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FluencyVE: Marrying Temporal-Aware Mamba with
Bypass Attention for Video Editing

Mingshu Cai, Yixuan Li, Osamu Yoshie and Yuya Ieiri
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Input: ”People walking in a busy street, daytime”

”People walking in a busy street, daytime, minecraft style”

Input: ”A dog playing on the street”

”A beaver playing in the street”

Input: ”An Audi Q7 goes on a snow trail”

”An Audi Q7 goes on a desert trail”

Input: ”A man juggles in the street”

”A robotic man juggles in Times Square, split-toning effect”

Fig. 1: FluencyVE is a lightweight and fast video editing method that can efficiently and accurately modify backgrounds,
objects, styles and make multiple changes.

Abstract—Large-scale text-to-image diffusion models have
achieved unprecedented success in image generation and edit-
ing. However, extending this success to video editing remains
challenging. Recent video editing efforts have adapted pretrained
text-to-image models by adding temporal attention mechanisms
to handle video tasks. Unfortunately, these methods continue to
suffer from temporal inconsistency issues and high computational
overheads. In this study, we propose FluencyVE, which is a simple
yet effective one-shot video editing approach. FluencyVE inte-
grates the linear time-series module, Mamba, into a video editing
model based on pretrained Stable Diffusion models, replacing the
temporal attention layer. This enables global frame-level attention
while reducing the computational costs. In addition, we employ
low-rank approximation matrices to replace the query and key
weight matrices in the causal attention, and use a weighted av-
eraging technique during training to update the attention scores.
This approach significantly preserves the generative power of the
text-to-image model while effectively reducing the computational
burden. Experiments and analyses demonstrate promising results
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in editing various attributes, subjects, and locations in real-world
videos.

Index Terms—Diffusion models, video editing, one-shot,
Mamba and fine-tuning.

I. INTRODUCTION

D IFFUSION -based models (DMs) have revolutionized
text-to-image (T2I) generation, showcasing unprece-

dented capabilities in creating high-quality and diverse images
[1]. These models, such as Stable Diffusion (SD) [2] and
DALL·E [3], leverage the power of large-scale pretrained
language models to generate content that is consistent with tex-
tual cues, vastly outperforming previous generative adversarial
network (GAN) based models in terms of fidelity and diversity.
Recent advancements, such as ControlNet [4], are compatible
with pretrained SD models and enhance them through fine-
tuning of the attention layers. These methods enable users
to make precise modifications to image objects, background
styles, and more, using textual descriptions.

Diffusion-based T2I models excel in image generation and
editing but face challenges in video editing. Text-driven video
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editing must address three key concerns: (1) semantic align-
ment, ensuring that the edited video accurately reflects the
intended textual prompts; (2) spatial coherence, maintaining
consistency between each modified frame and its correspond-
ing frame in the original video; and (3) temporal continu-
ity, ensuring smooth and seamless motion across frames for
a cohesive viewing experience. Currently, video generation
methods can be broadly categorized into two approaches: the
first involves training text-to-video (T2V) diffusion models on
large-scale text-video datasets, such as Imagen Video [5] and
MagicVideo [6] ; the second focuses on adapting existing
T2I diffusion models for video generation. Owing to the
difficulty in acquiring large-scale text-video datasets and the
high computational cost of training T2V models, modifying
and extending T2I models has become a more feasible option.
While T2I models excel at capturing spatial features, they
lack the ability to model temporal dimensions, which poses
challenges in maintaining motion and temporal consistency in
video generation. To address the challenge of temporal mod-
eling in T2I models, Tune-A-Video [7] introduced a temporal
attention layer, enabling efficient time-series modeling. By
fine-tuning pretrained T2I models, it achieves one-shot video
tuning for T2V generation, thereby eliminating the need for
large-scale video datasets. Building upon this foundation, sub-
sequent works such as CAMEL [8] and SAVE [9] have further
refined the attention mechanism through various approaches,
leading to improved video editing quality. Despite the signifi-
cant success of these methods, they reduce the computational
overhead by employing sparse attention, which compromises
the global frame attention and can negatively impact the
temporal consistency. In addition, excessive parameter fine-
tuning of the pretrained T2I model can degrade its original
generative performance while simultaneously increasing the
computational costs.

In our study, we introduced the linear time-series model
Mamba [10] to enhance the global frame attention and tem-
poral consistency. With a computational complexity of O(N),
Mamba is more efficient than self-attention, allowing deeper
model architectures with efficient memory utilization. In addi-
tion, we proposed a novel fine-tuning method known as Bypass
Attention. Unlike traditional efficient fine-tuning methods and
the LoRA [11] approach, our method takes advantage of low-
rank approximation matrices of sizes k×d and d×k to replace
the original WQ and WK matrices with the same size of d×d.
This adjustment significantly reduces the tunable parameters
while also lowering the overall computational overhead. The
contributions of this study are summarized as follows:

• We propose an efficient linear temporal-aware Mamba
module for video tasks, enhancing the global frame at-
tention with denser attention while increasing the network
depth through stacking at a minimal computational cost.

• We introduce a novel fine-tuning method for casual at-
tention, using low-rank approximation matrices to reduce
the computational overhead and minimize the impact on
the T2I model parameters.

• Experiments show that our model significantly improves
the one-shot video editing training speed, delivering bet-
ter editing results than other models.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Text-to-Image Model

Advancements in GANs and diffusion models have signif-
icantly propelled text-to-image (T2I) generation [12]. GAN-
based T2I models [13] outperformed early methods like VQ-
VAE [14] through adversarial generator-discriminator struc-
tures but faced challenges such as unstable training and
mode collapse. To address these issues, DALL·E [3] utilized
Transformers [15], showcasing the potential of attention mech-
anisms for complex text-image alignment. Diffusion models
(DMs), such as DDPM [1], further improved stability and
image quality through noise-learning processes. Latent Dif-
fusion Models (LDM) [2] optimized diffusion in latent space,
reducing computational costs while enabling high-resolution
tasks like LinFusion’s 16K zero-shot image generation. Stable
Diffusion (SD) [16] enhanced text-image generation by inte-
grating pretrained language models like CLIP [17], enabling
accurate semantics and compatibility with extensions like
ControlNet [4] and LoRA [11]. Recent innovations, such as
IP-Adapter [18] and InstantID [19], demonstrate efficient and
controllable generation by fine-tuning attention layers in SD,
solidifying roles in SD in image and video editing.

B. Video Editing Model

Early video editing models relied on heuristic approaches
and handcrafted algorithms, such as optical flow-based motion
tracking and color-based background segmentation [20]–[22].
Deep learning models, including CNNs and RNNs, introduced
generative capabilities, with approaches like Vid2Vid [23] and
sequence models such as LSTMs and C3D [24]. Transform-
ers, such as VideoBERT [25] and TimeSformer [26], further
improved editing by leveraging attention mechanisms, while
multimodal models like MMVID [27] extended capabilities by
integrating text and audio inputs.

Diffusion models (DMs) transformed text-driven editing
with fine-grained control. Techniques like Textual Inversion
[28], Prompt-to-Prompt [29], and Blended Diffusion [30]
enabled localized edits, while ControlNet [31] introduced ex-
ternal control signals. In video editing, methods like Tune-A-
Video [7] and VideoP2P [32] enhanced temporal consistency
by employing cross-frame attention mechanisms and frame-
guided denoising, mitigating issues such as flickering and drift.
However, they still face challenges in long-range consistency
and precise motion coherence.

Training-free models, including Render-A-Video [33],
Text2Video-Zero [34], and TokenFlow [35], enable efficient
editing by leveraging pretrained diffusion priors, though they
encounter memory constraints and limitations in temporal
perception. Recent advancements further address these limi-
tations: FLATTEN [36] employs optical flow-guided attention
for improved frame alignment, RAVE [37] introduces random-
ized noise shuffling to enhance consistency and speed, Slicedit
[38] utilizes spatio-temporal slicing to maintain fine-grained
edits across frames, and Factorized Diffusion Distillation [39]
improves video editing efficiency via factorized learning.
These techniques enhance controllability but often struggle to
balance semantic coherence, temporal consistency, and editing
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efficiency. As a result, improvements in one aspect frequently
come at the cost of another. To address these challenges, we
propose a linear-complexity sequence model to better capture
temporal dynamics and achieve semantically consistent video
generation over long sequences.

C. State Space Models

Early sequence models like RNNs effectively captured
temporal dependencies but struggled with long sequences
due to vanishing gradients and lack of parallelization [40].
Transformers [15] resolved these issues with self-attention,
enabling parallel processing and superior long-range modeling,
though their quadratic complexity posed challenges for longer
sequences. This limitation spurred the development of state
space models (SSMs) [41], which offer linear complexity and
efficient handling of long sequences. The introduction of S4
[42] advanced SSMs by leveraging HiPPO [43] projections
to model long-range dependencies while maintaining linear
scaling. Despite its strengths, S4 lacked selective attention
for specific inputs. Mamba [10] addressed this with selec-
tive scan algorithms and hardware-aware optimizations like
parallel scanning and kernel fusion, enhancing computational
efficiency and input focus. Mamba further improved flexibility
for tasks requiring precise input control while preserving linear
complexity. VisionMamba [44], building on Mamba, applied
bidirectional SSMs to dense visual prediction tasks, achieving
superior memory efficiency and faster inference without rely-
ing on 2D priors. This allowed VisionMamba to outperform
attention-based models like DeiT [45] in object detection and
segmentation [46]. Extending VisionMamba, VideoMamba
[47] introduced dynamic spatiotemporal modeling for video
understanding, excelling in short-term action recognition and
long-term video comprehension, as demonstrated on datasets
like Kinetics-400 [48] and COIN [49]. VideoMamba’s effi-
ciency, combined with its capability to handle multimodal
tasks like video-text retrieval, positions it as a leading solution
for comprehensive video understanding.

D. Efficient Fine-Tuning

Pre-trained models trained on large datasets extract both
shallow and deep features, enabling transfer learning via
fine-tuning. While early approaches adjusted all parameters,
the growing size of models like GPT-4 [50] has made full
fine-tuning impractical due to high costs and catastrophic
forgetting. Selective fine-tuning methods, such as BitFit [51]
and LT-SFT [52], update only specific parameters but struggle
with complex tasks. Additive fine-tuning, including Prefix
Tuning [53] and adapter-based methods like IP-Adapter [18],
enhances task adaptation but increases computational costs.
Parameter-efficient methods like LoRA [11] use low-rank
decomposition to minimize updates and allow modular task
switching. However, LoRA may degrade performance in video
editing tasks with large parameter requirements. Optimizing
these methods is essential to balance efficiency and complexity
in such scenarios.

III. METHODOLOGY

Starting with a given video template and its associated
text prompt, the task is to generate a new video based on
the modified text prompt P ∗. The key challenge lies in
ensuring that the generated video not only maintains semantic
consistency with P ∗ but also preserves the motion continuity
of the original video template. Notably, our approach leverages
pre-trained text-to-image (T2I) models.

A. Preliminaries

a) Stable Diffusion Model.: Our model is developed
based on Stable Diffusion (SD) Model [2]. The SD Model is
a variant of DDPM [1], and unlike DDPM, which restores the
latent representation of the data from random noise through a
process of gradually adding and removing noise, SD performs
denoising in the latent space. Specifically, the forward process
of SD maps the input image to the latent space by compressing
it through an autoencoder [14], representing it as a latent
variable z0. In this latent space, the model gradually adds
noise to z0 through a predefined Markov chain, generating
a sequence of increasingly noisy latent variables zt. Each step
of the transition process follows the Gaussian distribution:

q(zt|zt−1) = N (zt;
√
1− βtzt−1, βtI), t = 1, . . . , T (1)

where T is the total number of steps in the forward diffusion
process. The parameter βt controls the noise strength at
timestep t. In the generation phase, the model learns a reverse
diffusion process, starting from random noise and gradually
removing the noise to recover the latent representation, which
is finally decoded into the target image. The reverse process is
parameterized by a neural network, with the goal of predicting
the denoising path given the noisy state:

pθ(zt−1|zt) = N (zt−1;µθ(zt, t),Σθ(zt, t)) (2)

where µθ and Σθ are the mean and covariance predicted
by the model, guiding the denoising process at each step. For
text-guided SD, the objective is expressed as:

L = Ez,ϵ∼N (0,1),t,c

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ(zt, t, c)∥22

]
(3)

where c = ψ(P∗) is the embedding of the text condition
P∗, processed by the text-encoder CLIP ViT-H/14 [17].

b) Network Inflation.: To transform a text-to-image (T2I)
model into a text-to-video (T2V) model, the 2D U-Net ar-
chitecture is expanded to capture both spatial and temporal
information. First, the 2D convolutional layers are inflated
into pseudo 3D convolutional layers by replacing the 3 × 3
kernels with 1× 3× 3 kernels, allowing the model to process
video sequences. In addition, temporal self-attention layers are
introduced to capture the relationships between frames using
the formula:

Attention(Q,K, V ) = Softmax

(
QKT

√
d

)
· V (4)

where Q, K, and V are derived from the video frame
features. To improve the computational efficiency, a sparse
causal attention mechanism is employed, computing attention
only between the current frame zvi and two previous frames
zv1 and zvi−1

:
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Fig. 2: Illustration of the proposed FluencyVE for one-shot video editing. Given a text-video pair, we approximate the weight
matrices Q and K in the original sparse-causal attention layer as Q′ and K ′, and calculate new attention scores using a weighted
average to reduce parameter count and training cost, subsequently fine-tuning only Q′ and K ′.We also introduce a time-aware
linear sequence module, TA-Mamba (Fig. 4(b)), to further enhance temporal awareness of video features, enabling smooth and
continuous video editing effects. During fine-tuning, we follow the fine-tuning strategy from Tune-A-Video, updating only the
weights of Q in the cross attention layer. During inference, we sample a novel video from the latent noise, which is inverted
from the input video and guided by an edited prompt.

Q =WQzvi
, K =WK [zv1 , zvi−1

],

V =WV [zv1 , zvi−1
]

(5)

This reduces the complexity to O(2mN2), where m denotes
the number of frames considered in the attention mechanism,
ensuring efficient video generation with temporal consistency.

c) Mamba.: Our model uses Mamba as the underlying
framework, which is based on State Space Models (SSMs) and
discretizes continuous systems to map a 1D sequence x(t) ∈ R
to an output y(t) ∈ R via a hidden state h(t) ∈ RN . This is
governed by the differential equations:

h′(t) = Ah(t) +Bx(t), y(t) = Ch(t) (6)

where A ∈ RN×N is the evolution matrix, and B ∈ RN×1,
C ∈ R1×N are the projection matrices. The zero-order hold
method discretizes A and B as follows:

Ad = exp(∆A), Bd = (∆A)−1(exp(∆A)− I)∆B (7)

Following discretization, the system can be described as:

ht = Adht−1 +Bdxt, yt = Cht (8)

Mamba introduces a selective scan mechanism (S6) to
adaptively adjust B, C, and ∆ adaptively based on the input.
Finally, the output is computed via the convolution kernel K:

K =
(
CB,CAB, . . . , CAM−1B

)
(9)

This approach combines discretized SSMs with global con-
volution, making it suitable for long-sequence tasks.

(a) Spatial forward,
Temporal forward

(b) Spatial forward,
Temporal reverse

(c) Spatial reverse,
Temporal forward

(d) Spatial reverse,
Temporal reverse

Fig. 3: Different Scan Methods. Following the Spatial-First
rule, we introduce four novel scanning methods by reversing
temporal or spatial ordering.

B. Temporal-Aware Mamba

Previous video editing methods often employed causal and
temporal attention to process sequences. However, temporal
attention, which focuses on the same spatial positions across
frames, struggles to capture the global frame correlations,
resulting in poor temporal continuity. Extending attention from
keyframes to entire sequences could improve the performance,
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Fig. 4: Illustration of the proposed Temporal-aware Mamba. (a) Unique trainable embedding vectors are assigned to each
frame, enabling the model to better capture the temporal characteristics and intra-frame distributions. The sequence is then fed
as the spatial-temporal forward input into (b) the temporal-aware Mamba , where flip operations generate inputs that follow
the four-directional scanning strategy shown in Fig. 3, which are then processed by the SSM.

but the O(T 2) complexity of the self-attention makes the
global attention impractical for long videos.

To address this challenge, we integrated the linear sequence
processing model, Mamba [10], into our task. Drawing inspi-
ration from VideoMamba [47], we followed the Spatial-First
rule and developed four distinct scanning methods, as shown in
Figure 3. If frames containing temporal and spatial information
are treated as a sequence of tokens, the four scanning methods
can be categorized as: (a) Spatial forward, Temporal forward;
(b) Spatial forward, Temporal reverse; (c) Spatial reverse,
Temporal forward; and (d) Spatial reverse, Temporal reverse.

In contrast to the self-attention mechanism employed in
Transformers, Mamba, as a linear sequence model that focuses
on local dependencies, is more sensitive to neighboring tokens
than to distant ones. This limitation reduces its effectiveness in
distinguishing between frames in video sequences. To address
this issue, we introduce a padding method with a trainable
frame embedding. As shown in Fig. 4(a), for each video
frame at time t, represented as xt ∈ RH×W , we pad the
frame with a learnable embedding θframe, resulting in a padded
frame x′t ∈ R(H+2)×(W+2). This padding enables Mamba to
better differentiate between frames and improves its ability to
learn the intra-frame feature distributions. Next, as illustrated
in Fig. 4(b), three different flip operations are applied to x′t,
producing four variations (including the original). These inputs
are processed through the same convolution, activation, and
state-space model (SSM) pipeline:

z
(i)
t = SSM(σ(Conv(flipi(x

′
t)))), i = 0, 1, 2, 3, (10)

where flip0 represents no flipping (the original input). After
processing, we obtain the fusion feature zt as shown below:

zt,final = z
(0)
t,flip +

3∑
i=1

flip−1
i (z

(i)
t ). (11)

where z(0)t,flip denotes the restoration of all outputs z(i)t to a
form with the same temporal ordering as the original inputs.

C. Bypass Attention

The bypass attention mechanism is developed to provide
a parameter-efficient alternative for the denoising network
within the pretrained diffusion model. Specifically, it intro-
duces a bypass network designed to compute attention maps
with improved parameter efficiency. This bypass network
generates a new attention map, denoted as A′

ϕ, which is sub-
sequently integrated with the original attention map from the
pretrained diffusion model, defined as Aϕ = QWQW

T
KK

T .
To ensure both efficiency and effectiveness, the bypass at-
tention mechanism incorporates two key features: maintaining
dimensional consistency between A′

ϕ and Aϕ, and minimizing
the discrepancy between them prior to fine-tuning to facilitate
optimization. To achieve these objectives, two low-rank ap-
proximations, W ′

Q ∈ Rd×k and W ′
K ∈ Rd×k, are introduced

as substitutes for the original projection matrices, WQ ∈ Rd×d

and WK ∈ Rd×d, respectively, where k < d. By replacing
W ′

QW
′T
K with WQW

T
K , the attention maps can be computed

while preserving the same dimensionality:

A′
ϕ(K,Q) = QW ′

QW
′T
K KT (12)

During the fine-tuning process, only W ′
Q and W ′

K are
updated, while all other parameters are inherited from the
pretrained T2I diffusion model and remain fixed. The final
attention map in the bypass attention module is computed as a
weighted combination of the new and original attention maps:

Aϕfull(K,Q) = (1− φ)×A′
ϕ(K,Q) + φ×Aϕ(K,Q) (13)

In addition, we focus on the initialization of the bypass
attention, Our main objective is to maintain the calculation
pattern and results between A′

ϕ and Aϕ before fine-tuning,
ensuring that we optimize a similar function with significantly
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Fig. 5: Illustration of the Bypass Attention. Latent features
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the weight matrices, query WQ, key WK and value WV . We
substitute the low-rank approximation matrices Wq and Wk for
WQ and WK , respectively, and compute the attention scores
through weighted averaging.

higher parameter and memory efficiency. By mimicking the
calculation pattern of Aϕ, the bypass attention can achieve
higher video editing performance . We demonstrate that by
properly initializing the parameters and dimensions for W ′

Q

and W ′
K , we can ensure that the Frobenius norm distance

between W ′
QW

′T
K and WQW

T
K is a small error of high order.

This indicates that we can utilize the A′
ϕ to inherit a similar

calculation pattern from Aϕ. To support our analysis, we
employ the Johnson-Lindenstrauss lemma and Eckart-Young-
Mirsky’s theorem.

Johnson-Lindenstrauss lemma: Let R ∈ Rd×k be a matrix
with i.i.d. entries from N (0, 1/k), where 1 ≤ k ≤ d. For any
y, z ∈ Rd, we have:

Pr
(∥∥zRRT yT − zyT

∥∥ ≤ ϵ
∥∥zyT∥∥) > 1− 2e−(ϵ

2−ϵ3)k/4

(14)
Eckart-Young-Mirsky’s theorem: Let A be a matrix of rank

r and Ak be a matrix of rank k, where k < r. The best choice
for Ak, which minimizes the distance to A measured by the
operator norm or Frobenius norm, is obtained by truncating
the singular value decomposition of A at the kth term:

||A−Ak|| =

∥∥∥∥∥A−
k∑

i=1

siuiv
T
i

∥∥∥∥∥ = min
rank(A′)≤k

∥A−A′∥

(15)
By combining Johnson-Lindenstrauss lemma and Eckart-
Young-Mirsky’s theorem, when we define W

′

Q =
∑k

i=1 siui

and W
′

K =
∑k

i=1 vi, we can infer the following inequality:

Pr
(∥∥W ′

QW
′T
K −WQW

T
K

∥∥ ≤ ϵ
∥∥WQW

T
K

∥∥)
≥ Pr

(∥∥WQRR
TWT

K −WQW
T
K

∥∥ ≤ ϵ
∥∥WQW

T
K

∥∥)
≥ 1− o(1)

(16)

Here, the Frobenius norm distance between W ′
QW

′T
K and

WQW
T
K is a small error of high order which suggests that

the calculation result for A′
ϕ is able to mimic Aϕ before fine-

tuning.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Implementation Details

In our experiments, we base our implementation on latent
DMs [2] and primarily utilize the publicly released weights
from the SD model1. From the input video, we extracted 32
uniformly distributed frames at a resolution of 512 × 512, and
applied our method to fine-tune the models over 500 steps
with a learning rate of 3×10−5 and a batch size of 1. During
inference, we employed the DDIM sampler [54] with 50 steps,
alongside classifier-free guidance [55] with a guidance scale
of 12.5. All experiments were conducted on a single NVIDIA
A800 GPU using PyTorch 2.0.0.

Dataset. We conducted comparative experiments on 53
videos from the LOVEU-TGVE competition [56], comprising
16 videos from the DAVIS dataset [57] and 37 from Videvo.
Each video was uniformly sampled into 32 frames at a
resolution of 480 × 480. In addition, each video was paired
with a ground-truth caption and four creative text prompts
designed for tasks such as object manipulation, background
modification, style transformation, and multiple changes.

B. Main Results

We demonstrate the outstanding editing performance of our
method in Fig. 6. Specifically, it includes two video cases,
with the Source Prompts being “A cat in the grass in the sun.”
and “A jeep car is moving on the road.”

Editing Background.: As shown in Figure 6, rows 2
and 6, FluencyVE demonstrated strong performance in back-
ground editing. It is evident that “grass” and “road” were
accurately transformed into “beach” and “snow”, respectively.
This indicates that FluencyVE not only retains the generative
capabilities of the SD model but also enhances attention to
global frame details. As shown in the second row of Figure 6,
when converting “grass” into “beach,” the model also adjusted
the video to a more suitable color tone.

Editing Style.: Attention to global spatiotemporal features
is especially critical for video style editing. In the 8th row of
Figure 6, we added a “cartoon style” to the input video. It
can be observed that our approach successfully transforms all
frames into the target style without altering the semantics of
the original video.

Replacing Subjects.: Rows 3, 4, 7, and 8 in Fig. 6 illustrate
the effectiveness of FluencyVE in video object replacement
tasks. In rows 3 and 4, FluencyVE successfully replaced a
cat with a dog and a lion, while in Rows 7 and 8, a jeep
was convincingly replaced with a sports car and an AE86.
These results demonstrate that our edits maintain semantic
consistency with the prompts while remaining faithful to the
original video. Furthermore, FluencyVE supports the ability to
edit multiple attributes within a video. For example, in Row
4, FluencyVE not only replaced the cat with a lion but also
added butterflies. Similarly, in row 8, the jeep was replaced
with an AE86, and the overall video style was transformed
into a cartoon aesthetic.

1https://huggingface.co/CompVis/stable-diffusion-v1-4

https://huggingface.co/CompVis/stable-diffusion-v1-4
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[Source Prompt] A cat in the grass in the sun.

A cat on a beach in the sun.

A dog in the grass in the sun.

A lion in the grass in the sun, surrounded by butterflies.

[Source Prompt] A jeep car is moving on the road.

A jeep car is moving on the snow.

A sports car is moving on the road.

An AE86 is moving on the road, cartoon style.

Fig. 6: Video editing results from various input videos and prompts. Our model produces temporally consistent videos that
accurately follow text prompts while preserving the original frame structure.
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TABLE I: Quantitative comparison with other video editing methods. ↑ indicates that a higher value is advantageous.

Method Frame Consistency Textual Alignment Pick ScoreCLIP Score ↑ User Preference ↑ CLIP Score ↑ User Preference ↑

Tune-A-Video 92.923 19.9 27.675 14.9 20.658
CAMEL 93.332 20.8 26.645 18.6 20.136
SAVE 94.846 18.2 28.299 17.6 20.695
VidToMe 95.516 18.4 28.844 22.3 20.665
Slicedit 95.602 20.3 24.183 10.2 20.342

Ours 96.465 22.7 29.419 26.6 20.744

A car drifts on a racetrack.
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t

A truck drifts on a muddy off-road track, sepia-toned.
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Fig. 7: Qualitative comparison with other methods. Our model
achieves temporal consistency and fidelity with the input
video, preserving both the style coherence and frame structure
effciently.

C. Comparisons

Baselines. We evaluated our method against four state-
of-the-art(SOTA) video editing approaches: (1)Tune-A-Video
(TAV) [7]: A widely recognized SOTA method in video
editing, serving as a conventional baseline for related works.
(2)CAMEL [8]: An extension of TAV that introduces causal
motion enhancement. (3)SAVE [9]: Builds upon TAV by incor-
porating spectral-shift-aware adaptation. (4)VidToMe [58]: A
zero-shot video editing method based on self-attention tokens

merging. (5)Slicedit [38]: A zero-shot video editing method
using Spatio-Temporal Slices.

TABLE II: Comparison of parameter size, memory usage and
Inference time across different methods.

Method Para./M ↓ Memory ↓ Inf./S ↓
Tune-A-Video 73.68 100% 50
Tune-A-Video+LoRA 61.73 92% 42
CAMEL 79.35 61% 56
SAVE 79.77 88% 75
VidToMe 87.51 91% 66
Slicedit 81.42 97% 149
FluencyVE w/o bypass attention 75.96 100% 64
FluencyVE 4.80 59% 29

Qualitative Results. The results of different methods on
the editing subjects are shown in Fig. 7. It can be observed
that TAV [7] achieved relatively better temporal consistency
through its temporal modeling and one-shot tuning. How-
ever, the poses and motions in the edited video were not
faithful to the original video. In addition, owing to excessive
parameter adjustments, some frames became blurred, which
compromised part of the performance of the SD model. While
VidToMe [58] and Slicedit [38], as zero-shot methods, remain
faithful to the original video and ensure temporal consistency,
their editing results fail to align with the intended semantics.
For instance, VidToMe replaces the trackside marker with
old tires suitable for an off-road setting, yet retains the num-
ber three, which breaks semantic coherence. Slicedit merely
adjusts the video tone without altering key scene elements,
resulting in semantically irrelevant edits. SAVE [9] improved
the fine-tuning of the SD model to ensure frame quality,
but it did not enhance the temporal consistency, leading to
flickering and disappearing frames between shots. CAMEL [8]
strengthened attention to motion, but some frames still failed
to maintain temporal consistency. For example, certain frames
in the muddy off-road track exhibit unnaturally bright regions
lacking road textures. By contrast, our method enhances global
frame attention, ensuring that the generated video is not only
faithful to the original but also exhibits a high degree of
temporal consistency and motion continuity across frames.
As shown in Fig. 7, our model successfully completes the
transformation from car to truck, while accurately preserving
the vehicle’s original orientation and generating a background
that best matches the intended semantics.

Quantitative Results. We evaluated our method in com-
parison to baseline models using both automatic metrics and
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TABLE III: Quantitative ablation study for Mamba modules. ↑ indicates that a higher value is advantageous.

Model w/o Mamba w/ Mamba w/o Padding w/ Padding Depth=1 Depth=2 Depth=4

Frame Consistency↑ 93.561 96.465 94.109 96.465 95.277 96.465 94.969
Textual Alignment ↑ 28.415 29.419 28.762 29.419 29.138 29.419 28.791

The camera follows a woman skiing down a snow covered mountain.

The camera follows a polar bear skiing down a snow covered mountain.
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Fig. 8: Ablations on the effectiveness of the Padding Strategy.

a user study, with the results for the frame consistency and
textual faithfulness presented in Tab. I. Automatic Metrics.
We note that there is no universally accepted evaluation
standard for video editing. Therefore, we opted to use the
three metrics provided by the LOVEU-TGVE competition [56]
as our evaluation criteria: (i) CLIP Score text: This metric
measures the alignment between video frames and a text
prompt using the average cosine similarity of their embeddings
obtained from a pretrained CLIP ViT-L/14 model [17]. (ii)
CLIP Score frame: Evaluates the frame consistency among
video frames by computing the average cosine similarity
between frame embeddings, ignoring self-similarity, to gauge
the internal coherence of the video [59]. (iii) Pick Score: This
metric leverages a CLIP model trained on human preferences
to evaluate the alignment between video frames and a given
prompt from a human perspective [60]. User Study Aligned
with the two key objectives of video editing, we asked 150
users to select: a) the video with higher editing fidelity, and b)
the one with better temporal consistency. Each user evaluated
30 randomly selected videos, and the final score was based on
the percentage of users preferring each method.

D. Ablation Study

Padding Strategy There are several possible means of
differentiating between different time frames explicitly. One
simple padding approach is to insert fixed tokens between
the token sequences of each frame. Alternatively, as in our
approach, padding can be applied by explicitly adding identical
embeddings to each frame, where these embeddings have
independent parameters. As shown in Fig. 8, in the case of
replacing “woman” with “polar bear,” omitting the padding

method led to a noticeable disruption in the temporal consis-
tency. As shown in the second row, the spatial position and
movement of the polar bear shifted abruptly between frames.
With simple padding, the temporal consistency improved;
however, it lacked attention to the frame content, resulting
in instances in which the polar bear’s face appeared in odd
locations within some frames. Our padding strategy not only
explicitly enhances the temporal awareness of the model but
also strengthens the intra-frame attention, achieving optimal
editing outcomes.

Neural Network Depth The introduction of time-aware
Mamba modules significantly reduces the computational cost
while allowing the network to increase the depth by stack-
ing. Such stacking does not significantly affect the temporal
consistency, but excessive stacking can affect the semantic
consistency and increase the risk of overfitting. As shown
in Fig. 9, Without stacking depth, while the Eiffel Tower
was successfully replaced with the Canadian National Tower,
the background was not effectively altered. With a stacking
Mamba block depth of 2, both the Eiffel Tower and the
background were successfully replaced, achieving a high level
of semantic consistency. However, at a stacking depth of 4,
both the Eiffel Tower and the background replacements failed,
indicating significant model overfitting. Extensive experiments
reveal that the best editing performance was achieved when
the number of Mamba blocks was set to 2. When the num-
ber exceeded 4, the model’s performance started to degrade
significantly.

For the Temporal-Aware Mamba module, Table III provides
strong empirical evidence of its positive impact on both frame
consistency and textual alignment. Additionally, the results
validate the effectiveness of the padding strategy and justify
the choice of setting the Mamba network depth to 2.

Fine-Tuning Operation Selecting the dimension k× d for
the low-rank approximation matrix in our fine-tuning method
is particularly crucial. A value of k that is too small will lead
to significant information loss and model degradation, while a
value that is too large will substantially increase the training
cost, defeating the purpose of fine-tuning. As shown in Fig.
10, in the style editing case, setting the approximate matrix
dimension to 4 led to significant loss of prior information in
our Bypass Attention, resulting in nearly no visible changes
in the edited video. When the dimension was set to 8, the
editing effect improved significantly; as shown in the fourth
row, both the rabbit and the watermelon were converted into
a cartoon style. At a value of 12, the best editing results were
achieved—not only was the style correctly transformed, but the
model also added more details to the rabbit and watermelon
and refined the background to better align with semantic cues.
After extensive testing, we found that when k = 12, the
model achieves satisfactory performance with a relatively fast
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TABLE IV: Quantitative ablation study for Bypass Attention modules. ↑ indicates that a higher value is advantageous.

Model Frame Consistency↑ Textual Alignment↑ Para./M↓ Memory ↓ Inf./S ↓

w/o Bypass attention 96.525 29.172 75.96 100% 64
w/ Bypass attention 96.465 29.419 4.8 59% 29

Drone flyover of the Canadian National Tower, surrounded by martian desert.

Drone flyover of the Eiffel Tower in front of the city, sunset.
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Fig. 9: Ablations on the depth of the Temporal-aware Mamba
block.

convergence rate. On the other hand, we experimented with
training from a randomly initialized low-rank approximation
matrix, but as seen in the 5th row of Fig. 10, the results were
suboptimal. This demonstrates that our initialization method
is more robust.

According to Table IV, Bypass Attention fine-tuning method
enables the pre-trained Stable Diffusion model to fully realize
its potential in video editing tasks. It achieves a notable im-
provement of 0.241 in Textual Alignment while incurring only
a minimal decline of 0.06 in Frame Consistency. Moreover,
in terms of model efficiency, Bypass Attention significantly
reduces the parameter count to just 6% of the original,
effectively doubles the inference speed, and substantially
reduces memory consumption, demonstrating its remarkable
effectiveness in optimizing computational efficiency without
compromising performance.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We have proposed a novel and efficient text-driven video
editing framework that integrates the linear time-series Mamba
module and a refined scanning strategy to enhance global
frame attention via denser attention mechanisms. This design
substantially improves temporal consistency and motion con-
tinuity in video editing tasks. To mitigate performance degra-
dation and computational overhead from extensive parameter
tuning in T2I-based models, we introduce Bypass Attention,
which replaces the Query and Key matrices with low-rank
approximations, effectively reducing computational cost while
preserving generative capacity. Extensive experiments vali-
date the superior performance and training efficiency of our

A rabbit is eating a watermelon.

A rabbit is eating a watermelon, cartoon style.
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Fig. 10: Ablations on the k value of the low-rank approxima-
tion matrix.
method. Although the approach is not training-free and still
requires fine-tuning, future work will explore adapter-based
designs to improve compatibility and further reduce training
cost.
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memory with optimal polynomial projections,” Advances in neural
information processing systems, vol. 33, pp. 1474–1487, 2020.

[44] Y. Liu, Y. Tian, Y. Zhao, H. Yu, L. Xie, Y. Wang, Q. Ye, and
Y. Liu, “Vmamba: Visual state space model,” 2024. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.10166

[45] H. Touvron, M. Cord, M. Douze, F. Massa, A. Sablayrolles, and
H. Jégou, “Training data-efficient image transformers & distillation
through attention,” in International conference on machine learning.
PMLR, 2021, pp. 10 347–10 357.

[46] Y. Li, H. Mao, R. Girshick, and K. He, “Exploring plain vision
transformer backbones for object detection,” in European conference
on computer vision. Springer, 2022, pp. 280–296.

[47] K. Li, X. Li, Y. Wang, Y. He, Y. Wang, L. Wang, and Y. Qiao,
“Videomamba: State space model for efficient video understanding,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2403.06977, 2024.

[48] W. Kay, J. Carreira, K. Simonyan, B. Zhang, C. Hillier,
S. Vijayanarasimhan, F. Viola, T. Green, T. Back, P. Natsev,
M. Suleyman, and A. Zisserman, “The kinetics human action video
dataset,” 2017. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.06950

[49] Y. Tang, D. Ding, Y. Rao, Y. Zheng, D. Zhang, L. Zhao, J. Lu, and
J. Zhou, “Coin: A large-scale dataset for comprehensive instructional
video analysis,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Com-
puter Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2019, pp. 1207–1216.

[50] J. Achiam, S. Adler, S. Agarwal, L. Ahmad, I. Akkaya, F. L. Aleman,
D. Almeida, J. Altenschmidt, S. Altman, S. Anadkat et al., “Gpt-4
technical report,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.08774, 2023.

[51] E. B. Zaken, S. Ravfogel, and Y. Goldberg, “Bitfit: Simple parameter-
efficient fine-tuning for transformer-based masked language-models,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2106.10199, 2021.

[52] A. Ansell, E. M. Ponti, A. Korhonen, and I. Vulić, “Composable sparse
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