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Abstract

The increasing sophistication of text-to-image generative
models has led to complex challenges in defining and en-
forcing copyright infringement criteria and protection. Ex-
isting methods, such as watermarking and dataset dedupli-
cation, fail to provide comprehensive solutions due to the
lack of standardized metrics and the inherent complexity
of addressing copyright infringement in diffusion models.
To deal with these challenges, we propose a Reinforcement
Learning-based Copyright Protection(RLCP) method for
Text-to-Image Diffusion Model, which minimizes the gener-
ation of copyright-infringing content while maintaining the
quality of the model-generated dataset. Our approach begins
with the introduction of a novel copyright metric grounded in
copyright law and court precedents on infringement. We then
utilize the Denoising Diffusion Policy Optimization (DDPO)
framework to guide the model through a multi-step decision-
making process, optimizing it using a reward function that
incorporates our proposed copyright metric. Additionally, we
employ KL divergence as a regularization term to mitigate
some failure modes and stabilize RL fine-tuning. Experi-
ments conducted on 3 mixed datasets of copyright and non-
copyright images demonstrate that our approach significantly
reduces copyright infringement risk while maintaining image
quality.

1 Introduction
Recently, text-to-image diffusion models have garnered sig-
nificant attention in research. These advanced methods (Bal-
aji et al. 2023; Nichol et al. 2022; Rombach et al. 2022a;
Saharia et al. 2022) have demonstrated exceptional capa-
bilities in converting textual descriptions into highly accu-
rate and visually coherent images. The advancements in
these techniques have unlocked numerous possibilities for
various downstream tasks, including image editing (Avra-
hami, Lischinski, and Fried 2022; Ho, Jain, and Abbeel
2020a; Kawar et al. 2023), image denoising (Ho, Jain, and
Abbeel 2020a; Xie et al. 2023), and super-resolution (Sohl-
Dickstein et al. 2015; Ho, Jain, and Abbeel 2020b).

While the progress in text-to-image generative models
has profoundly impacted different industries, it also presents
significant challenges for copyright protection. These mod-
els utilize extensive training data that may include copy-
righted works, which they are sometimes capable of memo-
rizing(Carlini et al. 2023). This ability can result in the pro-
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Figure 1: Examples of data replication generated by text-to-
image diffusion model.

duction of images that closely resemble protected content
(See in Figure 1), posing significant challenges to copyright
protection(Elkin-Koren et al. 2023). Recent legal cases, such
as those involving Stable Diffusion(Rombach et al. 2022b)
and Midjourney(Mansour 2023), highlight concerns over the
use of copyrighted data in AI training, where the models po-
tentially infringe on the rights of numerous artists. These
cases highlight a growing concern: Could the high-quality
content synthesized by these generative AIs be excessively
similar to copyrighted training data, potentially violating the
rights of copyright holders?

Various methods have been proposed for source data
copyright protection. One approach involves using unrec-
ognizable examples(Gandikota et al. 2023; Zhang et al.
2023) that prevent models from learning key features of
protected images either during inference or training stages.
However, this method is highly dependent on the specific
image and model, and it lacks general reliability. Water-
marking(Dogoulis et al. 2023; Epstein et al. 2023) inserts
specific, unnoticeable patterns into protected images to de-
tect copyright infringement, but further research is needed to
improve its robustness. Machine unlearning(Bourtoule et al.
2020; Ginart et al. 2019; Huang et al. 2021; Gao et al. 2023;
Nguyen et al. 2022) removes contributions of copyright data,
aligning with the right to be forgotten, while dataset dedupli-
cation(Somepalli et al. 2022) helps reduce the risk of train-
ing sample memorization.

Despite these efforts, existing copyright protection meth-
ods still have the following limitations: (1) They lack a stan-
dardized copyright metric that aligns with copyright laws
and regulations, making it difficult to determine if generated
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images constitute copyright infringement; (2) These meth-
ods often prioritize performance on specific downstream
tasks rather than focusing on general applicability, result-
ing in approaches that work well only on certain datasets
but lack the versatility needed for broader use across diverse
datasets.

To tackle these challenges, we propose a Reinforcement
Learning-based Copyright Protection method (RLCP) for
text-to-image diffusion models to reduce the possibility
of generating copyright-infringing content. Specifically, in-
spired by Courts1 in the US which employs two-part test to
determine copyright violation, which contains an extrinsic
test examining objective similarity in specific expressive el-
ements, and an intrinsic test assessing subjective similarity
from the perspective of a reasonable audience, we first pro-
pose copyright metric that mirror these legal standards by
combining semantic and perceptual similarity. Then, we pro-
pose a novel framework that combines reinforcement learn-
ing with copyright infringement metrics. We leverage the
Denoising Diffusion Policy Optimization (DDPO) frame-
work to guide the model through a multi-step decision-
making process, optimizing it using a reward function that
incorporates our proposed copyright metric. Additionally,
we employ KL divergence as a regularization term to mit-
igate some failure modes and stabilize RL fine-tuning.

Our main contributions are as follows:
1. To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to propose

a copyright metric that closely adheres to the procedures
outlined in US copyright law, which could efficiently de-
tect the substantial similarity between the original and
generated images.

2. We propose a novel framework that combines rein-
forcement learning with proposed copyright infringe-
ment metrics, which could reduce copyright infringe-
ment while preserving the quality of generated images.

3. Extensive experiments on 3 datasets highlight the signif-
icant superiority of the proposed RLCP in reducing the
copyright loss while preserving quality of generated im-
ages than 4 baselines.

2 Related Work
We briefly review related work about text-to-image diffusion
models, copyright protection and Reinforcement Learning
from Human Feedback.

Text-to-Image Diffusion Models: Recently, text-to-
image diffusion models have garnered significant attention
in research. These advanced methods (Balaji et al. 2023;
Nichol et al. 2022; Rombach et al. 2022a; Saharia et al.
2022) have demonstrated exceptional capabilities in con-
verting textual descriptions into visually coherent and re-
alistic images with high accuracy. The advancements in
these techniques have unlocked numerous possibilities for
various downstream tasks, including image editing (Avra-
hami, Lischinski, and Fried 2022; Ho, Jain, and Abbeel
2020a; Kawar et al. 2023), image denoising (Ho, Jain, and

1https://law.justia.com/cases/federal/appellate-courts/F2/562/
1157/293262/

Abbeel 2020a; Xie et al. 2023), and super-resolution (Sohl-
Dickstein et al. 2015; Ho, Jain, and Abbeel 2020b).

Copyright Protection: Several studies in the legal litera-
ture have examined copyright issues in machine learning and
data mining, focusing primarily on potential infringements
during the training phase.: (1)Watermarking(Dogoulis et al.
2023; Epstein et al. 2023), which inserts specific, unnotice-
able patterns into protected images to detect copyright in-
fringement, has been explored, but further research is needed
to improve its robustness. (2)Concept Removal: To remove
explicit artwork from large models, (Gandikota et al. 2023)
presents a fine-tuning method for concept removal from dif-
fusion models. Additionally, (Zhang et al. 2023) presents
the ”Forget-Me-Not” method, which enables the targeted
removal of specific objects and content from large models
within 30 seconds while minimizing the impact on other
content. (3) Dataset Deduplication: (Somepalli et al. 2022)
explores whether diffusion models create unique artworks
or directly replicate certain content from the training dataset
during image generation. (4) Machine Unlearning: Numer-
ous model unlearning methods have been developed in the
context of image-related tasks (Bourtoule et al. 2020; Gi-
nart et al. 2019; Huang et al. 2021; Gao et al. 2023; Nguyen
et al. 2022), among others. While machine unlearning is de-
signed to protect the privacy of target samples, (Chen et al.
2021) demonstrates that in the context of model classifica-
tion tasks, machine unlearning might leave traces.

Reinforcement Learning from Human Feedback: Nu-
merous studies have explored using human feedback to
optimize models in various settings, such as simulated
robotic control (Christiano et al. 2017), game-playing
(Bradley Knox and Stone 2008), machine translation
(Nguyen, Daumé III, and Boyd-Graber 2017), citation re-
trieval (Menick et al. 2022), browsing-based question-
answering (Song, Meng, and Ermon 2021), summariza-
tion (Stiennon et al. 2020; Ziegler et al. 2020), instruction-
following (Ouyang et al. 2022), and alignment with specifi-
cations (Bai et al. 2022). Recently, (Lee et al. 2023) studied
the alignment of text-to-image diffusion models to human
preferences using a method based on reward-weighted like-
lihood maximization. Their method corresponds to one it-
eration of the reward-weighted regression (RWR) method.
Additionally, (Black et al. 2023a) proposed a class of policy
gradient algorithms to perform reinforcement learning by
posing denoising diffusion as a multi-step decision-making
problem. Their findings show that DDPO significantly out-
performs multiple iterations of weighted likelihood maxi-
mization (RWR-style) optimization. Therefore, we adopt the
DDPO method for reinforcement learning in this context.

3 Problem Formulation
Considering a training image dataset D, composed of both
copyrighted (Dc) and non-copyrighted (Dnc) images. The
dataset proportions are represented by pc and pnc, with
pc + pnc = 1.

For each image xi in the dataset, we associate a feature
vector fi and a corresponding text prompt ti. The diffusion
model is trained to generate an image x̂i from the prompt ti,
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Figure 2: Overview of RLCP.

aiming to produce a feature vector f̂i that is close to fi.
To ensure the model does not generate images that in-

fringe on copyrights, we define a copyright loss CL, which
penalizes the generation of images x̂i that are overly similar
to those in Dc. Additionally, we employ the Fréchet Incep-
tion Distance (FID) to evaluate the quality of the generated
images, ensuring that they are both visually coherent and di-
verse.

The objective is to train the model in such a way that it
minimizes the copyright loss Lc while maintaining a high
FID score, effectively balancing the trade-off between re-
ducing copyright infringement and preserving image qual-
ity.

4 Main Approach
4.1 Overview
we propose a novel approach to minimize copyright in-
fringement in text-to-image diffusion models by leverag-
ing reinforcement learning (RL) and our proposed copyright
metrics. We first define a copyright metric to measure how
closely a generated image resembles copyrighted content.
Then, we integrate this copyright metric into reward function
and employ reinforcement learning techniques to fine-tune a
pre-trained text-to-image diffusion model. Specifically, the
model is trained to maximize the reward by iteratively ad-
justing its parameters to reduce the likelihood of producing
copyright-infringing images. By doing so, we ensure that the
model maintains high image quality while adhering to copy-
right constraints.

As shown in Figure 2, the training process of RLCP is as
follows:

• Gather Datasets: Compile datasets that include both
original and copyright-infringing samples.

• Prompts Generation: Fed these images into the CLIP
interrogator, allowing us to obtain prompts that corre-
spond to each anchor image. The CLIP Interrogator is
utilized to convert copyrighted images into correspond-
ing textual information. This text is subsequently refined
and transformed into prompts, which are then inputted

into a diffusion model to generate the corresponding in-
fringing images.

• Model Training: the prompts are used as input for the
stable diffusion model, resulting in the generation of im-
ages by the stable diffusion model.

• Discriminator-Based Scoring: Use a discriminator in
the reward model to score generated samples based on
the two metrics. Samples less similar to the copyrighted
data receive higher rewards.

4.2 Copyright Metric
We begin by reviewing key aspects of copyright law and
introducing the extrinsic and intrinsic legal tests. We then
demonstrate how these tests can be analytically modeled us-
ing indicators of semantic and perceptual similarity. Finally,
we provide a detailed explanation of the methods used to
measure semantic and perceptual similarity.

Copyright Law. In the U.S., proving copyright infringe-
ment with AI-generated outputs requires two criteria: the AI
must have accessed the copyrighted works, and the outputs
must be substantially similar to those works. Courts typi-
cally use a two-part test to evaluate substantial similarity: an
extrinsic test, which objectively compares specific expres-
sive elements, and an intrinsic test, which subjectively com-
pares the overall impression based on the perception of an
ordinary audience. The plaintiff must prove substantial sim-
ilarity under both tests. Therefore, we aim to select metrics
that allow to closely mimic such legal tests.

Semantic metric. We leverage the CLIP model(Radford
et al. 2021) to generate semantic embeddings for anchor and
generated images and calculate the metrics by:{

embori = CLIP (Imageori)

embgen = CLIP (Imagegen)
(1)

Losssem = MSE(embori, embgen), (2)

where Imageori and Imagegen denote the anchor image
and generated image, respectively; CLIP denotes the CLIP’s
image encoder. Here we utilize the Mean Squared Error
(MSE) between the embeddings as the evaluation metric.



Perceptual metric. Here we used the Learned Perceptual
Image Patch Similarity (LPIPS) metric proposed by (Zhang
et al. 2018). First, LPIPS normalises the feature dimension
of all pixels and layers to unit length, scales each feature by a
specific weight, and we then calculated squared l2 distance
between these weighted activations. The squared distances
are then averaged across the image dimensions (spatial av-
eraging) and summed over the layers, resulting in the final
perceptual distancemetric d as follows:

d(x, y) =
∑
l

1

HlWl

∑
i,j

∥∥wl ⊙ (x̂l
ij − ŷlij)

∥∥2
2

(3)

where x̂l
ij and ŷlij denotes the normalized feature vectors at

layer l at pixel (i, j). Hl and Wl denote the height and width
of the feature map at layer l, respectively. The parameter wl

represents the weight assigned to each feature at layer l.
We normalize the result and subtract it to 1 to obtain a

metric for perceptual similarity lossperc as follows:

lossperc =
1− d(x, y)
1 + d(x, y)

(4)

Finally, we denote the total copyright loss as:

Losscl = α · losssem + β · lossperc (5)

The parameters α and β control the trade-off between
these two components.

4.3 The proposed method RLCP
RLCP aims to achieve the dual objectives of maintain-
ing high-quality image generation and ensuring compliance
with copyright laws, thereby addressing the pressing chal-
lenge of copyright infringement in text-to-image diffusion
models. It consists of several key components:

• Reward-Based Learning Framework: Our approach
involves using a discriminator in the reward model to
score generated samples. Images that are less similar
to copyrighted data receive higher rewards. This reward
system helps guide the model towards generating com-
pliant images.

• Fine-Tuning with Reinforcement Learning: Starting
from a pre-trained text-to-image diffusion model, we
fine-tune it using RL techniques to optimize the gener-
ation process according to the defined reward functions.
This involves framing the denoising process as a multi-
step decision-making problem and applying policy gra-
dient algorithms to maximize the reward signal.

• KL Regularization: To prevent the model from overfit-
ting to the reward function, we introduce KL divergence
as a regularization term. This helps maintain the gener-
ative capabilities of the original diffusion model while
steering it towards producing non-infringing content.

Specific training process we describe how we fine-tune a
pre-trained text-to-image diffusion model using reinforce-
ment learning (RL) to minimize the risk of generating
copyright-infringing content. Our approach is guided by a

reward function that leverages the copyright loss (CL) met-
ric defined in Eq. (5), and incorporates KL regularization to
ensure the model maintains high-quality image generation.

Model Initialization: We begin with a pre-trained dif-
fusion model Mθ, where θ denotes the model parame-
ters. The model is initialized based on a large-scale text-to-
image dataset that includes both copyrighted (Dc) and non-
copyrighted (Dnc) data.

Reward Function Design: The reward function r(x0, c)
is the key component guiding the model’s training. It is de-
fined as a weighted sum of the semantic similarity loss Lsem
and the perceptual similarity loss Lperc:

r(x0, c) = α · CLsem(x0, c) + β · CLperc(x0, c),

where:

• CLsem(x0, c) represents the semantic similarity loss, cal-
culated as the Mean Squared Error (MSE) between the
generated image embeddings and the embeddings of the
original copyright images.

• CLperc(x0, c) represents the perceptual similarity loss,
measured using the LPIPS metric.

The parameters α and β are the same as Equation.(5), al-
lowing fine-tuning of the sensitivity to copyright similarity.

Training with DDPO: We utilize Denoising Diffusion
Policy Optimization (DDPO) (Black et al. 2023b) to op-
timize the model. This approach treats the denoising pro-
cess as a sequence of actions in a Markov Decision Process
(MDP). The goal is to maximize the expected reward:

J(θ) = Ec∼p(c),x0∼Mθ(x0|c)[r(x0, c)]

The model iteratively updates the parameters θ using gra-
dient ascent to increase the reward, which in turn reduces the
likelihood of generating infringing content.

KL Regularization: To prevent the model from overfit-
ting to the reward function, we introduce a KL divergence
term that regularizes the training. This term penalizes sig-
nificant deviations from the original model distribution:

LKL =

T∑
t=1

Epθ(xt|c) [KL(pθ(xt−1|xt, c)∥ppre(xt−1|xt, c))]

The final objective function that the model optimizes
combines the reward function with KL regularization:

L(θ) = −J(θ) + λ · LKL,

where λ is a regularization parameter that balances the trade-
off between achieving high rewards (minimizing copyright
loss) and maintaining the generative capabilities of the orig-
inal diffusion model.

5 Experiment
In this section, we first evaluate the effectiveness of our pro-
posed copyright loss metric. Then we evaluate RLCP on 3
real-world datasets. Furthermore, we explore the impact of
the proportion of copyright images in the training set on the
efficiency of RLCP.



(a) Heatmap of CL Scores. (b) Heatmap of CLIP Scores. (c) Heatmap of L2-Norm Scores.
Figure 3: Comparison of similarity metrics for detecting potential copyright infringement.

Figure 4: The subset datasets used for copyright metric eval-
uation.

5.1 Experiment Setup
Dataset. Our datasets contain copyright and non-copyright
data. To enhance realism, our search is confined to famous
artwork and creation figures, which we designate as our
copyright dataset:

1. Paintings: Painting artworks(WikiArt 2024) often em-
body the distinctive style of the artist, encompassing as-
pects such as brushstrokes, lines, colors, and composi-
tions. We gathered over 1000 paintings from Vincent Van
Gogh.

2. Cartoon Figures: Cartoon figure images, including
characters from animations and cartoons, are often pro-
tected by law. Similar to portraits, we have curated a
dataset of around 1000 influential animated characters
and figures by collecting information from reputable
sources such as Kaggle2 and Wikipedia3.

3. Portrait: The right of a portrait encompasses an indi-
vidual’s authority over their own image, including their
facial features, likeness, and posture. In our research, we
gathered over 500 portrait images from Wikipedia, an
open-access, multilingual online encyclopedia that pro-
vides information on a multitude of subjects.

For the non-copyright dataset, we sourced images from
ImageNet (Deng et al. 2009), selecting one image from each
class, resulting in a total of 1,000 images.

Evaluation Metric. We use our proposed metric Copy-
right Loss (CL) as well as CLIP and l2 norm to measure the

2https://www.kaggle.com/datasets
3https://www.tensorflow.org/datasets/catalog/wikipedia

degree of copyright violation. We also use FID to measure
the generative quality of text-to-image diffusion model.
1. CLIP: We evaluate changes of CLIP scores, for text-

image similarity.
2. Copyright Loss (CL): We quantify the similarity be-

tween the original copyright images and their unlearned
counterparts on the feature level, utilizing our proposed
CL(copyright loss) metric.

3. l2 norm: We calculate the squared l2 distance between
generated and training images.

4. Fréchet Inception Distance (FID): We use FID to eval-
uate the generative image quality of text-to-image diffu-
sion model. The formulation of the metric is as follows:

FID = ∥µx − µy∥2 + Tr(Σx +Σy − 2(ΣxΣy)
1/2) (6)

where:
• µx and Σx represent the mean and covariance matrix

of the feature vectors from real images.
• µy and Σy represent the mean and covariance matrix

of the feature vectors from generated images.
• Tr(·) denotes the trace of a matrix.

This evaluation provides valuable insights into assessing
copyright infringement while preserving the ability to gen-
erate non-infringing content.

Baselines. Four baselines are listed as follows:
• Stable diffusion (SDXL): Stable Diffusion(von Platen

et al. 2022) is a latent text-to-image diffusion model ca-
pable of generating photo-realistic images given any text
input.

• Forget-Me-Not: Forget-Me-Not(Zhang et al. 2023) is
an efficient and low-cost solution designed to safely
remove specified IDs, objects, or styles from a well-
configured text-to-image model in as little as 30 seconds,
without impairing its ability to generate other content.

• Concept Removal (CA): CA(Gandikota et al. 2023) An
efficient method of ablating concepts in the pretrained
model.

• Unified Concept Editing(UCE): UCE(Kumari et al.
2023) edits the model without training using a closed-
form solution, and scales seamlessly to concurrent edits
on text-conditional diffusion models.
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Figure 5: Examples of fine-tuned results for copyright pro-
tection on Paintings.

Original RLCP UCEAblation Forget-Not-MeSD

Figure 6: Examples of fine-tuned results for copyright pro-
tection on Cartoon images.

Experimental environment and hyperparameters. All
the experiments were conducted on a cluster with 2 80Gb
A100 GPUs. The hyperparameters are listed in Table 1.

batch size 8
learning rate 3e−4

Samples per iteration 32
Gradient updates per iteration 4
Clip range e−4

Table 1: Hyperparameters configuration

5.2 Experiment Results
In this section, we evaluate the effectiveness of our pro-
posed RLCPmethod across several dimensions. We compare
our results against baseline methods, measure the impact of
different proportions of copyrighted data, and analyze the
trade-offs between copyright protection and image quality.

Effectiveness of copyright metric. Our first set of exper-
iments aims to assess the reliability of our proposed copy-
right loss (CL) metric in distinguishing between copyrighted
and non-copyrighted content.

The experimental results shown in Figure 3 were ob-
tained using a subset of the paintings dataset(See in Fig-

Original RLCP UCEAblation Forget-Not-MeSD

Figure 7: Examples of fine-tuned results for copyright pro-
tection on Portrait images.

Metric SD RLCP CA UCE Forget-Me-Not
CLIP 65.78 35.12 50.34 52.11 48.76
CL 55.24 28.45 45.23 48.12 40.67
l2-norm 0.62 0.40 0.52 0.55 0.47
FID 13.4 18.1 14.9 14.6 15.1

Table 2: Comparison of Metrics for Painting Images.

Metric SD RLCP CA UCE Forget-Me-Not
CLIP 75.56 30.34 65.45 67.89 60.33
CL 70.23 20.76 60.89 63.12 55.47
l2-norm 0.72 0.33 0.62 0.65 0.57
FID 15.5 20.8 16.7 16.2 17.0

Table 3: Comparison of Metrics for Cartoon Images

Metric SD RLCP CA UCE Forget-Me-Not
CLIP 60.12 30.23 48.34 50.89 45.56
CL 52.89 25.67 42.23 44.78 39.12
l2-norm 0.58 0.38 0.46 0.49 0.43
FID 12.7 17.5 14.3 14.1 14.8

Table 4: Comparison of Metrics for Portrait Images

ure 4), which includes works such as “The Starry Night”
by Van Gogh. CLIP similarity was calculated by leveraging
the CLIP model to generate semantic embeddings, followed
by computing the Mean Squared Error (MSE). The L2-norm
was determined by calculating the squared L2 distance be-
tween these weighted activations, while LPIPS normalized
the feature dimensions of all pixels and layers to unit length,
scaling each feature by a specific weight.

In Figure 3, the “query index” refers to the position of
the query image in the dataset, while the “value index” rep-
resents the corresponding value or similarity score for each
generated image. The heatmaps illustrate good performance
by showing high similarity scores for relevant image pairs,
indicating that the model successfully retrieves or generates
images that closely match the queries in terms of semantic
or visual content.

The resulting heatmaps demonstrate that the combined
copyright loss metric, which integrates both semantic and
perceptual metrics, offers a more balanced and accurate as-
sessment of copyright infringement risks. The copyright loss



(a) Paintings. (b) Cartoon images. (c) Portrait images.
Figure 8: Impact of Copyright Data Proportion on Copyright Loss and FID for Different Datasets.

heatmap, in particular, exhibits a more nuanced and effec-
tive differentiation between potentially infringing and non-
infringing content, highlighting its robustness in evaluating
generative model outputs.

Performance of Copyright Protection. We have two
primary foundational models in our repertoire. The first one
is our finetuned model based on reinforcement learning, SD-
finetuned, which is employed to evaluate and assess the per-
formance of the reinforcement learning algorithm and fine-
tuned the stable diffusion model with the use of similar-
ity metrics. This evaluation includes both the model’s abil-
ity to forget copyrighted images and generated data qual-
ity. The second foundational model is on the basic SD-XL
1.0. During the unlearning experiments conducted on these
two foundational models, for each image to be forgotten, the
learning rate for gradient ascent is set at 3e-4, detailed hy-
perparameters are listed in Table 1.

The result are listed on Table 2, Table 3, Table 4. While
RLCP shows relatively weaker performance on the FID, it
still performs exceptionally well on the L2-norm metric.
This discrepancy can be explained by the nature of FID,
which measures the distribution similarity between gener-
ated and target images. Since RLCP focuses on avoiding the
generation of copyrighted data, it naturally alters the dis-
tribution, leading to a higher FED score. Despite this, the
L2-norm results indicate that RLCP maintains strong perfor-
mance in generating non-infringing content that aligns with
the original image features.

We also give examples of fine-tuned results for copyright
protection on three datasets (See in Figure 5, Figure 6, Fig-
ure 7).

Impact of Copyright Data Proportion. We further ex-
plore how the proportion of copyrighted images in the train-
ing dataset affects the performance of the RLCP method. As
illustrated in Figure 8, increasing the proportion of copy-
righted data leads to an increase in copyright loss, while
FID decreases slightly, reflecting a trade-off between protec-
tion and quality. One potential concern is whether RLCP can
scale effectively when a large proportion of the training set
consists of copyrighted images. The results address this con-
cern by showing that RLCP continues to perform strongly,
even with a high percentage of copyrighted images, outper-
forming all alternative methods.

We measured copyright loss and FID across vari-

ous datasets with differing ratios of copyrighted to non-
copyrighted images. As shown in Figure 8, the copyright
loss also rises with more copyrighted data, yet the FID
shows only a slight decrease.

While RLCP demonstrates a clear ability to reduce copy-
right infringement, there is an inherent trade-off between
minimizing copyright loss and maintaining image quality.
The results suggest that RLCP provides a favorable balance,
where the reduction in copyright loss is achieved with only a
minimal impact on FID. This balance is particularly evident
in the results for portrait images, where RLCP achieves both
low copyright loss and high FID.

6 Conclusion and Future Work
In this paper, we presented a Reinforcement Learning-based
Copyright Protection (RLCP) for copyright infringement in
text-to-image diffusion model. RLCP proposes a copyright
loss metric that mirrors legal tests used to assess substantial
similarity, and then integrates this metric into a reinforce-
ment learning framework for model fine-tuning, and the use
of KL divergence to regularize and stabilize the model train-
ing process. Experiments conducted on three mixed datasets
of copyright and non-copyright images show that RLCP sig-
nificantly reduces the likelihood of generating infringing
content while preserving the visual quality of the generated
images. Our results demonstrate that balancing the propor-
tion of copyrighted and non-copyrighted data in the training
set is crucial for minimizing copyright infringement with-
out compromising image quality. We also showed that the
reward-driven RL framework effectively fine-tunes diffusion
models by optimizing for both copyright compliance and
data fidelity.

While our approach demonstrates promising results, there
are several areas for future work: (1) Broader Application
Domains: Future work could extend RLCP to other domains
beyond image generation, such as text or audio generation
models, where copyright concerns are equally prevalent. (2)
Dynamic Dataset Management: Investigating adaptive or
dynamic dataset augmentation strategies could be benefi-
cial. As models encounter more copyright-protected data,
dynamically adjusting the training process may lead to more
robust copyright protection without overfitting to specific
datasets.
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Nguyen, K.; Daumé III, H.; and Boyd-Graber, J. 2017. Re-
inforcement Learning for Bandit Neural Machine Transla-
tion with Simulated Human Feedback. In Palmer, M.; Hwa,
R.; and Riedel, S., eds., Proceedings of the 2017 Conference
on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing,
1464–1474. Copenhagen, Denmark: Association for Com-
putational Linguistics.



Nguyen, T. T.; Huynh, T. T.; Nguyen, P. L.; Liew, A. W.-C.;
Yin, H.; and Nguyen, Q. V. H. 2022. A Survey of Machine
Unlearning. arXiv:2209.02299.
Nichol, A.; Dhariwal, P.; Ramesh, A.; Shyam, P.; Mishkin,
P.; McGrew, B.; Sutskever, I.; and Chen, M. 2022. GLIDE:
Towards Photorealistic Image Generation and Editing with
Text-Guided Diffusion Models. arXiv:2112.10741.
Ouyang, L.; Wu, J.; Jiang, X.; Almeida, D.; Wainwright,
C. L.; Mishkin, P.; Zhang, C.; Agarwal, S.; Slama, K.; Ray,
A.; Schulman, J.; Hilton, J.; Kelton, F.; Miller, L.; Simens,
M.; Askell, A.; Welinder, P.; Christiano, P.; Leike, J.; and
Lowe, R. 2022. Training language models to follow instruc-
tions with human feedback. arXiv:2203.02155.
Radford, A.; Kim, J. W.; Hallacy, C.; Ramesh, A.; Goh, G.;
Agarwal, S.; Sastry, G.; Askell, A.; Mishkin, P.; Clark, J.;
Krueger, G.; and Sutskever, I. 2021. Learning Transfer-
able Visual Models From Natural Language Supervision.
arXiv:2103.00020.
Rombach, R.; Blattmann, A.; Lorenz, D.; Esser, P.; and Om-
mer, B. 2022a. High-Resolution Image Synthesis with La-
tent Diffusion Models. arXiv:2112.10752.
Rombach, R.; Blattmann, A.; Lorenz, D.; Esser, P.; and Om-
mer, B. 2022b. High-resolution image synthesis with latent
diffusion models. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF confer-
ence on computer vision and pattern recognition, 10684–
10695.
Saharia, C.; Chan, W.; Saxena, S.; Li, L.; Whang, J.; Den-
ton, E.; Ghasemipour, S. K. S.; Ayan, B. K.; Mahdavi, S. S.;
Lopes, R. G.; Salimans, T.; Ho, J.; Fleet, D. J.; and Norouzi,
M. 2022. Photorealistic Text-to-Image Diffusion Models
with Deep Language Understanding. arXiv:2205.11487.
Sohl-Dickstein, J.; Weiss, E.; Maheswaranathan, N.; and
Ganguli, S. 2015. Deep Unsupervised Learning using
Nonequilibrium Thermodynamics. In Bach, F.; and Blei, D.,
eds., Proceedings of the 32nd International Conference on
Machine Learning, volume 37 of Proceedings of Machine
Learning Research, 2256–2265. Lille, France: PMLR.
Somepalli, G.; Singla, V.; Goldblum, M.; Geiping, J.;
and Goldstein, T. 2022. Diffusion Art or Digital
Forgery? Investigating Data Replication in Diffusion Mod-
els. arXiv:2212.03860.
Song, J.; Meng, C.; and Ermon, S. 2021. Denoising Diffu-
sion Implicit Models. In International Conference on Learn-
ing Representations.
Stiennon, N.; Ouyang, L.; Wu, J.; Ziegler, D.; Lowe, R.;
Voss, C.; Radford, A.; Amodei, D.; and Christiano, P. F.
2020. Learning to summarize with human feedback.
Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, 33:
3008–3021.
von Platen, P.; Patil, S.; Lozhkov, A.; Cuenca, P.; Lambert,
N.; Rasul, K.; Davaadorj, M.; Nair, D.; Paul, S.; Berman, W.;
Xu, Y.; Liu, S.; and Wolf, T. 2022. Diffusers: State-of-the-art
diffusion models. https://github.com/huggingface/diffusers.
WikiArt. 2024. Vincent van Gogh - 1932 Artworks - Paint-
ing. https://www.wikiart.org/en/vincent-van-gogh. Ac-
cessed: 2024-06-13.

Xie, Y.; Yuan, M.; Dong, B.; and Li, Q. 2023. Diffusion
Model for Generative Image Denoising. arXiv:2302.02398.
Zhang, E.; Wang, K.; Xu, X.; Wang, Z.; and Shi, H. 2023.
Forget-Me-Not: Learning to Forget in Text-to-Image Diffu-
sion Models. arXiv:2303.17591.
Zhang, R.; Isola, P.; Efros, A. A.; Shechtman, E.; and Wang,
O. 2018. The Unreasonable Effectiveness of Deep Fea-
tures as a Perceptual Metric. In 2018 IEEE/CVF Confer-
ence on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR),
586–595. Los Alamitos, CA, USA: IEEE Computer Society.
Ziegler, D. M.; Stiennon, N.; Wu, J.; Brown, T. B.; Rad-
ford, A.; Amodei, D.; Christiano, P.; and Irving, G. 2020.
Fine-Tuning Language Models from Human Preferences.
arXiv:1909.08593.


