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Figure 1. Affective Image Manipulation with EmoEdit, which seeks to modify a user-provided image to evoke specific emotional responses
from viewers.

Abstract

Affective Image Manipulation (AIM) seeks to modify
user-provided images to evoke specific emotional responses.
This task is inherently complex due to its twofold objective:
significantly evoking the intended emotion, while preserv-
ing the original image composition. Existing AIM methods
primarily adjust color and style, often failing to elicit pre-
cise and profound emotional shifts. Drawing on psycho-
logical insights, we extend AIM by incorporating content
modifications to enhance emotional impact. We introduce
EmoEdit, a novel two-stage framework comprising emotion
attribution and image editing. In the emotion attribution
stage, we leverage a Vision-Language Model (VLM) to cre-
ate hierarchies of semantic factors that represent abstract
emotions. In the image editing stage, the VLM identifies the
most relevant factors for the provided image, and guides
a generative editing model to perform affective modifica-
tions. A ranking technique that we developed selects the
best edit, balancing between emotion fidelity and structure
integrity. To validate EmoEdit, we assembled a dataset of
416 images, categorized into positive, negative, and neutral
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classes. Our method is evaluated both qualitatively and
quantitatively, demonstrating superior performance com-
pared to existing state-of-the-art techniques. Additionally,
we showcase EmoEdit’s potential in various manipulation
tasks, including emotion-oriented and semantics-oriented
editing.

1. Introduction

“The emotion expressed by wordless simplicity is the most
abundant.”

–William Shakespeare
Emotions weave through our daily lives, deeply inter-

twined with our perception of the world. Among myriad
factors, visual stimuli stand out as particularly influential in
shaping our emotional state. The emerging field of Visual
Emotion Analysis (VEA) [24, 38, 40] explores the intricate
connections between visuals and human emotions, with ap-
plications ranging from advertising to robotics. In the arts,
profound emotional responses have long been elicited via
manipulation of various visual elements. This prompts an
intriguing question: whether and how can we deliberately
alter an image to steer the viewer’s emotional experience?
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Figure 2. While DALL-E 3 conveys emotions well, IP2P remains
faithful to original structure, neither approach satisfies both as-
pects. EmoEdit fills this gap by creating images with both emotion
fidelity and structure preservation.

This paper addresses the task of Affective Image Manip-
ulation (AIM), which involves modifying a user-provided
input image to evoke specific emotional responses in view-
ers, as depicted in Fig. 1. This task poses considerable chal-
lenges, requiring the automatic selection of appropriate vi-
sual elements suited for the image at hand, and integrating
them in an emotionally resonant manner, while striving to
maintain the original composition of the image.

Current state-of-the-art generative models, while pro-
ficient in various image editing tasks, often fail to ade-
quately balance AIM’s contradictory objectives. For in-
stance, DALL-E 3 [1] effectively conveys target emotions
but commonly disrupts the original image structure, as
shown in Fig. 2. Conversely, InstructPix2Pix (IP2P) [3]
remains faithful to the structure but lacks in emotional ex-
pressiveness.

Previous approaches in AIM focused primarily on ad-
justing color and style [7, 15, 31, 33], but these methods
struggle to evoke precise and significant emotion shifts, and
some are limited to binary emotion categories (positive and
negative). In contrast, our approach, inspired by psycho-
logical studies [4], extends beyond color and style adjust-
ments to perform substantive modifications of relevant con-
tent. Furthermore, we use the eight emotion categories in-
troduced by Mikels et al. [18], to achieve more precise con-
trol over the emotions conveyed.

Specifically, we introduce EmoEdit, a novel two-stage
framework comprising emotion attribution and image edit-
ing. In the emotion attribution stage, we cluster and fil-

ter the affective images in the recently introduced EmoSet
dataset [38] and task a Vision-Language Model (VLM) to
compile summaries of semantic content and color charac-
teristics for each cluster. This process results in the creation
of eight hierarchies of semantic emotion evoking stimuli,
which we refer to as emotion factor trees, one for each emo-
tion category. These factor trees enable the mapping of ab-
stract emotion categories to concrete semantic descriptions.

In the subsequent image editing stage, given an input im-
age, we again employ a VLM to identify the most relevant
factor tree summaries and generate tailored instructions for
modifying the image at hand via a generative editing model,
specifically IP2P. To refine the editing process and produce
more convincing results, we have developed a ranking tech-
nique that selects the most effective edit in terms of balanc-
ing emotion fidelity with structure preservation.

In summary, given one of the eight emotion categories
as a target, EmoEdit generates an emotion-evoking, con-
textually fitting, and structurally faithful variant of a user-
provided input image. To validate our method, we assem-
bled a dataset of 416 images, categorized into neutral, pos-
itive, and negative emotion classes, from various online
sources. We use this dataset to compare our method quan-
titatively and qualitatively with several state-of-the-art edit-
ing methods including: global, local, and emotion-related.
Our evaluation metrics assess three aspects: pixel-wise sim-
ilarity, semantic similarity and faithfulness to the target
emotion. Finally, we demonstrate EmoEdit’s potential us-
ing a few applications of semantic-oriented and emotion-
oriented editing tasks.

2. Related Work

2.1. Visual Emotion Analysis

Over the past two decades, researchers in VEA have fo-
cused on a pivotal inquiry: What evokes visual emotions?
Responses have varied, ranging from low-level features like
color and texture [13, 16, 25, 44] to high-level content and
style [2, 25, 37, 39, 44]. Lee et al. [13] propose an approach
to evaluate visual emotions by constructing prototypical
color images for each emotion. Drawing inspiration from
psychology and art theory, Machajdik et al. [16] extract and
combine color and texture features for emotion classifica-
tion. A significant milestone in this field was achieved by
Borth et al. [2], who constructed a comprehensive visual
sentiment ontology named SentiBank, where each concept
is represented by an Adjective-Noun Pair (ANP). This work
marked a pivotal advancement in considering high-level se-
mantic features in VEA. The advent of deep learning has
substantially improved classification accuracy in VEA. Rao
et al. [25] introduced MldrNet, a model that predicts emo-
tions by combining pixel-level, aesthetic, and semantic fea-
tures. To develop a comprehensive representation for emo-
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Figure 3. Affective Image Manipulation with EmoEdit. Given an input image and the target emotion (contentment in this example), a set of
instruction prompts are generated, a VLM refers to the emotion factor tree to select the most relevant factors for the image, and generates
several alternative editing instructions. Each instruction is fed to IP2P to yield a different edit candidate, and a ranking technique selects
the best one among them.

tion recognition, Zhang et al. [44] integrated content and
style information. Yang et al. explored networks based on
different visual stimuli, including color, objects, and facial
expressions [39], and further investigated the correlations
between objects and scenes [37]. Previous studies have
demonstrated the correlation between emotion and various
visual elements. However, to establish a stronger causal re-
lationship, image manipulation is necessary. By introducing
specific visual elements to the input image and observing
how the emotion varies, we can gain deeper insights into
understanding emotions.

2.2. Text-driven Image Manipulation

Recent years have witnessed a meteoric rise in generative
models, ranging from GANs [9], VAEs [12], normaliz-
ing flows [26], and diffusion models [6, 11, 27]. Image
manipulation encompasses various tasks, including, e.g.,
image colorization [42], object addition/removal [10, 34],
background replacement [30], action change [19] and style
transfer [29]. Methods in text-driven image manipulation
can be grouped into global [17, 29, 34] and local [3, 8,
19, 21, 30]. A pioneering work, SDEdit [17] leverages
stochastic differential equations for guided image synthe-
sis. CycleDiff [34] unifying cycle consistency and diffusion
models for effective image translation. PnP [29] is further
introduced to enable semantic editing through condition-
controlled guidance. To modify images in a more fine-
grained manner, researchers have also explored local edit-
ing. EDICT [30] edits images using explicit dual diffusion
processes while NTI [19] enables fine-grained local image
editing through inversion of diffusion models. Pix2Pix-
Zero [21] allows for zero-shot editing of images without
training on paired data. InsDiff [8] and InstructPix2Pix
(IP2P) [3] allow users to edit specific regions of images by

giving instructions. Further, BlipDiffusion [14] integrates
VLM with diffusion models for precise visual region mod-
ification. Existing editing methods can effectively manip-
ulate concrete concepts but face challenges when dealing
with more abstract emotions. Translating emotions into tan-
gible prompts remains a challenging problem. In EmoEdit,
we extract statistical data from EmoSet and create emotion
factor trees, aiming at bridging the affective gap.

2.3. Affective Image Manipulation

Most of the previous works in AIM can be grouped into
color-based [5, 15, 22, 31, 35, 45] and style-based [7, 28,
33]. Yang et al. [35] pioneered the application of color
transfer in image emotion manipulation, dividing the color
spectrum into 24 distinct moods. Given an emotion word,
Wang et al. [31] automatically adjusts image color to meet
a desired emotion and Liu et al. [15] further exploit deep
learning technique to build a end-to-end network. Peng et
al. [22] propose a method to transfer the color and texture of
the target image to the source image, to make modify emo-
tions. Recent methods, such as CLVA [7] and AIF [33] re-
flect emotions derived from textual input by adjusting both
the color and style of the original image. Most previous
studies have focused on adjusting color and style to elicit
specific emotions. However, psychologists have demon-
strated that image content is a critical emotional stimuli [4].
In light of this, we introduce a novel method, EmoEdit,
which seeks to evoke visual emotions by manipulating both
content and color.

3. Method
As shown in Fig. 3, given a user-provided image and a de-
sired emotion category, EmoEdit generates an output with
emotion fidelity, contextual fit and structure integrity. The
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Figure 4. Overview of Emotion attribution. Given contentment images, EmoEdit constructs an emotion factor tree with diverse content-
color summaries. For clarity, we only present the content summary as leaf nodes.

process involves two stages: emotion attribution and im-
age editing. We first construct emotion factor trees to map
abstract emotions to tangible visual elements, depicted in
Fig. 4. We then perform effective image editing with the
assistance of the IP2P and GPT-4V.

3.1. Emotion Attribution

Unlike general image manipulation tasks, AIM poses sig-
nificant challenges due to the highly abstract nature of emo-
tions and the lack of paired data. For instance, it is much
easier to add a dog on the grass than to modify an image to
elicit excitement in viewers. This raises an important ques-
tion: how can emotions be mapped to descriptive textual
prompts?

Semantic Clustering EmoSet is a recently introduced
large-scale visual emotion dataset [38] featuring rich at-
tributes. However, attribute labels in EmoSet are limited.
While some important emotion elements are not compre-
hensively labeled (e.g., firework, ghost), the single-word la-
bels may restrict the expressiveness of emotions. For ex-
ample, while a blooming “flower” might evoke excitement,
a wilted “flower” might evoke sadness. Consequently, we
conduct clustering on EmoSet to identify the common vi-
sual cues for each emotion. Given the significant correla-
tion between emotions and semantics [4], we experimented
with semantic embeddings generated by CLIP [23] and DI-
NOv2 [20]. We observed that, for our purposes, CLIP
captures visual semantics more effectively and eventually
chose it for clustering. As shown in Algorithm 1, we first
initialize each cluster with an image, followed by iteratively
merging two clusters with the highest similarities until all
inter-cluster similarities are below 0.89.

Emotion Filtering However, due to its unsupervised na-
ture, the clustering results are not consistently perfect. Con-
sequently, we implement several post-processing steps to
eliminate emotion-agnostic clusters, as depicted in Fig. 4.
Clusters containing fewer than five images are deemed
unimportant for the associated emotion category. Addition-
ally, clusters with images exhibiting excessive similarity at
the pixel level are considered inadequate as generalized se-
mantic factors. To enhance the efficacy of emotion editing,
we exclude clusters that fail to evoke emotion. Detailed
steps of the filtering process are outlined in Algorithm 1.

Emotion Factor Tree Following the clustering and filter-
ing procedures, N clusters remain, designated as emotion
factors for each category. Recognizing the significance of
both content and color in visual emotion, we employ GPT-
4V to assign a content-color summary to each factor and
categorize them into different types: object, scene, action,
and facial expression. For instance, referring to factor 1 as
depicted in Fig. 4, its content is characterized as ”Reading
books,” its color described as ”Daylight, cold,” and it is clas-
sified under the ”Action” category. In Fig. 4, the emotion
factor tree is structured hierarchically, where a variety of vi-
sual elements at the leaf nodes can evoke specific emotions
at the root node. EmoSet comprises eight distinct emotions
[18], for each of which a specific factor tree is constructed.
These emotions include amusement, awe, contentment, ex-
citement, anger, disgust, fear, and sadness. For more de-
tails, please refer to the supplementary material.

3.2. Image Editing

The emotion factor tree establishes connections between ab-
stract emotional states and concrete semantic and visual el-
ements. The next challenge is to modify a specific image
so as to evoke the target emotion, while accounting for the
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ALGORITHM 1: Emotion Attribution Algorithm
Input: M images: D = {x1, ..., xM}
Output: K clusters: C = {C1, ..., CK}; N factors :

C′ = {C′
1, ..., C

′
N}

Step 1: Semantic Clustering
Extract CLIP feature for each image:
fm = CLIPvisual(xm);

Initialize M clusters each with an image: Cm = {fm};
Calculate similarity matrix S(i, j) = sim(Ci, Cj);
while max(S(i, j)) ≥ 0.89 do

Merge clusters in a, b = argmax(S(i, j)) as a new
cluster c;

Calculate the centroid of cluster c;
Update similarity matrix S;

end
return K clusters: C = {C1, ..., CK}
Step 2: Emotion Filtering
Initialize emotion factor index: n = 0;
for k = 1 to K do

if |Ck| ≥ 5 then
Calculate averaged similarity:
sk = 1

|Ck|
∑|Ck|

i,j=1(sim(f i
k, f

j
k));

if sk ≤ 0.89 then
Calculate averaged emotion score:
ek = 1

|Ck|
∑|Ck|

i=1 (Femo(f
i
k));

Femo is a pre-trained emotion classifier;
if ek ≥ 0.3 then

cluster k survives the filtering process:
C′

n = Ck;
end

end
end

end
return N factors: C′ = {C′

1, ..., C
′
N}

image content, and retaining the existing image structure,
as much as possible. We first leverage GPT-4V again, to
select the emotion factors that fit best the content of the
user-provided image, and to generate editing instructions
for incorporating these factors into the image. Next, IP2P
is employed to execute the necessary image manipulations.
Finally, a ranking technique is applied to select the best edit,
considering both emotion fidelity and structure integrity.

Factor Selection In most editing tasks, specific directives
are often provided, such as “replace the cat with a tiger”.
In contrast, our task involves editing user-provided images
with unknown and variable content. Furthermore, the mul-
titude of potential emotion factors complicates the selection
process. Matching the proper emotion factor to the given
image content is essential for producing meaningful edits.
For instance, while “surfing on the sea” can evoke excite-
ment, this factor most likely would not fit well to an input
image depicting a living room. We thus leverage the power

of a VLM (GPT-4V) to identify the most contextually suit-
able emotion factor for each image. Specifically, given an
input image and a target emotion, we instruct GPT-4V to
identify the top-5 related emotion factors and to generate,
for each factor, two tailored edit instructions concerning
content and color (see Fig. 3). For example, if the given
image shows a living room and the desired emotion is con-
tentment, GPT-4V might choose the factor “cozy sofa” and
generate the instruction: “Place a cozy sofa on the floor with
some pillows”. For color, it might recommend: “Adjust the
color scheme to warmer tones”.

Instruction-based Editing As EmoEdit is a training-free
method, we leverage an existing state-of-the-art method,
namely IP2P [3], to carry out the two editing instructions
(content and color) one after the other. By addressing con-
tent and color separately, we enhance the precision of each
modification and enable nuanced adjustments to the color
based on content variations. Our ablation studies, detailed
in Section 4, underscore the critical roles of both content
and color in this process. Notably, the instructions for con-
tent and color are paired, derived from the summaries from
the corresponding emotion factor tree. For instance, “color-
ful flowers” typically evoke contentment, whereas “colorful
swam” might be perceived as unusual, highlighting the sig-
nificance of the paired instruction format. Following this
instruction-based editing method, we generate five distinct
edits for a single input, which then compete as candidates
for the final selection.

Ranking As an emotion-oriented task, EmoEdit is de-
signed to elicit specific emotional responses from viewers.
Concurrently, as an image editing task, EmoEdit aims to
maintain the overall structure of the input image. Conse-
quently, we use emotion fidelity and structure integrity as
criteria to find the best edit. Recognizing the layered na-
ture of emotions, we first construct a hierarchical emotion
filter comprising two classifiers: one with eight categories
and another based on two polarities. Images accurately cat-
egorized by the 8-category classifier are given the highest
priority in output. In instances where images fail the 8-
category classification yet succeed in the 2-polarity assess-
ment, they are designated as secondary priority. Should im-
ages not meet criteria under either classifier, they are then
output with third priority. Subsequently, these filtered im-
ages are evaluated by an SSIM score regressor to determine
their rank, yielding the finest edit. Through this process,
EmoEdit reliably produces images that are emotionally res-
onant, contextually appropriate, and structurally intact.

5



Table 1. Comparisons with the state-of-the-art methods on global
editing, local editing and style-based AIM methods. Six metrics
are used, encompassing pixel-level, semantic-level, and emotion-
level evaluations.

Method PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ CLIP-I ↑ Emo-A ↑ Emo-S ↑

SDEdit [17] 15.41 0.415 0.460 0.639 38.07% 0.220
PnP [29] 14.39 0.435 0.381 0.850 23.83% 0.095

InsDiff [8] 10.74 0.319 0.506 0.796 19.10% 0.059
P2P-zero [21] 13.75 0.451 0.545 0.685 20.24% 0.066
ControlNet [41] 12.04 0.296 0.600 0.687 36.33% 0.215
BlipDiff [14] 8.99 0.249 0.654 0.811 18.07% 0.045

CLVA [7] 12.62 0.398 0.479 0.758 14.22% 0.018
AIF [33] 14.08 0.539 0.492 0.828 12.74% 0.003

EmoEdit 16.01 0.561 0.300 0.832 64.16% 0.363

4. Results

4.1. Dataset and Evaluation

Dataset There are no publicly available datasets designed
specifically for the AIM task. We collected 416 real im-
ages as a test set for EmoEdit, sourced from user and
artist uploads on the Internet*. To ensure greater diversity
in AIM, our data comprises positive, negative and neutral
images, categorized by a pre-trained emotion classifier on
EmoSet [38]. Our method is adaptable to any user-provided
images without requiring additional training.

Evaluation Metrics Given the multiple objectives of
AIM, we assess our method based on three aspects: pixel-
level (PSNR, SSIM), semantic-level (LPIPS, CLIP-I) and
emotion-level (Emo-A, Emo-S). PSNR measures the recon-
struction quality by comparing the pixel-by-pixel similar-
ity between the original and edited images, indicating the
level of noise and distortion introduced during the manip-
ulation process. SSIM [32] evaluates the perceptual qual-
ity of images by comparing low-level structural informa-
tion, luminance, and contrast. LPIPS [43] leverages deep
learning models to assess the perceptual similarity between
images. CLIP image score (CLIP-I) [23] measures the se-
mantic similarity between the original and edited images,
ensuring the edits align with human perception and main-
tain contextual relevance. Emotion accuracy (Emo-A) [36]
assesses how well the edited image matches the targeted
emotion, utilizing a pre-trained emotion classifier. AIM is
a more challenging task than emotion generation because
it requires both preserving structure and evoking emotions.
Therefore, we also introduce a new metric to evaluate the
increase in predicted scores for the desired emotion type,
called the Emotion Incremental Score (Emo-S). For more
details, please refer to the supplementary material.

*https://www.pexels.com/
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Figure 5. Ablation study on methodology. Content and color mod-
ification, along with ranking technique, are demonstrated to be vi-
tal.

4.2. Comparisons

Since EmoEdit is the first attempt at content editing in AIM,
we compare our method with relevant state-of-the-art tech-
niques. These include global editing methods: SDEdit [17],
PnP [29], local editing methods: InsDiff [8], P2P-zero [21],
ControlNet [41], BlipDiff [14] and style-based AIM meth-
ods: CLVA [7], AIF [33].

Qualitative Comparisons We present the qualitative re-
sults in Fig. 8. EmoEdit excels in both preserving structures
and evoking emotions compared to other methods. Most
compared methods lack sufficient emotion knowledge, re-
sulting in image distortion and severe artifacts. Methods
like SDEdit and InsDiff possess a certain level of emotional
understanding, attempting to show people with amusement
or excitement. However, they struggle to choose contextu-
ally appropriate content for the given image and are limited
to a single emotion factor. Both CLVA and AIF are emo-
tion style transfer methods that transform realistic images
into various artistic styles reflecting different emotions, but
they are less flexible in altering the emotional content of the
images.

Quantitative Comparisons In Table 1, EmoEdit outper-
forms other methods across various metrics. Due to a lack
of emotion knowledge, most methods perform poorly on
emotion-level metrics, with only 38.07% versus 64.16%
in Emo-A, and 0.220 versus 0.363 in Emo-S. One of the
biggest challenges in AIM is balancing emotion fidelity
with structure integrity. However, aside from emotion-level
metrics, EmoEdit also achieves the best results in pixel-
level metrics like PSNR and SSIM. For CLIP-I, EmoEdit
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“Positive”“Negative” Input

Figure 6. Ablation study on image guidance scale. EmoEdit can progressively edit an input image to different emotion polarities, both
positive and negative.

ranks second, slightly behind PnP, likely because content
changes can decrease semantic similarity. Among all com-
pared methods, global editing techniques SDEdit and PnP
perform relatively well, possibly because emotion effects
are more global rather than local. CLVA and AIF aim to
evoke emotions through various artistic styles, effectively
preserving image structure but are limited to realistic emo-
tion expression.

User Study We conducted a user study to assess whether
humans prefer our method. We invited 54 participants of
various ages, with each session lasting about 15 minutes.
The study included 40 sets of images, each featuring an
original image alongside four edited versions from different
methods: SDEdit, P2P-zero, BlipDiffusion, and EmoEdit.
Participants were shown a set of images and asked three
questions: 1) Which image best preserves the structure? 2)
Which image most strongly evokes the targeted emotion?
3) Which image achieves the best balance between struc-
ture and emotion? Participants could choose one out of the
four options and we calculate the vote percentage for each
question. Results in Table 2 show that EmoEdit is the most
preferred choice in all questions. Despite the challenge of
maintaining structure while conveying emotions, EmoEdit
received the highest votes for both aspects. In terms of bal-
ance, EmoEdit shows a clear advantage with 87.15% sup-
port, confirming that our method aligns with human percep-
tions.

4.3. Ablation study

Methodology In Fig. 5, we evaluate the effectiveness of
several key network designs in EmoEdit, including content
instruction, color instruction and ranking technique. It can
be observed that both content and color are crucial visual
elements to evoke emotions, with content serving as the

Table 2. User preference study. The numbers indicate the percent-
age of participants who vote for the result.

Method Structure integrity ↑ Emotion fidelity ↑ Balance ↑

SDEdit [17] 10.56±8.05% 19.17±8.87% 5.28±12.07%
P2P-zero [21] 2.64±2.43% 8.52±7.66% 1.58±3.01%
BlipDiff [14] 18.06±19.68% 10.46±6.84% 6.00±12.02%
EmoEdit 68.75±23.86% 61.85±16.84% 87.15±19.89%

foundation and color providing further adjustments. Addi-
tionally, ranking technique is essential for selecting the best
edit by maintaining structure and evoking emotions. For ex-
ample, in the case of fear, content instruction replaces flow-
ers with creepy doll heads, and color instruction gives the
entire image a gloomy atmosphere. While pumpkins heads
are scary, creepy dolls evoke a greater sense of fear.

Guidance scale We show EmoEdit’s editing results with
variations in image guidance scale in Fig. 6. The middle im-
age represents the input, while the left and right images il-
lustrate different guidance scales for two emotion polarities:
positive and negative. Taking the first image as an example,
a race car may evoke excitement, while dead branches and
dark lighting can create a sense of fear. We observe that as
the image guidance scale decreases, emotion intensity in-
creases while structure preservation diminishes. Although
evoking emotion and preserving structure are often contra-
dictory, our method effectively balances them, as demon-
strated in Table 1 and Table 2. Users can customize the
level of manipulation by adjusting guidance scale to suit
their needs and preferences.

4.4. Applications

Multiple emotion directions Given an input image,
EmoEdit can manipulate it to evoke different emotions by

7
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Figure 7. EmoEdit can modify a given image across eight different emotional directions, with various factors represented within each
specific emotion category.

selecting appropriate emotion factors. As illustrated in
Fig. 7, taking the window as an example, squirrels may
evoke amusement, the aurora elicits awe, fire incites anger
and ghost evokes fear. Furthermore, each emotional direc-
tion is illustrated with various visual elements, showcasing
the diversity of emotion factor trees. For example, emotion
factors like surfing on the sea, floating balloons, and beauti-
ful fireworks may evoke excitement, while tombstones, ru-
ined architecture, and shabby houses elicit sadness.

Diverse editing results In Fig. 9, we present diverse edit-
ing results of EmoSet. From an editing perspective, the
results can be categorized into low-level (light, color, tex-
ture), mid-level (object, scene), and high-level (action and
facial expression) changes. From an emotional perspec-
tive, the results can be summarized as emotion-generation,
emotion-variation, and emotion-enhancement editing. For
example, in mid-level editing, adding flowers to the door-
way can evoke contentment, turning peaceful dog to fierce
tiger can induce anger, and replacing the night sky with ma-
jestic canyon can evoke awe. In emotion-enhancement edit-
ing, adding balloons can increase amusement, while trans-
forming a grassland under a blue sky into a sea view at sun-
set brings more awe.

5. Conclusions

We have introduced EmoEdit, a method for evoking emo-
tions by modifying the content and color of images.
EmoEdit constructs an emotion factor tree comprising vari-
ous visual elements. For a given input image, we use VLM
and IP2P to generate edit candidates and employ a rank-
ing technique to select the best edits. Our method is eval-
uated both qualitatively and quantitatively, demonstrating
a strong balance between structure preservation and emo-

tion faithfulness. A user study confirms the effectiveness of
EmoEdit, and various applications highlight its significant
potential.

In the real world, there are many emotion factors beyond
those included in our constructed emotion factor tree. Our
method relies heavily on EmoSet, so the limited data can in-
troduce some bias and constraints. Exploring a wider range
of emotion factors would enhance the richness and effec-
tiveness of the editing results. Additionally, the fixed filter
and score ranker in EmoEdit’s ranking technique can limit
its effectiveness. Since AIM is a highly human-involved
task, incorporating human interaction in future work would
provide users with greater flexibility, enabling them to tailor
the editing process to their personal tastes and preferences.
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Figure 8. Comparison with the state-of-the-art methods on eight emotion categories, where EmoEdit surpasses others on emotion fidelity
and structure integrity.
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Figure 9. EmoEdit offers diverse editing results, including low-level, mid-level, and high-level editing, as well as emotion-generation,
emotion-variation, and emotion-enhancement editing.
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