warping + out-
painting (scene extrapolation) and ControlNet variations.

5. Conclusions, Limitations and Future Work
We present a novel method for aerial view synthesis. Our

goal is to leverage pretrained text-to-image models to ad-
vance the frontiers of text + exemplar image based view
synthesis without any additional 3D or multi-view data at
train/ test time. Our method has a few limitations, which
form an avenue for future work - (i) Further exploration of
combining our 3D-free approach with 3D priors can enable
the generation of camera-controlled views. (ii) Alleviating
hallucination, a widespread issue in all diffusion models,
will enable the generation of images with higher fidelity
w.r.t. input images. Other directions for future work are - (i)
IPM is as an important tool for aerial view generation – sim-
ilar homography projections to synthesize other views can
be explored, (ii) our mutual information guidance formula-
tion can be used in other image editing and prsonalization



problems, (iii) using generated data for various downstream
UAV and aerial-view applications such as cross-view map-
ping, 3D reconstruction and synthetic data augmentation.
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Figure 7. We show detailed quantitative comparisons of HawkI against Zero123++, a state-of-the-art 3D-based novel-view synthesis
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Figure 15. Compared to state-of-the-art text + exemplar image based methods, HawkI is able to generate images that are “more aerial”,
while being consistent with the input image. The images are from the HawkI-Real dataset.
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Figure 16. We show a few examples for comparisons with other metrics for diffusion guidance such as L2 distance and Wasserstein
distance. Our mutual information guidance method is better at preserving the fidelity w.r.t the input image, as also evidenced by higher
SSCD scores. The SSCD score for Wasserstein guidance, L2 guidance, and mutual information guidance are 0.3181, 0.3224 and 0.3345
respectively, averaged over all images in the HawkI-Real dataset.

Figure 17. We compare with latest related work on novel view synthesis: Zero-1-to-3 and Zero123++ on images from HawkI-Syn. Both
of these methods use the pretrained stable diffusion model and the 3D objects dataset, Objaverse with 800k+ 3D objects, for training. Our
method uses just the pretrained stable diffusion model for the task of aerial view synthesis from a single image.
3D generation methods like Zero123++ are capable of generating different views with high fidelity by using pretrained stable diffusion
models to finetune on large-scale 3D objects datasets. However, their generalization capabilities are limited. Our method is able to generate
high quality aerial images for the given input images without any 3D data and using just the pretrained text-to-2D image stable diffusion
model, however, there is scope for improving the fidelity of the generated aerial image w.r.t the input image. Moreover, our method controls
the viewpoint via text and does not provide the provision to quantitatively control the camera angle. Both of these limitations of our method
can be alleviated by exploring the combination of pretrained Zero123++ models (or other 3D models) and our method, as a part of future
work.



Figure 18. We compare with latest related work on novel view synthesis: Zero-1-to-3 and Zero123++ on images from HawkI-Real. Both
of these methods use the pretrained stable diffusion model and the 3D objects dataset, Objaverse with 800k+ 3D objects, for training. Our
method uses just the pretrained stable diffusion model for the task of aerial view synthesis from a single image.



Figure 19. Additional results on extending HawkI to generate other text-controlled views.
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Figure 20. Can any data augmentation be used in place of Inverse Perspective Mapping (IPM)? One question that arises from the
usage of Inverse Perspective Mapping is related to whether it actually provides pseudo weak guidance, in addition to increasing variance (or
reducing bias) in the representation space that is being conditioned for aerial view generation. The latter can be achieved with any random
data augmentation. To understand this, we use a 45 degrees rotated image in place of the image corresponding to the Inverse Perspective
Mapping in the second stage of finetuning the text embedding and the diffusion UNet. We do not use mutual information guidance in
any of our experiments, to ensure that our findings are disentangled to the effects of the homography transformation. Our finding is that
results with models that use Inverse Perspective Mapping are generally better in terms of the viewpoint being aerial, while preserving the
fidelity with respect to the input image, than models that use the 45 degree rotated image. The CLIP scores for the 45-degree rotated
image and IPM (/homography) results are 31.90 and 32.70, respectively. Thus, models employing Inverse Perspective Mapping (IPM)
tend to yield better aerial viewpoints compared to those using 45-degree rotated images, while maintaining fidelity w.r.t. input image.
Hence, we conclude that rather than using any random data augmentation technique, it is beneficial to use IPM as it is capable of providing
pseudo weak guidance to the model for aerial view synthesis. This finding also paves direction for future work on using carefully crafted
homography priors for view synthesis corresponding to different camera angles and viewpoints.
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Figure 21. Comparisons with (i) warping + scene extrapolation, (ii) ControlNet [89]. In the second column, we present results on
warping + scene extrapolation. Specifically, we warp the image to its pseudo aerial-view using the IPM, and use Stable Diffusion to
extrapolate. To do so, we finetune the Diffusion UNet using the warped image and the text prompt corresponding to ‘aerial view’ + image
description, and run inference using the finetuned diffusion model. Warping + scene extrapolation is highly ineffective, due to the poor
quality of pseudo aerial-view images. Our method, HawkI is able to generatefar higher quality images. In the third and fourth columns,
we show results with ControlNet Img2Img (https://stablediffusionweb.com/ControlNet). We provide the input image and the text prompt
corresponding to ‘aerial view’ + image description and we show results corresponding to two runs of the model. Typically, ControlNet is
highly successful in text-based image to image synthesis in cases dictating small-scale pixel-level. However, it is unable to perform view
synthesis i.e. it is unable to generate high-fidelity aerial-view images for a given input image. We do not use mutual information guidance
in any of our experiments, to ensure that our findings are disentangled to the effects of the homography transformation.
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