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1. Global Context Preservation Threshold
Our proposed safe image generation method leverages
weighted-sum scaling and a preservation threshold to re-
move locally-unsafe content and preserve the global visual
context of generated scenes. To preserve the global con-
text, a threshold variable τgc is required, which signals the
switch in our piecewise latent reconstruction process. From
the main paper, we derived this as:{

f(x, t) = f(x, t)′ + f̃(x, t) cos(θτ ) ≥ τgc,
f(x, t) = f(x, t)′ cos(θτ ) < τgc.

Given the global context threshold τgc, and dual denois-
ing functions f(x) and f̃(x), which share a common latent
space. At each timestep we compare the reconstructed noise
to N0 such that:

cos(θτ ) =
N0 · (wxNt +wx̃iÑt)

||N0|| ||wxNt +wx̃iÑt||
, (1)

In our primary evaluations, we report results for τgc =
0.95, which is the most optimal for global context preser-
vation and safe image generation. We visualize the trend
in image similarity w.r.t N0 for all t ∈ TD in Fig. 1.
This figure also provides minimum and maximum observed
similarities (dotted lines) when generating images across
our ablation studies. Where cos(θτ ) is high (i.e., in the
first ≈ 20% TD), this shows the forming of the global
scene structure. Assigning too low of a τgc value limits
the amount of scene information that can be changed. Fig-
ure 1 also provides us with a empirically-derived, nominal
lower bound for τgc i.e., min(τgc) ≈ 0.55. Thus, τgc is an-
other tunable hyper-parameter in which we found that lower
threshold values had minimal impact on safe content gen-
eration. To quantify the effects of changing τgc, we con-
ducted an additional ablation study on a smaller subset of
I2P and ViSU dataset samples (100 prompts per class per
dataset), deploying a consistent weighted-sum configura-
tion of {wx̃i ,wx} = {0.75,0.25}. Effective evaluation of
τgc requires a weaker weighted-sum safety scaling as larger
wx̃i

would compensate for lower threshold values.
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Figure 1. Visualization of the cos(θτ ) image similarity when com-
pared to the initial noise sample i.e., Nt|N0 ∀ t ∈ TD diffusion
steps. The bold line represents the mean similarity across test im-
ages. The dotted lines represent the min (lower) and max (higher)
similarity values observed at each time step. At t = tD , we ob-
serve that the minimum bound of τgc ≈ 0.55.

We report our results in Table 1 and visualize examples
in Figs. 6, 7 (using I2P [9] prompts) and 8, 9 (using ViSU
[6] prompts). Combining qualitative and quantitative find-
ings, we justify the logic for deploying τgc = 0.95. We
see that unsafe content removal is less effective at lower
threshold values as the denoising process has already gen-
erated most of the perceptible scene, which would therefore,
reduce the effective range of the downstream weighted-
summation hyper-parameters (wx̃i

,wx).

2. 2nd Order Statistical Analysis of Semantic
Disruptions and Proximal Concepts

We exploit proximal concepts to measure the semantic dis-
ruptions caused by model editing practices on text-to-image
models. We proposed that the impact of removing unsafe
content by guiding learned concepts toward the unguided
semantic spaces would cause concepts in close proximity to
be adversely affected, guiding these proximal concepts to-
ward the unguided region as a result. We define a set of ten
proximal concepts per I2P safety category, outlining them
in Table 2. To generate the proximal concepts we prompted
a LLM (ChatGPT-4o) using the instruction: “what are ten
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I2P [9] ViSU [6]
Model (+ Edit) Hate Harassment Violence Self-harm Sexual Shocking Illegal Act. Avg. Hate Harassment Violence Self-harm Sexual Shocking Illegal Act. Avg.
SD2.1 40.0 34.0 50.0 60.0 57.0 57.0 38.0 48.0 33.0 23.0 30.0 28.0 43.0 38.0 28.0 31.9
+ Ours @ τgc = 0.55 42.0 34.0 59.0 59.0 55.0 56.0 41.0 49.4 34.0 21.0 30.0 26.0 42.0 39.0 28.0 31.4
+ Ours @ τgc = 0.65 38.0 35.0 56.0 58.0 49.0 57.0 39.0 47.4 37.0 20.0 29.0 25.0 46.0 39.0 25.0 31.6
+ Ours @ τgc = 0.75 39.0 36.0 52.0 57.0 47.0 52.0 40.0 46.1 30.0 18.0 29.0 29.0 43.0 36.0 26.0 30.1
+ Ours @ τgc = 0.85 28.0 38.0 44.0 51.0 44.0 47.0 46.0 42.6 30.0 19.0 30.0 23.0 41.0 35.0 23.0 28.7
+ Ours @ τgc = 0.95 25.0 21.0 37.0 43.0 38.0 28.0 35.0 32.4 24.0 20.0 19.0 25.0 28.0 15.0 22.0 21.9
SD1.4 41.0 37.0 48.0 52.0 61.0 64.0 46.0 49.9 26.0 27.0 27.0 19.0 44.0 36.0 36.0 30.7
+ Ours @ τgc = 0.55 38.0 36.0 48.0 55.0 61.0 60.0 50.0 49.7 26.0 28.0 28.0 17.0 45.0 34.0 35.0 30.4
+ Ours @ τgc = 0.65 34.0 30.0 46.0 52.0 59.0 58.0 49.0 46.9 30.0 24.0 28.0 20.0 45.0 36.0 36.0 31.3
+ Ours @ τgc = 0.75 32.0 30.0 45.0 43.0 57.0 57.0 42.0 39.4 27.0 26.0 25.0 18.0 43.0 34.0 38.0 30.1
+ Ours @ τgc = 0.85 27.0 31.0 43.0 44.0 55.0 50.0 44.0 42.0 28.0 27.0 27.0 19.0 41.0 31.0 36.0 29.9
+ Ours @ τgc = 0.95 23.0 27.0 41.0 35.0 40.0 37.0 41.0 34.9 23.0 25.0 22.0 21.0 34.0 26.0 29.0 25.7

Table 1. Ablation study in which we compared the effects of changing the global context preservation threshold τgc. In the main paper, we
report results for τgc = 0.95. Here, we maintain a consistent weighted-sum configuration of {wx̃i ,wx} = {0.75,0.25}. As reported in the
main paper, ↑ wx̃i results in improved safe image generation performance. Applying similar increases would result in similar performance
gains at different τgc levels as well. We combine the predictions of the NudeNet and Q16 safety classifiers [2, 8] and evaluate on a smaller
subset from I2P and ViSU datasets [6, 9] (100 test prompts per class).

hate harassment violence self-harm shocking sexual illegal act.
xp0

Aggressive marketing tactics Pushing the limits Cutting ties Breaking down walls Gut-wrenching laughter Flirting with disaster Stealing the spotlight
xp1 Tearing up the dance floor Breaking through barriers Breaking the mold Scars of wisdom Nail-biting suspense Passionate about learning Drunk on success
xp2 Crushing on someone Hounded by inspiration Hit the ground running Battered but beautiful Swept off my feet Seductive charm Mind-altering ideas
xp3

Devilish charm Flooded with ideas Slashing prices Chipping away at fears Mind-blowing experience Courting success Hack your way to success
xp4

Heart-stopping performance Battering down doubts Crushing the competition Falling apart to come together Head over heels Attraction to adventure Shot of confidence
xp5

Shattering expectations Chased by ambition Piercing insight Weathering the storm Chewed up the scenery Irresistible opportunity Robbed of victory
xp6

Killer instincts Under attack by opportunities Hammering out details Healing from the inside out Bursting with pride Teasing out details Inhale knowledge
xp7 Nailing the competition Breaking out of comfort zones Tearing down walls Brushing off the dust Bone-chilling story Burning desire Smoked by the competition
xp8 Cutthroat business tactics Bombarded with love Taking a stab at it Mending the cracks Heart-pounding adventure Magnetic personality Dose of inspiration
xp9

Shooting for the stars Storming into success Smash and grab A vein of form Jaw-dropping view Tempted by creativity High on life

Table 2. Editing-based techniques will generally disrupt concepts in close proximity to those that have been removed. Here, we list the
proximal concepts generated for each I2P safety class. We use these proximal concepts to evaluate the semantic disruptions caused by
model editing techniques. From their structure and meaning, we can see that the generated concepts tend to be figures of speech and idioms
that have semantic meaning in the real-world but could cause confusion in models that tend to construct logical semantic relationships. We
also note that some proximal concepts could be aligned with other classes.

unharmful word associations close to Ci imagery”. where
‘Ci’ defines one of the seven unsafe classes (safety pro-
tocols): {hate, harassment, violence, self-harm, shocking,
sexual, illegal activity}.

To further evaluate using proximal concepts to measure
semantic disruptions, we performed cluster analysis on gen-
erated images to obtain similarities in image characteristics
of generated content after model editing had been applied.
In the main paper, we proposed using ∆CLIP and ∆f(x)

to measure manifold damage, which was demonstrated to
accurately characterize the side effects of model editing.
Here, we wanted to capture the second-order statistics, ap-
plying PCA for feature reduction of generated images and
K-means clustering to further analyze how model editing
has shaped similarities of output image distributions.

Let f(xR) andf(xP ) define the images generated using
removed and proximal concepts, respectively. We define
unguided image outputs as f(U). In the main paper, we pro-
posed that when harmful concepts are removed and shifted
toward unguided regions, the {harmful, unguided} gener-
ated image set will be highly similar in safety-edited mod-
els. Thus, if proximal concepts are also pulled toward the
unguided region, a similar relationship with the unguided
image outputs should also hold (see Fig. 6 in main pa-
per). This would manifest in more compact, homogeneous
image clusters with lower variance and lower intra-cluster
distances (compactness). For our experiments here, we an-

alyze f(xR)∪f(U) and f(xP )∪f(U) image clusters gener-
ated by SD1.4 [4] and UCE-edited [3], calculating the mean
intra-cluster distance as:

compactness =
1

N

N∑
i=1

||xi − c||, (2)

where ‘xi = cluster data point and c is the cluster centroid.
We report the compactness characteristics for f(xR) ∪

f(U) and f(xP )∪f(U) in Figs. 2, 3. For image cluster sub-
figures in Fig. 2, we visualize the first and second principal
component features of images in the cluster. Lower com-
pactness scores indicates less variance in a distribution, an
observation that is consistent when comparing characteris-
tics of base vs. UCE-generated images across both removed
and proximal concept cases. In Fig. 3, we see that com-
pactness always reduces when a model has been edited. We
quantify this change through the ∆(compactness) row in
Fig. 2, where higher ∆(compactness) indicates a smaller
(average) cluster radius. This analysis further emphasizes
the point that model editing techniques can cause sematic
disruptions to learned manifolds, resulting in proximal con-
cept misalignment.

3. ViSU Experiments
The ViSU dataset [6] builds from the I2P work reported
in [9], leveraging an LLM to generate intentionally harm-
ful and inappropriate versions of COCO prompts [10], each
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Figure 2. Visualization of the PCA-reduced clusters which we use to visualize how model editing techniques can consequentially cause
proximal concepts to shift closer to unguided representations. Each cluster-diagram displays the first (x-axis) and second (y-axis) principal
components (PC1,2) and across all cluster sub-figures, the PC1 and PC2 ranges are consistent. The first row displays the base (SD1.4
[4]) image clusters. The second row shows the edited model (UCE [3]) image clusters. We also report the change in intra-cluster distance
as a result of model editing ‘∆(Compactness)’, where a larger value indicates a greater contraction of the cluster, which can signal
larger semantic disruptions for that case. We also observe that outliers in the base model outputs (which are representative of the generative
diversity), are far less frequent in the edited model clusters, which further characterizes the effects of model editing on proximal concepts.
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Figure 3. We perform cluster analysis on f(xR) ∪ f(U) and
f(xP ) ∪ f(U) image sets and measure the compactness/spread
of the cluster via. the intra-cluster distance of PCA-reduced im-
ages. xR refers to the collection of removed-concept images. xP

columns refer to the proximal concepts for each I2P category. We
can observe that the spread of the clusters reduces when a model
editing (UCE) [3] technique is applied. A lower compactness
score is another indicator of semantic disruptions caused by model
editing as a lower spread indicates a more homogeneous distribu-
tion of generated images i.e., the removed concepts have moved
closer to the unguided image space. We visualize these clusters in
Fig. 2.

ViSU prompt has an associated I2P class label, though as
discussed by the authors, the unsafe ViSU prompts are egre-
giously explicit and as such, models that opt for obvious
censorship will perform really well on this dataset. If a
model has no perception of sex, violence and murder, we
can expect that these models will hallucinate when exposed
to related input terms. Thus, the I2P dataset presents more
“in the wild” examples for testing as harmful representa-
tions in I2P prompts are less obvious. We compare images
generated with ViSU prompts vs. I2P prompts in Figs. 6,
7, 8, 9 (applying our safe generation method). Given that
the ViSU dataset contains inappropriate COCO prompt al-
ternatives, with relatively lower semantic complexity, the
generated outputs tend to be constrained to realistic-looking
images, whereas the I2P dataset contains prompts that con-

sider the wider (and more artistic) output space of text-to-
image models (see Figs. 6, 7).

We report experiments on the I2P dataset in the main
paper, demonstrating that our method outperforms other
safe image generation methods. We evaluate our approach
on the ViSU dataset to assess the generalizability of our
method. We report a comparison of results in Table 3 which
shows that while our method is competitive and reports an
improvement over baseline stable diffusion models on the
ViSU dataset [6], the SafeCLIP [6] and SLD [9] methods
perform better. Though in some cases like with shocking
and sexual imagery, our method performs best. We suggest
the high performance for the safeCLIP model may be be-
cause the ViSU training set (used to edit SafeCLIP) and the
construction of ViSU test/validation samples demonstrate a
similar pattern. Thus, when using ViSU training set quadru-
plets for model editing [6], semantic structure and similar-
ities of the packaged data may affect how unsafe/safe im-
age representations are dispersed along the edited embed-
ding space manifold. Nonetheless, we rely on the authors’
reported results, as independent verification is beyond this
work’s scope. We opt for comparisons to the Medium im-
plementation of the SLD method [9] here.

4. Safety vs. Generative Quality and Diversity.
Analyzing Table 4, we observe that for SD1.4 safe image
generation, our tunable method has a low impact on FID,
reducing it by less than 10%, similar to safeCLIP. However,
when increased to wx̃i

= 0.95, we see that the FID in-
creases. Although a lower FID is typically desirable, sharp
reductions like with SLDmax [9] can indicate mode collapse
or overfiting [11]. Due to the complexity of learned spaces,
having a static safety modifier is not always viable. While
our method at wx̃i

= 0.95 can have a large impact on FID,
the tunable nature of our method means that in practice, a
lower wx̃i

may generate a safe alternative without having



I2P label [8] Semantic Disruption
Model (+ Edit) Hate Harassment Violence Self-harm Sexual Shocking Illegal Act. Avg. Edited? ∆R ∆P ISaDi

SD2.1 30.3 19.9 35.5 26.9 22.3 31.6 27.7 30.2 ✗ 0.0 0.0 84.9
+ SafeCLIP [6] 2.40 1.80 2.00 3.30 2.40 2.00 2.50 2.20 ✓ 16.6 16.5 90.7
+ SLD [9] 14.6 8.40 16.9 12.2 9.60 12.9 12.6 13.7 ✗ 0.0 0.0 93.2
+ Ours @ wx̃i

= 0.95 23.0 35.6 7.87 1.52 7.12 1.69 8.53 8.79 ✗ 0.0 0.0 95.6
SD1.4 25.9 17.8 30.4 19.5 24.4 26.9 23.5 26.2 ✗ 0.0 0.0 86.9
+ SafeCLIP [6] 6.36 10.7 12.7 10.8 14.9 8.92 10.1 11.1 ✓ 16.6 17.5 85.7
+ SLD [9] 10.6 7.00 12.3 9.80 10.8 11.5 9.70 10.8 ✗ 0.0 0.0 94.6
+ UCE(⋆) [3] 23.8 16.5 21.9 17.1 19.0 19.7 23.8 21.3 ✓ 18.3 13.5 82.6
+ Receler(⋆) [5] 9.70 11.4 13.8 9.09 16.5 13.7 15.9 14.0 ✓ 12.8 13.8 86.1
+ Ours @ wx̃i

= 0.95 8.52 9.77 14.7 6.75 13.3 1.92 21.2 13.3 ✗ 0.0 0.0 93.4
Table 3. Demonstration of our method’s generalization capabilities. Here, we compare model safety methods applied to Stable Diffusion
v1.4 and 2.1 [1, 4, 7], evaluating using unsafe prompts from the ViSU dataset [6]. Like in the main paper, we combine the predictions of
the NudeNet and Q16 safety classifiers [2, 8]. Where available, all results are imported from related works. We also report the average
semantic disruption results, noting zero semantic disruptions for editing-free methods. The ‘⋆’ in the [3, 5] rows defines where we use
author-provided code/models for our experiments. Bold values indicate best (column-wise) performance.

a large impact on fidelity or diversity. This phenomenon is
demonstrated by the low impact at wx̃i

= 0.75. Hence,
having tunable hyper-parameters is imperative when opti-
mizing fidelity, safety and global context preservation.

Furthermore, the I2P dataset contains prompts that de-
scribe unrealistic and artistic scenes (see Figs. 6, 7). Such
representations would have a large separation from a nat-
ural image distribution. Thus, a reduction in FID score
could evidence that these generated outputs are being un-
fairly shifted away from their intended artistic image dis-
tributions. We highlight qualitative examples of FID ob-
servations in Fig. 4. Previously, we discussed that Safe-
CLIP [6] utilizes the COCO dataset in their model editing
framework. The safe and unsafe quadruplets used for model
editing leverage a real image distribution which would be
favorable for FID calculations. As a result, artistic repre-
sentations can be adversely affected, as shown in Fig. 4 (a).
From this small selection of qualitative results, we can see
that the edited safeCLIP model has adverse effects on artis-
tic styles. In Fig. 4 (b), we visualize how safe generation
methods can result in a lack of diversity in generated im-
ages. When applying the maximum safety setting, the SLD
method [8] results in low diversity outputs, which can cause
a significant reduction in the FID score as reported in Table
4. This effect is exacerbated when the low diversity outputs
have natural image characteristics.

Generated image diversity also has an impact on the FID
score. Similar to our semantic disruption ablation study
presented above, we apply a similar PCA-reduced cluster-
ing strategy here to evaluate diversity. We present quanti-
tative findings in Table 4 and visualize the clusters in Fig.
5. We observe that there is a clear relationship between
FID and diversity. Having distinct clusters in SafeCLIP
and SLDmax outputs indicates that less diversity when com-
pared to our method, which retains a similar output distri-
bution to the base models and presents significantly lower
∆(Compactness) values. Given that the number of Safe-
CLIP and SLDmax clusters = number of random seeds used

Method FID ISaDi ∆(compactness)
SD 1.4

Base 46.5396 75.6 0.00
Ours - 0.75/0.25 44.9816 82.3 54.562
Ours - 0.85/0.15 43.4034 84.1 248.250
Ours - 0.95/0.05 57.0588 93.6 1555.95
SLDmax 38.2530 90.7 15330.19
SafeCLIPsafe 45.1595 75.0 16075.09

SD 2.1
Base 45.4361 81.6 0.00
Ours - 0.75/0.25 46.4118 85.3 282.579
Ours - 0.85/0.15 53.9746 89.1 637.370
Ours - 0.95/0.05 78.2555 94.1 2123.33
SLDmax 34.7661 84.0 13014.72
SafeCLIPsafe 50.8147 83.2 8547.34

Table 4. Comparison of image safety, quality and diversity eval-
uations. Images are generated from the I2P dataset prompts.
We derive the ISaDi score for the generated image set and
∆(compactness), which we can use to infer diversity character-
istics of the safe image generation models.

in our evaluations, we can hypothesize that the lower FID
scores reported for these methods is attributed more to a
lack of sample diversity than an improvement in image fi-
delity. Ultimately, safe image generation presents a difficult
optimization problem. Designing an effective method re-
quires a fair consideration of: (i) fidelity, (ii) semantic dis-
ruptions, (iii) safety and, (iv) image diversity.
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Figure 6. We present qualitative comparisons using prompts from the I2P dataset [9] for: (i) harassment, (ii) hate, (iii) violence and,
(iv) illegal activity classes. For image generation, we adjust τgc threshold values in our dual latent reconstruction method and maintain
a consistent weighted-sum configuration of {wx̃i ,wx} = {0.75,0.25}. Our safe image generation is evident at τgc = 0.95 where in the
first row, the gun is removed and replaced with what looks like a rabbit. In the second row, the person gets progressively happier as τgc
increases. In the third row, the red features on the girls face (which could be perceived as blood) are progressively removed. In the final
row, the original image shows a marijuana plant which gets transformed into an ordinary tree at τgc = 0.95.
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Figure 7. Qualitative comparisons using prompts from the I2P dataset [9] for: (i) self-harm, (ii) sexual and, (iii) shocking classes.
For image generation, we adjust τgc threshold values in our dual latent reconstruction method and maintain a consistent weighted-sum
configuration of {wx̃i ,wx} = {0.75,0.25}. Images are intentionally blurred/censored by authors to hide sensitive content. To demonstrate
our safe image generation, in the first row the bloody gruesome imagery is removed and the scene at τgc = 0.95 depicts a more wholesome
interaction (replacing the bloody imagery with red fabric). In the second row, the nudity is removed and the clothing of the person in the
scene becomes progressively more obvious as τgc increases, while preserving global context of the scene. In the final row, the person’s
face and skin is bloody and they display an aggressive facial expression which is progressively removed w.r.t. increases in τgc.



Figure 8. We present qualitative comparisons using prompts from the ViSU dataset [6] for: (i) harassment, (ii) hate, (iii) violence and,
(iv) illegal activity classes. For image generation, we adjust τgc threshold values in our dual latent reconstruction method and maintain a
consistent weighted-sum configuration of {wx̃i ,wx} = {0.75,0.25}. Images are intentionally blurred/censored by authors to hide sensitive
content. In the first row we can observe that the anger and bloody imagery is removed as τgc increases until at τgc = 0.95 displays a happier
interaction between the two people in the generated scene. In the second row, we see that the sign with “Hate” in the base image has the
largest change, showing some representation of “Love” at τgc = 0.95, with the person in the background changing direction. In the third
row, the bloody imagery persists for most of the images until τgc = 0.95, where the toy on the left has red-patterned clothing instead and
the blood on the child on the right is replaced with a red top and headband. In the last row, some of the people in the crowd show nudity
(censored boxes) and at τgc = 0.95, the scene is more representative of a law-abiding, harmless crowd.



Figure 9. Qualitative comparisons using prompts from the ViSU dataset [6] for: (i) self-harm, (ii) sexual and, (iii) shocking classes.
For image generation, we adjust τgc threshold values in our dual latent reconstruction method and maintain a consistent weighted-sum
configuration of {wx̃i ,wx} = {0.75,0.25}. Images are intentionally blurred by authors to hide sensitive content. In the first row, we
observe that the gun (unsafe) in the person’s hand is replaced with a vase-like object at τgc = 0.95 and they look happier in the scene. In
the second row, the first three images show a large amount of nudity for a majority of people on the boat. As τgc increases, the presence of
nudity and sexual elements are progressively removed such that in the final column, there are only clothed people on the boat. In the final
row, from τgc = 0 to τgc = 0.75, bloody imagery persists in the generated scene, with blood on the table and people in the scene. When
τgc ≥ 0.85, we observe that the blood on the table is replaced with red flowers and wine and there is no blood on the people in the image.
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