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Table 2. Editing. CLIP [42] score measures similarities between
edited images and target text prompts. LPIPS [69] score measures
the structural similarity between edited and original images. X =
{“dog”, “hamster”, “fox”, “badger”, “lion”, “bear”, “pig”}, and
Y = {“cat”, “hamster”, “fox”, “badger”, “lion”, “bear”, “pig”}.




