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Figure 1. Sample images generated by our model trained on ImageNet at 512×512 and 256×256 resolutions.

Abstract
Recent Transformer-based diffusion models have shown

remarkable performance, largely attributed to the ability
of the self-attention mechanism to accurately capture both
global and local contexts by computing all-pair interac-
tions among input tokens. However, their quadratic com-
plexity poses significant computational challenges for long-
sequence inputs. Conversely, a recent state space model
called Mamba offers linear complexity by compressing a
filtered global context into a hidden state. Despite its ef-
ficiency, compression inevitably leads to information loss
of fine-grained local dependencies among tokens, which
are crucial for effective visual generative modeling. Moti-
vated by these observations, we introduce Local Attentional
Mamba (LaMamba) blocks that combine the strengths of
self-attention and Mamba, capturing both global contexts
and local details with linear complexity. Leveraging the ef-
ficient U-Net architecture, our model exhibits exceptional

scalability and surpasses the performance of DiT across
various model scales on ImageNet at 256x256 resolution,
all while utilizing substantially fewer GFLOPs and a com-
parable number of parameters. Compared to state-of-the-
art diffusion models on ImageNet 256x256 and 512x512,
our largest model presents notable advantages, such as
a reduction of up to 62% GFLOPs compared to DiT-
XL/2, while achieving superior performance with com-
parable or fewer parameters. Our code is available at
https://github.com/yunxiangfu2001/LaMamba-Diff.

1. Introduction

Diffusion models have made significant strides in the field
of generative modeling [21, 52], especially for images [8,
34, 39–41, 45], often surpassing the previously popular gen-
erative adversarial networks (GANs) [12]. The advance-
ments of diffusion models have been driven by many or-
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Figure 2. Unconditional image generation quality on ImageNet 256x256. The area of bubbles denote GFLOPs. Left: FID-50K of
LaMamba-Diff models trained for 400k iterations. Performance improves with the number of parameters and GFLOPs. Right: Our largest
model outperforms state-of-the-art diffusion models with substantially fewer GFLOPs.

thogonal factors, including sampling approaches [20, 21,
25, 51], latent space modeling [41], and backbone architec-
ture designs [37, 55]. Despite recent attempts to devise in-
novative backbones, state-of-the-art backbones for diffusion
models [24, 37, 41] largely rely on self-attention [54] for
high-fidelity generation. The effectiveness of self-attention
stems from its capacity to accurately capture global con-
texts and fine-grained local dependencies from inputs by
explicitly computing all-pair interactions among input to-
kens. However, their quadratic computational complexity
with respect to the input sequence length poses computa-
tional challenges when dealing with long sequences, such
as high-resolution images or sequences formed with a small
patch size.

To address the quadratic complexity of self-attention, a
recent state space model (SSM) named Mamba [14] has
been proposed. Using dynamic weights, Mamba captures
global contexts with linear time by compressing contextual
information of input tokens into a hidden state. Demonstrat-
ing a strong potential in long-sequence modeling, Mamba
has been applied across diverse domains, including medical
data [28, 43], point clouds [29], and vision tasks [30, 58].
However, unlike self-attention, the compression and selec-
tive process of Mamba does not explicitly compute pair-
wise interactions. Consequently, part of fine-grained lo-
cal information is lost, leading to sub-optimal performance.
The significance of local details for generative modeling is
demonstrated by the detrimental decline in the performance
of DiT [37] as the patch size increases, attributed to the loss
of fine-grained information within each patch [18].

In light of these observations, we introduce a novel Lo-
cal Attentional Mamba (LaMamba) block that combines the
strengths of Transformers and Mamba to accurately model
global contexts and local details with linear complexity.
LaMamba captures global contexts efficiently using Mamba

while accurately preserving fine-grained local dependencies
using local self-attention. Our local self-attention has lin-
ear complexity by computing pairwise interactions within
a context window with a fixed size. LaMamba brings the
best of two worlds for visual generative modeling, offer-
ing favorable properties like scalability, robustness, and ef-
ficiency.

Based on LaMamba blocks, we design LaMamba-Diff, a
novel backbone for diffusion models that adopts a U-Net ar-
chitecture [42]. LaMamba-Diff naturally constructs multi-
scale hierarchical features through down and up-sampling
and exhibits efficiency by compressing spatial dimensions
during the downsampling phase. The highly efficient de-
sign of LaMamba and LaMamba-Diff allows us to utilize
1 × 1 patches, which enables more accurate modeling of
fine-grained spatial dependencies by preventing the loss of
local details within each patch [18]. In particular, with a
comparable number of parameters, LaMamba-Diff with a
patch size of 1 uses significantly fewer GLFOPs compared
to DiT [37] with a patch size of 2, despite that DiT has a 4x
shorter input sequence length.

We evaluate the performance of LaMamba-Diff on the
widely-used ImageNet dataset for image generation. As
illustrated in Fig. 2 (right), LaMamba-Diff achieves state-
of-the-art Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) with compara-
ble or fewer parameters and significantly less GFLOPs on
ImageNet at 256 × 256 resolution. Moreover, as depicted
in Fig. 2 (left), LaMamba-Diff exhibits excellent scalability
with FID scores consistently decreasing with the number of
parameters and GFLOPs. In the class-conditional ImageNet
256x256 image generation benchmark, LaMamba-Diff-XL
achieves a state-of-the-art FID of 2.04 using 57.6% fewer
GFLOPs compared to DiT-XL/2. For class-conditioned
ImageNet 512x512 image generation, LaMamba-Diff-XL
achieves an FID of 3.01 using 61.6% fewer GFLOPs com-
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pared to DiT-XL/2. These results demonstrate the effective-
ness and efficiency of LaMamba-Diff for high-resolution
image generation tasks.

To summarise, our contributions in this paper are three-
fold:
• We design a novel LaMamba block that combines the

strengths of Transformers and Mamba, accurately captur-
ing global contexts and local details with linear complex-
ity.

• We propose LaMamba-Diff, a highly efficient backbone
for diffusion models. LaMamba-Diff allows a patch size
of 1 without substantial computational overhead, which
was previously unavailable for diffusion backbones.

• Experimental results demonstrate that LaMamba-Diff
achieves state-of-the-art FID using significantly fewer
GFLOPs. Additionally, LaMamba-Diff demonstrates ex-
cellent scalability.

2. Related works
Diffusion model backbones. Diffusion models (DM) be-
long to a class of probabilistic generative models that iter-
atively corrupt data by introducing noise through a forward
process, and subsequently learn to reverse this process for
sample generation [21, 50, 53]. Recently, DM has become
the de facto choice for image generation, due to its capa-
bility to generate photo-realistic images and stable training
property [7, 39, 39, 41, 41, 45, 57], which was unavail-
able for the previous state-of-the-art GANs [12]. The back-
bones for state-of-the-art DM are UNet-based [21, 41] or
Transformer-based [37] and rely heavily on attention [54].
However, the quadratic complexity of attention hinders the
application of diffusion models to long sequential data.
Very recently, to achieve linear complexity, state space
models have been leveraged to construct backbones for
DM [10, 22, 55] by replacing the self-attention module in
existing backbones like DiT [37] with Mamba [14]. How-
ever, they fail to outperform DiT using a comparable num-
ber of parameters and GFLOPs. In contrast, we propose
a hybrid Mamba backbone using local attention, achieving
linear complexity without sacrificing image fidelity and out-
performing DiT using fewer GFLOPs and parameters.

State space models. A recent state space model named
Mamba [14] has gained popularity in sequence modeling
renowned for its linear complexity, dynamic weights, and
global receptive field. Mamba has been widely explored in
various domains, including vision backbones [30, 58], med-
ical imaging [28, 43], 3D point clouds [29], tabular data [1],
and image/video generation [10, 22, 36, 55]. In this pa-
per, we investigate the use of Mamba for image generation,
distinguishing ourselves from previous works by utilizing
local attention to address the issue of fine-grained local de-
tail loss when replacing attention with Mamba. Concur-
rently, the Matten model [11] explores different combina-

tions of Mamba and attention for video generation using
an isotropic architecture, but exhibits quadratic complex-
ity with sequence lengths. In contrast, our work has linear
complexity and employs an efficient U-Net architecture that
permits a patch size of 1, thereby avoiding the loss of local
information within patches [18].

3. Preliminary
Latent diffusion models (LDMs) [41] typically operate
on the latent space of a pre-trained variational autoencoder
(VAE) [9, 26]. The pre-trained VAE encoder E is used to
transform data samples x0 ∼ pdata(x) into latent represen-
tation z0 = E(x0) with a downsampling factor of 8. LDMs
learn to sample from this latent distribution by progressively
perturbing z in a forward process, and then learn to reverse
this process. Specifically, forward diffusion gradually con-
vert z0 to a prior noise distribution with intermediate noisy
latents z1, ..., zT and zT ∼ N (0, III) by applying Gaussian
transitions: q(zt|zt−1) = N(zt;

√
1− βtzt−1, βtIII), where

t ∈ {1, ..., T} denote the timestep and βt ∈ (0, 1) is a pre-
defined noise variance hyperparameter.

LDMs are trained to learn the reverse diffusion pro-
cess pθ(zt−1|zt) = N (zt−1;µθ(zt),Σθ(zt)), where mean
µθ(zt) and variance Σθ(zt) are parameterized by neural net-
works. In practice, the variance Σθ can be predefined or
learned, and the mean µθ is parameterized using a noise
predictor ϵθ [21, 35]. The training loss can be rewritten
as a simplified form of the variational lower bound [26]
Lsimple =

∑T−1
t=1 Ez0,ϵ[∥ϵt − ϵθ(zt, t)∥2] [35]. Addition-

ally, we follow the common practice to train Σθ using
Lvlb [35, 37]. After training, novel latents z0 can be sam-
pled by iteratively denoising a random noise zT using the
noise predicted by ϵθ with zt−1 ∼ pθ(zt−1|zt) via the repa-
rameterization trick. Subsequently, images are generated
by passing z0 to the pre-trained VAE decoder. We follow
LDMs by training diffusion models in the latent space of a
pre-trained VAE.

State space models (SSM) [14–16, 49] are sequence-to-
sequence models that map input signals x(t) ∈ R to output
signals y(t) ∈ R through a latent h(t) ∈ RN×1. The con-
tinuous time process for a linear time-invariant (LTI) SSM
can be formulated as

h′(t) = Ah(t) +Bx(t),

y(t) = Ch(t) + D̄x(t),
(1)

where A ∈ RN×N , B ∈ RN×1, C ∈ R1×N denote the
diagonal state matrix, input matrix, and output matrix for
hidden size N , respectively, and D̄ ∈ R is a shortcut that
provides a direct path from input to y.

In order to utilize SSM with real-world data, which is
typically discrete, the continuous process represented in
Equation (1) is discretized using the zero-order hold (ZOH)
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rule, which is formulated as [17]

ht = Āht−1 + B̄xt,

yt = Cht + D̄xt,
(2)

where Ā = e(∆A) and B̄ = (∆A)−1(e(∆A) − I) · (∆B)
with ∆ as the timescale parameter for ZOH.

Mamba [14] relaxes the LTI constraint and introduces a
selective scan mechanism (S6) that allows hidden states h to
be contextually aware of the input using dynamic weights.
Specifically, S6 introduces selectivity to ∆, B, and C, en-
abling them to capture the context of input tokens, while the
context of Ā is obtained from ∆. Given an input xt ∈ RD

with D channels, S6 independently selects the context of
each channel, and compresses the selected context for each
channel into a hidden state h ∈ RN , with N representing
the SSM state dimension. Our proposed model builds on the
strengths of Mamba, leveraging its ability to capture global
contextual information in linear time, while also addressing
the loss of fine-grained details through the incorporation of
local attention.

4. Methodology

We present a novel linear-time hybrid U-Net architecture
named Local Attentional Mamba for Diffusion (LaMamba-
Diff). LaMamba-Diff, built upon Local Attentional Mamba
(LaMamba) blocks, is designed to combine the strengths
of Mamba and self-attention, having dynamic weights that
efficiently capture global contexts while precisely model-
ing local dependencies. Fig.3 provides an illustration of
LaMamba-Diff.

4.1. LaMamba blocks

Overview. Transformers have demonstrated remarkable
performance as backbones in the latent diffusion frame-
work [37, 41]. The effectiveness of Transformers can be
attributed to self-attention, which is capable of capturing
detailed contextual information from all input token pairs.
However, the quadratic complexity of self-attention with
respect to the length of the input sequence poses scal-
ability challenges for long input sequences arising from
high-resolution scenarios or small patch sizes. In contrast,
Mamba [14] recurrently compresses contextual information
of an input sequence into a single hidden state to achieve lin-
ear time complexity. However, this approach inevitably suf-
fers from a loss of detailed information in input tokens due
to compression. However, such detailed information is cru-
cial to visual generative modeling. This limitation is evident
in performance comparisons between SSM-based diffusion
models and DiT, where the former fails to outperform the
latter when using a comparable number of parameters and
GFLOPs [10, 37, 55]. To bring the best of both worlds, we

introduce Local Attentional Mamba (LaMamba) blocks that
capture both global contexts and local details in linear time.

Our proposed LaMamba block is illustrated in Fig. 3
(right) and consists of three components: a visual state
space model (VSSM), a local attention module, and a feed-
forward network (FFN). Every component is equipped with
a residual connection. Additionally, every component in-
tegrates condition information, such as timesteps and class
labels, using adaptive layer normalization (AdaLN) [8] and
a scaling operation before the residual connection. The
VSSM is a variation of the original Mamba block tailored
for 2D visual data [30] and is used to efficiently capture
global contexts. We adopt spatially continuous scans in
four complementary directions [56]. Local attention ex-
plicitly computes local pairwise attentions among input to-
kens without compression, resulting in fine-grained local
representations. The standard FFN with a hidden dimen-
sion expansion ratio of 4 is added at the end of the block.
LaMamba integrates conditions using AdaLN, where the
scale and shift parameters (γ and β) of Layer Normaliza-
tion [2] are regressed from the condition embedding using
a multi-layer perceptron (MLP). Additionally, a dimension-
wise scaling operation is adopted for zero-initialization [13,
37], where the MLP is initialized to make the scaling pa-
rameter (α) a zero-vector at the start of training. This makes
the LaMamba block an identity function initially as the out-
put of each component is equal to its residual connection.
As the visual state space model (VSSM), local attention
module, and feed-forward network (FFN) all exhibit lin-
ear time complexity, LaMamba also maintains linear time
complexity. Furthermore, the computational cost associ-
ated with adaptive layer normalization (AdaLN) and zero-
initialization is negligible in terms of GFLOPs.

Main components. Originally designed for sequence
modeling in natural language processing, Mamba casually
processes 1D input sequences. Directly applying Mamba
to non-casual 2D visual signals may yield sub-optimal re-
sults as it does not consider 2D spatial information, which
is crucial for vision tasks [30, 58]. Hence, we adopt a visual
state space module (VSSM) that explicitly models 2D spa-
tial information. We explore four variants of VSSM: (1) Bi-
directional Mamaba (ViM) [58] adds positional embeddings
and performs both forward and backward scanning to in-
corporate spatial information. (2) LocalVMamba [23] par-
titions input tokens into windows, each of which is scanned
individually to ensure local spatial information is encoded
closely together. Afterwards, a global scan is carried out
across windows. (3) EfficientVMamba [38] implements
multiple scanning paths efficiently by scanning tokens with
a fixed step size larger than one and aggregating the re-
sults along different scanning paths. This approach allows
tokens to integrate information from multiple scanning di-
rections without introducing computational overhead. (4)
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Figure 3. Network architecture of LaMamba-Diff. Left: Architecture of LaMamba-Diff-S. Right: Local attentional Mamba block.

2D Selective-Scan (SS2D) blocks [30] adopt four distinct
and complementary scanning paths, enabling each token to
integrate information from all other tokens in four differ-
ent directions. Moreover, SS2D removes the multiplicative
branch in original Mamba blocks [14]. We modify the scan-
ning trajectories in SS2D to spatial continuous scans [56].
Unless otherwise stated, all models in this work use our
modified SS2D block as the VSSM owing to its superior
performance, as shown in the ablation study presented in
Table 6.

The compression and selection mechanism in VSSM
serves to filter out irrelevant information for improved ef-
ficiency [14] but may lose information about fine-grained
local details and dependencies. To address this issue, we
incorporate a local attention module for fine-grained lo-
cal representations. In practice, we utilize window-based
attention [31], where the input is partitioned into non-
overlapping square windows and self-attention is computed
within each window to explicitly capture local dependen-
cies without compression. Note that complexity is linear
with respect to sequence length because the size of every
window is fixed and hence the number of tokens within ev-
ery window is a constant.

To integrate conditions into diffusion models, we follow
the widespread usage of AdaLN [8, 37]. Concretely, we
replace layer normalization [2] with AdaLN by regressing

the scale and shift parameters (γ and β) using the sum of
the embedding vectors of timestep t and class label l. This
process can be formulated as AdaLN(h, c) = γLN(h) + β,
where γ and β are computed by passing the conditioning
embedding c to an MLP.

Summary. The novelty of LaMamba lies in the com-
position of Mamba and local attention modules to comple-
ment each other within each block. Despite that LaMamba
is based on VSSM [30] and windowed local attention [31],
to the best of our knowledge, this is the first attempt to in-
corporate both Mamba and local attention within the build-
ing block of a diffusion model backbone, resulting in the
capability to capture both global contexts and fine-grained
local details with linear time complexity. LaMamba natu-
rally inherits the strengths of both Transformer and Mamba,
including scalability, robustness, and efficiency. This is
demonstrated by the state-of-the-art performance and scal-
ability analysis on ImageNet, as shown in Table 3 and Fig-
ure 2, respectively. Moreover, ablation studies in Table 5
empirically confirm the effectiveness of local attention in
learning fine-grained local representations.

4.2. Network architecture

The inherent hierarchical structure observed in natural im-
ages [47] motivates the adoption of hierarchical models
for image generation [21, 41]. This approach has proven
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Stage Output size Small Base Large X-Large

Encoder

1 16× 16
[LaMamba] ×2 (96) [LaMamba] ×2 (192) [LaMamba] ×2 (256) [LaMamba] ×2 (320)
Patch Merge (192) Patch Merge (384) Patch Merge (512) Patch Merge (640)

2 8× 8
[LaMamba] ×2 (192) [LaMamba] ×2 (384) [LaMamba] ×2 (512) [LaMamba] ×2 (640)

Patch Merge (384) Patch Merge (768) Patch Merge (1024) Patch Merge (1280)

3 8× 8 [LaMamba] ×2 (384) [LaMamba] ×2 (768) [LaMamba] ×2 (1024) [LaMamba] ×2 (1280)

4 8× 8 Identity (384) Identity (768) [LaMamba] ×2 (1024) [LaMamba] ×2 (1280)

Bottleneck - 8× 8 [LaMamba] ×1 (384) [LaMamba] ×1 (768) [LaMamba] ×2 (1024) [LaMamba] ×2 (1280)

Decoder

4 8× 8 Identity (384) Identity (768) [LaMamba] ×3 (1024) [LaMamba] ×3 (1280)

3 8× 8 [LaMamba] ×3 (384) [LaMamba] ×3 (768) [LaMamba] ×3 (1024) [LaMamba] ×3 (1280)

2 16× 16
Patch Expand (192) Patch Merge (384) Patch Merge (512) Patch Merge (640)

[LaMamba] ×3 (192) [LaMamba] ×3 (384) [LaMamba] ×3 (512) [LaMamba] ×3 (640)

1 32× 32
Patch Expand (96) Patch Merge (192) Patch Merge (256) Patch Merge (320)

[LaMamba] ×3 (96) [LaMamba] ×3 (192) [LaMamba] ×3 (256) [LaMamba] ×3 (320)

Output layer - 32× 32 adaLN -¿ Linear (8)

Param - - 32M 127M 449M 656M
GFLOPs - - 3.19 12.32 33.39 49.90

Table 1. Summary of LaMamba-Diff network architectures. The noisy latent produced from all our networks is shaped 32 × 32, which
corresponds to 256x256 input images. The hidden dimensions of each block are shown in brackets.

successful in the U-Net architecture, which naturally con-
structs multi-scale hierarchical representations, commonly
used for diffusion models [21, 41, 42], but not for diffusion
Transformers [4, 37]. To leverage hierarchical features and
improve efficiency, we adopt the U-Net architecture. Fig-
ure 3 (left) illustrates the architecture of LaMamba-Diff-S.
In particular, we follow LDMs with LaMamba-Diff operat-
ing in the latent space of the pre-trained VAE provided by
Stable Diffusion 1 [41], which has a down-sampling factor
of 8.

Input tokens. The input of LaMamba-Diff consists of
timestep t, class label l, and noisy latent zt ∈ RH

8 ×W
8 ×4,

which has the same dimensions as the latent of the pre-
trained VAE. By viewing zt as a H

8 ×W
8 grid of features, we

treat every position on the grid as a patch (i.e., 1 × 1 patch
size) and linearly embed every patch without the need to
flatten it into a 1-D sequence. This encodes zt into a latent
representation of size H

8 × W
8 ×D, where D is the hidden

dimension. Meanwhile, t and l are encoded into continuous
representations using an MLP and a learnable embedding
dictionary, respectively; the sum of these two encoding re-
sults becomes the conditioning embedding c.

U-Net architecture. As illustrated in Fig. 3 (left),
LaMamba-Diff consists of an encoder, a bottleneck stage,
and a decoder, with skip connections between correspond-
ing stages of the encoder and decoder. Skip connections are
implemented with channel-wise addition instead of chan-
nel concatenation. Under similar number of parameters and
computational cost (GFLOPs), skip connections with chan-

1https://huggingface.co/stabilityai/sd-vae-ft-mse

nel concatenation result in a smaller number of hidden di-
mensions, which can lead to sub-optimal performance as
shown in the ablation study presented in Table 7. Hierarchi-
cal representations are built by downsampling feature maps
from stages 1 and 2 of the encoder with patch merging [31],
and upsampling feature maps fed into stages 1 and 2 of the
decoder with patch expansion [6]. Thus, the spatial resolu-
tion at the bottleneck stage is 4 times smaller than the input
resolution of the encoder.

Notably, we allow the propagation of fine-grained local
information across window boundaries in local attention by
applying an alternating shifting scheme [31] to every two
consecutive blocks. Specifically, for every two blocks, the
first block adopts the standard window partitioning scheme
for local attention, while the second block adopts a win-
dowing configuration that is shifted from the first block by
(⌊M

2 ⌋, ⌊M
2 ⌋), where M represents the window size, which

is set to 8 by default.
We design four distinct LaMamba-Diff models with dif-

ferent scales (Table 1), each having a comparable number of
parameters to its corresponding DiT variant [37], allowing
fair comparisons of the model architecture. The architec-
ture overview has been presented in Section 4.2. The con-
dition embedding dimensions for Small, Base, Large, and
X-Large are 192, 384, 1024, and 1280 respectively. All
LaMamba-Diff variants have two downsampling and up-
sampling blocks only in stages 1 and 2. Our large and X-
large variants have four stages without extra downsampling
and upsampling blocks.

Noise and covariance prediction. We apply AdaLN be-
fore linearly projecting and reshaping the output of the de-
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coder to predict noise ϵ and covariance Σ, which have the
same dimensions as the input noisy latent zt (i.e., ϵ,Σ ∈
RH

8 ×W
8 ×4).

Local detail preservation. Fine-grained local informa-
tion within each patch is crucial for excavating features
from visual data [18]. However, existing diffusion models
based on Transformers (such as DiT [37]) and SSMs (such
as DiffuSSM [55] and DiS [10]) do not effectively handle
this aspect. When larger patch sizes are used, this limitation
leads to a loss of local details and a corresponding increase
in FID [37]. On the other hand, using smaller patch sizes
results in an increased computational cost as the input se-
quence length is inversely proportional to the squared patch
size. We prevent the loss of valuable fine-grained informa-
tion by utilizing 1 × 1 patches, which is computationally
feasible thanks to the linear complexity and efficient design
of LaMamba-Diff.

4.3. Computational Complexity Analysis

In this section, we provide theoretical and empirical analy-
sis of computational complexity for LaMamba-Diff. Since
the selective scan 2D (SS2D) mechanism contributes to the
majority of FLOPs in VSSM by computing 4 SSM pro-
cesses with a hidden dimension expansion ratio of 2 [30],
we approximate the complexity of VSSM with SS2D.

Given a noisy diffusion latent z ∈ RH
8 ×W

8 ×D, where D
is the hidden dimension, the computational complexity of
SS2D, windowed multi-head self-attention (W-MSA), and
feedforward net (FFN) are given below:

Ω(SS2D) = 4Ω(SSM)

= 4(3L(2D)N + L(2D)N), (3)

Ω(W-MSA) = 4HWD2 + 2M2HWD, (4)

Ω(FFN) = 4LD2, (5)

where L = H × W denotes the sequence length, N is
the SSM state dimension that encodes the context of each
channel independently, and M is the fixed window size.
Since SS2D computes four SSM processes corresponding
to four scan paths, its complexity can be approximated with
4Ω(SSM). For SSM, 3L(2D)N comes from the computa-
tion of B̄, C, and D̄ while the computation of Ā contributes
to the complexity of L(2D)N . As a result, the overall com-
plexity of VSSM can be approximated as Ω(SS2D), which
is linear with respect to L. Given a window with fixed
size M = 8, the complexity of W-MSA is linear with re-
spect to sequence length. Hence, all three components of
LaMamba, namely VSSM, local attention, and FFN, have
linear complexity. Built upon LaMamba, LaMamba-Diff
is naturally linear. We note that the following operations
contribute negligible GFLOPs and are excluded from this
analysis for simplicity: reshaping and merging the 4 SSM

Resolution Model Sequence length # GFLOPs

256× 256
DiT-XL/2 256 118.64

LaMamba-Diff-XL 1024 50.46

512× 512
DiT-XL/2 1024 524.60

LaMamba-Diff-XL 4096 201.20

1024× 1024
DiT-XL/2 4096 2910.30

LaMamba-Diff-XL 16384 804.18

Table 2. Comparison of GFLOPs between LaMamba-Diff-XL and
DiT-XL/2 for different image resolutions.

outputs in SS2D; AdaLN and scaling multiplications with
α in LaMamba blocks.

Empirically, we compare GFLOPs of LaMamba-Diff-
XL with DiT-XL/2 for different image resolutions in
Table 4.3. With a comparable number of parameters,
LaMamba-Diff-XL incurs 57.5% and 72.4% less GFLOPs
at 256×256 and 1024×1024 resolutions, respectively. No-
tably, LaMamba-Diff’s U-Net architecture decreases com-
putational complexity by downsampling the input sequence
with patch merging in two encoder stages.

5. Experiments
5.1. Setting

Latent diffusion model. For all experiments, LaMamba-
Diff operates in the latent space of an off-the-shelf pre-
trained VAE 2 from Stable Diffusion [41], which has a
downsampling factor of 8. For instance, an RGB image x0

of size 256× 256× 3 would be encoded into a compressed
latent z0 = E(x0) of size 32× 32× 4. Our LaMamba-
Diff is trained to learn the reverse diffusion process in this
Z-space using diffusion hyperparameters from ADM [8].
Specifically, we follow their embedding approach to encode
timestep and class label conditions, and use a linear vari-
ance scheduler and ADM’s parameterization of covariance
Σθ. Images are generated by sampling novel latents z and
passing them to the VAE decoder x = D(z).
Training Details. We follow the training and hyperpram-
eter settings in [37] to train variants of LaMamba-Diff on
the ImageNet dataset [44] at 256×256 and 512×512 reso-
lutions using classifier free guidance [20]. Specifically, we
utilize the weight initialization techniques in [37] and em-
ploy the AdamW optimizer [32] with a constant learning
rate of 1e-4, a global batch size of 256, and no weight de-
cay. An exponential moving average (EMA) of LaMamba-
Diff weights is maintained during training with a decay of
0.9999. We follow the setting in [30] for VSSM hyperpa-
rameters.
Evaluation. We measure model performance with Fréchet
Inception Distance (FID) [19], a standard metric for assess-
ing the quality of generated images. For a fair compari-

2https://huggingface.co/stabilityai/sd-vae-ft-mse
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ImageNet 256×256

Model Parameters(M) GFLOPs Training Steps(M) FID↓ sFID↓ IS↑ Precision↑ Recall↑
BigGAN-deep [5] 6.95 7.36 171.40 0.87 0.28
StyleGAN-XL [48] 2.30 4.02 265.12 0.78 0.53

Unconditional
ADM [8] 554 1120 2.0 10.94 6.02 100.98 0.69 0.63
ADM-U [8] 608 742 2.0 7.49 5.13 127.49 0.72 0.63
LDM-8 [41] 395 79 1.2 15.51 - 79.03 0.65 0.63
LDM-4 [41] 391 103 0.8 10.56 - 103.49 0.71 0.62
DiT-XL/2 [37] 675 118 7.0 9.62 6.85 121.50 0.67 0.67
DiffuSSM-XL [55] 673 280 2.6 9.07 5.52 118.32 0.69 0.64
LaMamba-Diff-XL 656 50 2.0 6.12 5.58 149.13 0.71 0.64

Classifier-free guidance
ADM-G, ADM-U [8] 673 761 2.0 3.94 6.14 215.84 0.83 0.53
LDM-8-G [41] 395 79 1.2 7.76 - 209.52 0.84 0.35
LDM-4-G [41] 391 103 0.8 3.60 - 247.67 0.87 0.48
U-ViT-H/2-G [3] 501 133 2.0 2.29 - 247.67 0.87 0.48
DiffuSSM-XL-G [55] 673 280 2.6 2.28 4.49 259.13 0.86 0.56
DiT-XL/2-G [37] 675 118 7.0 2.27 4.60 278.24 0.83 0.57
LaMamba-Diff-XL-G 656 50 2.0 2.04 4.52 296.07 0.84 0.56

ImageNet 512×512

Unconditional
DiT-XL/2 [37] 675 524 3.0 12.03 7.12 105.25 0.75 0.64
LaMamba-Diff-XL 656 201 3.0 7.76 6.89 122.41 0.81 0.60

Classifier-free guidance
ADM-G, ADM-U [8] 774 2834 1.9 3.85 5.86 221.72 0.84 0.53
U-ViT-H/4-G [3] 501 133 2.0 4.05 8.44 261.13 0.84 0.48
DiffuSSM-XL-G [55] 673 1066 1.2 3.41 5.84 255.06 0.85 0.49
DiT-XL/2-G [37] 675 524 3.0 3.04 5.02 240.82 0.84 0.54
LaMamba-Diff-XL-G 656 201 3.0 3.01 5.15 277.19 0.85 0.52

Table 3. Quantitative comparison of image generation quality on ImageNet 256x256 and 512x512. We denote classifier-free guidance
by appending ”-G” to model names. LaMamba-Diff-XL achieves competitive performance with substantially fewer GFLOPs. The training
steps denote the number of iterations trained using a batch size of 256.

son with prior works, we use 250 DDPM sampling steps to
sample 50K images to compute FID [37] using the ADM’s
TensorFlow implementation [8]. We also report sFID [33],
Inception Score [46], and Precision and Recall [27] as sec-
ondary performance metrics.

5.2. Main Results

ImageNet 256x256. We compare our largest model,
LaMamba-Diff-XL trained for 2M steps, with state-of-the-
art (SOTA) diffusion models on ImageNet at 256x256 res-
olution. Table 3 reports quantitative performance evalu-
ation results, while qualitative examples are provided in
Figures 4-9. In both unconditional and class-conditional
settings, LaMamba-Diff-XL outperforms attention-only
(DiT [37],U-ViT [3]) and SSM-only (DiffuSSM [55]) meth-
ods, achieving clearly lower FID scores. More impor-
tantly, LaMamba-Diff-XL achieves SOTA FIDs while re-
quiring substantially fewer GFLOPs. In unconditional im-

age generation, LaMamba-Diff-XL achieves a SOTA FID
of 6.12, improving the previous SOTA FID (9.07) by 2.95
(33%) with 82% fewer GFLOPs and 17M fewer parame-
ters. Furthermore, LaMamba-Diff-XL achieves the high-
est Inception Score (IS) and Precision. In conditional im-
age generation with classifier-free guidance (CFG) [20],
LaMamba-Diff-XL achieves a SOTA FID of 2.04 using
57.6% fewer GFLOPs and 19M fewer parameters compared
to DiT-XL/2. Moreover, LaMamba-Diff-XL achieves the
highest Inception Score of 296.07. Note that the previ-
ous SOTA conditional FID of 2.10 was achieved by DiS-
H/2 [10] (900M), and LaMamba-Diff-XL uses 27% fewer
parameters and needs 77% fewer GFLOPS.

ImageNet 512x512. We evaluate the image generation
quality of LaMamba-Diff-XL on ImageNet at 512x512 res-
olution. Here, LaMamba-Diff-XL processes 4096 tokens
with an input latent of size 64 × 64 × 4. Table 3 shows
comparisons with SOTA methods, while Figures 10-15 ex-
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Model Parameters (M) GFLOPs FID

LaMamba-Diff-S 32 3.19 55.68
LaMamba-Diff-B 127 12.32 29.71
LaMamba-Diff-L 449 33.39 18.15
LaMamba-Diff-XL 656 49.90 12.86

DiT-S/2 33 6.06 68.40
DiT-B/2 130 23.01 43.47
DiT-L/2 458 80.71 23.33
DiT-XL/2 675 118.64 19.47

Table 4. Comparison of LaMamba-Diff and DiT scaling proper-
ties based on unconditional FID and models trained on ImageNet
256x256 for 400k steps using a batch size 256.

hibits examples of generated images. LaMamba-Diff-XL
achieves lower FID compared to all prior diffusion models
with similar sizes and uses 61.6% less GFLOPs compared
to DiT-XL/2. In the unconditional setting, LaMamba-Diff-
XL substantially improves the FID of DiT-XL/2 from 12.03
to 7.76. When using classifier-free guidance, LaMamba-
Diff-XL achieves a SOTA FID of 3.01 and the highest IS of
277.19. Note that DiS-H/2 [10] achieves a slightly lower
FID (2.88) using 37% more parameters and 258% more
GFLOPs. These results highlight the capability and effi-
ciency of LaMamba-Diff in high-resolution image genera-
tion.

Scaling model complexity Here we evaluate the scal-
ing properties of LaMamba-Diff by training the four mod-
els presented in Table 4.2 on ImageNet 256x256 for 400k
steps using the same hyperparameters. Figure 2 (left)
and Table 4 present our results. We observe substantial
FID improvements when increasing the number of parame-
ters. In comparison to LaMamba-Diff-S with 32M param-
eters, LaMamba-Diff-XL with 656M parameters improves
the FID score by 42.82. LaMamba-Diff models outper-
form DiT models with a comparable number of parameters
by consistently exhibiting superior performance while us-
ing significantly fewer GFLOPs. These observations un-
derscore the superior scaling capability of LaMamba-Diff
models.

5.3. Ablation studies

In this section, we investigate the effectiveness of each pro-
posed component in our LaMamba block as well as in the
overall network architecture. Unless otherwise stated, we
report FID-50K for variants of LaMamba-Diff Tiny trained
on ImageNet 256x256 for 400K steps with a batch size of
256.

Local attention. The local attention in our LaMamba
block is crucial to success, complementing VSSM by cap-
turing detailed local contextual information. In Table 5,
we study the effect of local attention and different atten-

Method GFLOPs FID

LaMamba-Diff 3.19 55.68
w/o attention 2.45 69.78
w/o shifting 3.19 58.81

global attention 4.24 53.74

Table 5. Ablation study of attention in LaMamba blocks.

Method Parameters (M) GFLOPs FID

LaMamba-Diff 32 3.19 55.68
SS2D [30] 32 3.19 56.57
Bi-directional Mamba [58] 30 2.62 83.99
LocalVMamba [23] 32 3.32 92.10
EfficientVMamba [38] 31 2.40 105.93

Table 6. Ablation study of VSSM in LaMamba blocks.

tion strategies. Specifically, we removed the local attention
module entirely (w/o attention) or disabled the alternating
window shift (w/o shifting). Additionally, we replaced lo-
cal attention with global attention.

Table 5 presents our results, indicating that removing lo-
cal attention leads to a substantial increase in FID by 14.1,
confirming the importance of modeling detailed local con-
texts. Additionally, removing the shifting scheme for win-
dowed attention leads to a 3.13 increase in FID, suggest-
ing that the propagation of fine-grained information across
window boundaries is useful. Global attention marginally
improves FID by 3.5 despite bringing a significant 32.5%
computational overhead, indicating that the combination of
local attention and VSSM is as powerful as global atten-
tion plus VSSM in capturing both global and local contexts
while incurring much less computation.

Visual state space module (VSSM). In LaMamba
blocks, VSSM is responsible for capturing global contexts
and 2D spatial information from inputs. Here, we ex-
plore the performance of different VSSMs discussed in Sec-
tion 4.1. We follow the original implementation and Mamba
hyperparameters released in the corresponding GitHub
repositories. As demonstrated in Table 6, LaMamba-Diff
with spatially continuous SS2D achieves superior perfor-
mance, and spatially continuous scanning [56] improves
FID by 0.89. Under comparable numbers of parame-
ters, SS2D outperforms other VSSM variants significantly,
thereby highlighting its effectiveness in capturing global
contexts in latent diffusion models.

Network architecture. In this section, we conduct
a comparative analysis of various architectural design
choices. Specifically, we evaluate four types of architec-
tural variations: the adoption of an isotropic architecture
instead of a U-Net architecture, the number of downsam-
pling blocks in U-Net, the number of LaMamba blocks in
each U-Net stage, and the adoption of channel concatena-
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Ablation Type Method Initial hidden dim Parameters (M) GFLOPs FID
LaMamba-Diff 96 32 3.19 55.68

Downsampling 1x 144 30 6.99 53.49
3x 48 33 1.93 62.23

Block Number
Decoder -1 104 32 3.08 54.93
All +1 80 33 3.51 63.54
All -1 112 35 2.93 58.17

Isotropic architecture

Patch size 1 384 34 24.96 52.01
Patch size 2 384 34 6.19 91.89
Patch size 4 384 34 1.96 129.92
Patch size 8 384 34 0.65 172.10

U-Net Shortcut Concatenate 64 33 3.02 89.10

Table 7. Ablation studies on architectural design choices.

tion instead of addition in U-Net shortcuts. The hidden di-
mension is adjusted to ensure that all architectural variants
considered in the same comparison have a similar number
of parameters. The results of these ablations are presented
in Table 7.

In LaMamba-Diff, we downsample twice, resulting in a
bottleneck resolution of 8 × 8 for 256 × 256 input images.
Here, we investigate the impact of downsampling only once
(1×) and three times (3×), corresponding to bottleneck res-
olutions of 16×16 and 4×4, respectively. Our observations
reveal that 3× downsampling leads to a decline in perfor-
mance, while 1× downsampling marginally improves FID
by 3.9, albeit with an 118% increase in GFLOPs.

Next, we analyze the effect of varying the number of
LaMamba blocks in each stage of the encoder and decoder
in LaMamba-Diff, where each encoder stage has 2 blocks
and each decoder stage has 3 blocks. We assess perfor-
mance variations by using 2 blocks only in every decoder
stage (Decoder -1), adding one block to every stage in both
encoder and decoder (All +1), or removing one block from
every stage in both encoder and decoder (All -1). Our re-
sults indicate that increasing the number of blocks in every
stage at the cost of decreasing hidden dimensions leads to
performance drops. Moreover, using less LaMamba blocks
in the decoder (Decoder -1) achieves comparable FID and
GLFOPs, providing an alternative architectural design for
LaMamba-Diff, which nevertheless, adopts the decoder de-
sign in StableDiffusion [41] to make it stronger.

We also compare LaMamba-Diff with an isotropic ar-
chitecture with no downsampling, which is essentially a
DiT [37] with LaMamba blocks. We observe that an
isotropic architecture using a patch size of 1 can marginally
improve FID by 3.67 at the cost of 7.8 times more GFLOPs,
while larger patch sizes result in inferior performance. In
contrast, our U-Net architecture presents a significantly su-
perior trade-off between FID and GFLOPs.

Compared to channel concatenation in U-Net short-

cuts [41], LaMamba-Diff achieves substantially lower FID
with a comparable number of parameters and a larger hid-
den dimension of 96. Overall, architecture ablation studies
suggest that the size of hidden dimensions is crucial to the
success of LaMamba-Diff.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we have proposed LaMamba-Diff, a novel
linear-time backbone network for diffusion models. It ef-
ficiently captures both global contexts and local dependen-
cies from input tokens. Our experiments demonstrate that
LaMamba-Diff, with comparable number of parameters and
significantly fewer GLFOPs, achieves very competitive per-
formance against state-of-the-art diffusion backbones. Fur-
thermore, our LaMamba block demonstrates excellent scal-
ability, and like DiT, can be taken as a generic building
block for various types of diffusion models, including both
text-to-image and text-to-video diffusion models.
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7. Additional Qualitative Results

Figure 4. ImageNet 256 × 256 samples generated by LaMamba-
Diff-XL using a classifier-free guidance scale of 4.0.
Class: Ice Cream

Figure 5. ImageNet 256 × 256 samples generated by LaMamba-
Diff-XL using a classifier-free guidance scale of 4.0.
Class: Tabby Cat
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Figure 6. ImageNet 256 × 256 samples generated by LaMamba-
Diff-XL using a classifier-free guidance scale of 2.0.
Class: Lakeshore

Figure 7. ImageNet 256 × 256 samples generated by LaMamba-
Diff-XL using a classifier-free guidance scale of 2.0.
Class: Arctic Fox
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Figure 8. ImageNet 256 × 256 samples generated by LaMamba-
Diff-XL using a classifier-free guidance scale of 1.5.
Class: Macaw

Figure 9. ImageNet 256 × 256 samples generated by LaMamba-
Diff-XL using a classifier-free guidance scale of 1.5.
Class: Greenhouse
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Figure 10. ImageNet 512× 512 samples generated by LaMamba-
Diff-XL using a classifier-free guidance scale of 4.0.
Class: Macaw

Figure 11. ImageNet 512× 512 samples generated by LaMamba-
Diff-XL using a classifier-free guidance scale of 4.0.
Class: Ice Cream
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Figure 12. ImageNet 512× 512 samples generated by LaMamba-
Diff-XL using a classifier-free guidance scale of 2.0.
Class: Sulphur-crested Cockatoo

Figure 13. ImageNet 512× 512 samples generated by LaMamba-
Diff-XL using a classifier-free guidance scale of 2.0.
Class: Tenco snowbird
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Figure 14. ImageNet 512× 512 samples generated by LaMamba-
Diff-XL using a classifier-free guidance scale of 1.5.
Class: Husky

Figure 15. ImageNet 512× 512 samples generated by LaMamba-
Diff-XL using a classifier-free guidance scale of 1.5.
Class: Cliff
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