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Abstract

Recent advances in autoregressive (AR) models with continuous tokens for image
generation show promising results by eliminating the need for discrete tokenization.
However, these models face efficiency challenges due to their sequential token gen-
eration nature and reliance on computationally intensive diffusion-based sampling.
We present E-CAR (Efficient Continuous Auto-regressive Image Generation via
Multistage Modeling), an approach that addresses these limitations through two
intertwined innovations: ❶ a stage-wise continuous token generation strategy that
reduces computational complexity and provides progressively refined token maps
as hierarchical conditions, and ❷ a multistage flow-based distribution modeling
method that transforms only partial-denoised distributions at each stage comparing
to complete denoising in normal diffusion models. Holistically, E-CAR operates
by generating tokens at increasing resolutions while simultaneously denoising the
image at each stage. This design not only reduces token-to-image transformation
cost by a factor of the stage number but also enables parallel processing at the token
level. Our approach enhances computational efficiency and aligns naturally with
image generation principles by operating in continuous token space and following
a hierarchical generation process from coarse to fine details. Experimental results
demonstrate that E-CAR achieves comparable image quality to DiT [Peebles &
Xie, 2023] while requiring 10× FLOPs reduction and 5× speedup to generate a
256×256 image.

1 Introduction

Autoregressive (AR) Large Language Models (LLMs) [Vaswani, 2017, Achiam et al., 2023, Touvron
et al., 2023a,b, Jiang et al., 2023] have demonstrated remarkable capabilities in natural language
generation, driven by scaling laws [Kaplan et al., 2020, Hoffmann et al., 2022]. Inspired by these
advancements, the computer vision community has been striving to develop large autoregressive and
world models [Zhou et al., 2024, Team, 2024, Liu et al., 2024a] for visual generation. This effort is
initiated by VQ-GAN [Esser et al., 2021] and further advanced by its successors [Lee et al., 2022,
Sun et al., 2024, Tian et al., 2024, Team, 2024], showcasing the potential of AR models in visual
generation.

Traditional AR image generation models employ a visual tokenizer to discretize continuous images
into grids of 2D tokens, which are then flattened into a 1D sequence for AR learning (see Fig. 2.b).
However, recent research [Li et al., 2024, Tschannen et al., 2023, Zhou et al., 2024, Fan et al., 2024]
demonstrates that discrete tokenization is not only unnecessary but potentially detrimental to AR
models’ generation capabilities. These works show that AR image generation can be formulated
continuously, modeling per-token probability distributions on continuous-valued domains. For
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instance, several approaches [Li et al., 2024, Zhou et al., 2024, Fan et al., 2024] leverage diffusion
models for representing arbitrary probability distributions, where the model autoregressively predicts
a continuous vector for each token as conditioning for a denoising network (see Fig. 2.c). We refer to
this paradigm as continuous AR models.

Despite their advantages, continuous AR models, such as MAR [Li et al., 2024], face significant
efficiency challenges. Generating a 256×256 image with MAR using one NVIDIA A5000 GPU
requires more than 30 seconds, making these models impractical for real-time applications. We
identify two main efficiency bottlenecks: ❶ Token-by-token generation: Similar to text generation in
LLMs, the sequential token-by-token nature of generation limits efficiency [Yuan et al., 2024]. ❷
Diffusion-based sampling: The sampling process inherits the inefficiencies of diffusion models [Song
et al., 2020a,b], requiring hundreds of denoising network inferences for token-to-image sampling.
Beyond the direct computational costs, these issues significantly constrain parallelization potential,
as the token generation process must proceed sequentially.

AR Transformer (Next-stage Token Prediction)

Multi-stage Flow (Stagewise Partial Denoising)
E-CAR

Class
Token

Stage 1
Stage 2 Stage 3

Figure 1: High-level Idea of E-CAR. The
model progressively generates tokens at in-
creasing resolutions, while correspondingly
denoising the image at each stage. By com-
bining stage-by-stage continuous token gener-
ation with multistage flow-based image syn-
thesis, E-CAR achieves efficient continuous
autoregressive image generation while main-
taining high visual quality.

In this work, we propose Efficient Continuous Au-
toregressive Image Generation via Multistage Model-
ing (E-CAR) to address these limitations while main-
taining generative capability. As shown in Fig. 1,
E-CAR progressively generate tokens at increasing
resolutions while simultaneously transport towards
the image distribution via a multistage flow at each
stage. Our approach features two intervened inno-
vations targeting the efficiency bottleneck: ❶ Stage-
wise Progressive Token Map Generation: A hier-
archical AR transformer architecture that generates
continuous tokens at stage-wisely increasing resolu-
tions (i.e., continuous token map), reducing token
generation computation by enabling parallel process-
ing within each stage. ❷ Multistage Flow-based
Distribution Modeling: A flow-based method that
transforms continuous token distributions at multiple
stages, requiring only partial transport at each resolution level instead of complete denoising pro-
cesses. This design reduces continuous detokenization computation proportionally to the number
of stages. The stage-wise design of our approach enables parallel token sampling, as tokens are
generated in resolution-specific stacks. From a flow matching perspective [Ma et al., 2024, Lipman
et al., 2022, Liu et al., 2022, Liu, 2022], our multistage approach can be viewed as using the AR
model to guide the flow model’s visual generation process, creating a complementary relationship
between continuous token generation and flow-based image synthesis.

Importantly, E-CAR’s multistage continuous AR solution aligns naturally with image generation’s
pyramidal principles [Pernias et al., 2023, Saharia et al., 2022]. By operating in a continuous token
space, it better reflects the inherent structure of images—a widely accepted inductive bias in computer
vision [Li et al., 2024]. The increasing resolution generation mirrors the hierarchical nature of visual
information, progressing from coarse structures to fine details, enabling effective multi-scale image
generation while maintaining high quality [Jin et al., 2024]. To the best of our knowledge, this is the
first work that integrates continuous AR and flow-based method in a multistage manner, offering a
novel approach to efficient, high-quality visual generation.

2 Related Work

Autoregressive Visual Generation models initially operated on sequences of pixels [Gregor et al.,
2014, Van Den Oord et al., 2016, Chen et al., 2018a, 2020]. While early implementations primarily
utilized RNNs and CNNs as base models, Transformers [Vaswani, 2017] have recently become the
dominant architecture for these tasks [Esser et al., 2021]. VQGAN [Esser et al., 2021] pioneered
the use of Transformers for autoregressive image generation. Specifically, it employs a GPT-2
decoder-only Transformer [Radford, 2018] to generate tokens in a raster-scan order, similar to
how ViT [Dosovitskiy, 2020] serializes 2D images into 1D patches. Building upon this paradigm,
[Razavi et al., 2019, Lee et al., 2022] extend the approach by incorporating multiple scales or
stacked codes. More recently, LlamaGen [Sun et al., 2024], based on the popular open-source
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LLM architecture Llama [Touvron et al., 2023a,b], scales the Transformer to 3B parameters and
demonstrated impressive results in text-to-image synthesis. In parallel, recent advancements have
focused on continuous-valued tokens in AR models. GIVT [Tschannen et al., 2023] represents token
distributions using Gaussian mixture models with a pre-defined number of mixtures. MAR [Li et al.,
2024] leverages the effectiveness of the diffusion process for modeling arbitrary distributions. We
categorize these AR methods that do not use discrete tokenizers as continuous AR methods.

Our work focuses on improving the efficiency of continuous AR models. To achieve this, we propose
using a multistage AR Transformer to generate continuous tokens stage-by-stage, coupled with a
multistage flow-based method to model the token distributions.

Diffusion Models and Flow Matching Models. Diffusion models [Sohl-Dickstein et al., 2015, Ho
et al., 2020, Song et al., 2020b] have demonstrated remarkable success across various generative
modeling tasks, such as the generation of images, videos, and audio [Croitoru et al., 2023]. Pre-
dominantly, these models utilize stochastic differential equations (SDEs) to model the diffusion and
denoising processes. [Song et al., 2020b,a] also converted these SDEs into ordinary differential
equations (ODEs) that preserve the marginal probability distributions, thereby accelerating the de-
noising process. Recent research [Liu et al., 2022, Liu, 2022, Lipman et al., 2022] has introduced
novel methods for directly learning probability flow ODEs, employing both linear and nonlinear
interpolation techniques between distributions. These ODE-based approaches rival the performance
of conventional diffusion models while substantially reducing the number of inference steps required.
The practical applications of flow matching have expanded beyond theoretical frameworks, with
recent investigations applying these methods to larger datasets and more complex tasks. For exam-
ple, [Liu et al., 2024b] showcased the Rectified Flow pipeline’s capability to produce high-fidelity,
one-step generation in large-scale text-to-image (T2I) diffusion models. This advancement has paved
the way for extremely rapid T2I foundation models trained exclusively through supervised learning.
The influence of these developments is evident in cutting-edge T2I systems, such as Stable Diffusion
3 [Esser et al., 2024], which incorporates reflow as a fundamental component of its generation
process.

Our work focuses on continuous AR, but we formulate the distribution estimation under the framework
of multistage flow matching, offering a more efficient method for continuous distribution matching.

3 E-CAR: Efficient Continuous Auto-regressive Image Generation via
Multistage Modeling

We first review the basic pipeline of continuous autoregressive (AR) visual generation models
(Sec.3.1). Next, we introduce our Efficient Continuous AR (E-CAR) image generation model. The
development and optimization of E-CAR include three key advancements: (1) a stage-by-stage
continuous token generation AR module (Sec.3.2); (2) an multistage flow model for fast continuous
token recovery (Sec. 3.3); and (3) the multistage loss that enhances training stability (Sec.3.4). Finally,
we provide a straightforward explanation of why E-CAR can be both efficient and effective (Sec.4.3).

3.1 Preliminaries: Continuous Autoregressive Visual Generation

The review of continuous AR visual generation models focuses on their main components and training
procedures. In this review, we highlight the inefficiencies associated with existing continuous AR
models.

Image Tokenization and Detokenization. Images are inherently 2D continuous signals. Pioneering
AR studies [Esser et al., 2021, Sun et al., 2024, Tian et al., 2024, Yu et al., 2023a,b] apply AR
modeling to images via next-token prediction, mimicking AR in language models [Vaswani, 2017].
This approach requires two key steps: (1) tokenizing an image into discrete tokens, and (2) modeling
the tokens’ unidirectional generation process.

For tokenization, a quantized autoencoder such as VQGAN [Esser et al., 2021] is often used to
convert the image feature map f ∈ R(h·w)×C to discrete tokens z ∈ [V ](h·w):

f = E(x), z = Q(f), (3.1)

where x ∈ Rh′×w′×3 denotes the raw image, E(·) is an encoder, and Q(·) is a quantizer. The
quantizer typically includes a learnable Codebook ∈ RV×C containing V vectors with C dimensions.
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The quantization process z = Q(f) maps each feature vector f i to the code index zi of its nearest
code w.r.t. the Euclidean distance:

zj = arg min
v∈[V ]

∥lookup(Codebook, v)− fj∥2, (3.2)

where lookup(Codebook, v) means taking the v-th vector in codebook, zj and fj means j-th discrete
token and feature map, respectively.

Quantized autoencoder training involves reconstructing the image and minimizing a compound loss:

f̂ = lookup(Z, z), x̂ = D(f̂),

L = ∥x−x̂∥2 + ∥f − f̂∥2 + λPLP (x̂) + λGLG(x̂),
(3.3)

where D(·) is the decoder, LP (·) is a perceptual loss, and LG(·) is a discriminative loss. Us-
ing this tokenizer, a continuous image x can be discretized into a sequence of categorical tokens
z = (z1, . . . , zI). Conversely, generated tokens can be detokenized and then decoded back into a
continuous image (i.e., realizing image generation).

Autoregressive Token Generation model predicts tokens sequentially, by factorizing the likelihood
of a sequence z = (z1, . . . , zI) as:

p(z1, z2, . . . , zI) =

T∏
t=1

p(zi|z1, z2, . . . , zi−1). (3.4)

In the traditional AR image generation models [Esser et al., 2021, Sun et al., 2024, Tian et al.,
2024, Yu et al., 2023a,b] (see Fig.2), {zi}Tt=1 are discrete tokens. However, the discrete tokens
{zi}Tt=1 are not directly generated by the AR model. In fact, the autoregressive model produces
a continuous-valued C-dim vector zi ∈ RC , which is then projected by a V -way classifier matrix
W ∈ RC×V to zi ∈ [V ]. In other words, one can use Eq.3.4 and an additional projector to generate a
sequence of categorical tokens, and then use Eq.3.3 to decoder back to the image space.

Continuous AR. Recent work [Li et al., 2024, Tschannen et al., 2023] formulate the probability
distribution p(fi|zi) to model the detokenization for continuous tokens, where fi ∈ RC is the t-th
image patch’s feature map and zi ∈ RD is the corresponding AR model’s output continuous token.
MAR [Li et al., 2024] uses diffusion models to define the loss function and sampler, as shown in
Fig.2 (c). MAR and its follow-up work [Fan et al., 2024] achieve state-of-the-art performance in
image generation, showing the promising potential of continuous AR in the visual generation.

Efficiency Bottlenecks of Continuous AR Models. Continuous AR models face two main efficiency
challenges: ❶ Token-by-token generation: Similar to LLMs, the sequential nature of generation
limits efficiency [Yuan et al., 2024]. In these models, each token is produced based on all the
previously generated tokens, which means that the process cannot be easily parallelized. This
sequential dependency results in longer computation times, especially for generating lengthy tokens
(corresponding to high-resolution images or videos). ❷ Diffusion sampling: [Song et al., 2020a]
diffusion models require a large number of iterative denoising steps to generate a single sample, each
of which must be executed sequentially [Song et al., 2020a].

We propose a hierarchical framework for addressing these issues, in which continuous token genera-
tion and continuous detokenization are realized in a hierarchical manner. By doing so, we are able to
improve the efficiency of the continuous AR model as well as maintain its effectiveness.

3.2 Multistage Autoregressive Token Generation

Targeting the ❶ efficiency challenge, we introduce a stage-by-stage continuous tokens AR generation
model to enhance the efficiency of token generation. Our method reimagines autoregressive image
modeling by transitioning from a “next-token prediction” paradigm to a “next-stage prediction”
strategy, as illustrated in Figs.1 and 2. In this framework, the autoregressive unit evolves from a single
token to an entire token map. The process begins by encoding a feature map M = [zi, · · · , z(h·w)] ∈
R(h·w)×C into a sequence of S-stage token maps (M1,M2, . . . ,MS). Each successive map increases
in resolution from h1 × w1 to hS × wS , with the final map mS matching the original feature map’s
dimensions (h · w). The autoregressive likelihood can be formulated as:

p(M1,M2, . . . ,MS) =

S∏
s=1

p(Ms | M1,M2, . . . ,Ms−1). (3.5)
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Figure 2: (a) Diffusion/Flow-matching model: Generates images through multiple iterations of
denoising/velocity network inference. (b) Traditional AR Transformer: Sequentially generates dis-
crete tokens, followed by codebook-based detokenization. (c) Continuous Masked AR [Li et al.,
2024]: Sequentially produces continuous tokens, which are transformed into image patches via a
diffusion model. (d) E-CAR: Introduces two key innovations: multi-stage continuous token gener-
ation and (Sec.3.3) multi-stage flow for efficient continuous token generation and token-to-image
detokenization, respectively. Using the upsample and renoise technique [Jin et al., 2024], we can
correspondingly reduce the number of steps for flow matching at each stage, enhancing the efficiency
of the continuous token detokenization process.

Here, each autoregressive unit Ms ∈ R(hs·ws)×C represents the token map at stage s, encompassing
hs · ws continuous tokens. The preceding sequence (M1,M2, . . . ,Ms−1) functions as a “pre-
fix” [Yuan et al., 2024] for ms. During the s-th autoregressive step, our model generates distributions
for all hs · ws tokens in ms concurrently. This parallel generation is conditioned on both the prefix
and the stage-specific positional embedding map. We term this “next-stage prediction” approach
Multi-stage Continuous Autoregressive, as depicted in Fig. 2.

Efficiency Benefit. The designed multi-stage continuous token generation offers significant com-
putational advantages over the vanilla continuous AR. Theoretically, our method achieves a time
complexity of O(n2), where n is the number of tokens representing an image. In contrast, the vanilla
continuous AR method has a time complexity of O(n3). This improvement results in our approach
being n times faster than the vanilla method. More details can be found in the Supplementary
Materials. We would like to highlight that this efficiency gain becomes increasingly significant as we
move towards long-sequence token generation (e.g., higher-resolution images or video generation).

3.3 Multistage Flow Matching for Fast Sampling from Continuous Token

After we get the set of continuous tokens {Ms}Ss=1, we hope to get a sampler that can draw samples
from the distribution FS ∼ p(FS |MS) at inference time, i.e., generate image patches’ embeddings
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based on the output tokens. Targeting the ❷ efficiency challenge, we model this sampler under the
framework using multistage flow [Liu et al., 2022, Lipman et al., 2022, Liu et al., 2024b, Xie et al.,
2024] to improve the continuous detokenization efficiency.

Problem Formulation. Consider the continuous-valued token map at S-th stage MS ∈ R(hS ·wS)×D,
and the ground-truth image patch embeddings F(S) ∈ R(hS ·wS)×C to be predicted at the this stage.
Our goal is to model a probability distribution of FS conditioned on MS , that is, p(F(S)|MS). In the
context of optimal transport, we hope to find a velocity model, optimal transport from n|MS ∼ π0 to
F(S)|MS ∼ π1. For simple sampling, π0 commonly be set as a normal distribution.

Flow Matching [Liu, 2022, Liu et al., 2022, Ma et al., 2024, Jin et al., 2024] is a unified ODE-based
framework for generative modeling and domain transfer. It provides an approach for learning a
transport mapping T between two distributions π0 and π1. Specifically, flow Matching learns to
transfer π0 to π1 via an ordinary differential equation (ODE), or flow model

dF
(S)
t

dt
= vθ((F

(S)), t | cond = MS), initialized from F
(S)
0 ∼ π0 = N (0, I), s.t.F(S)

1 ∼ π1,

(3.6)
where cond is the condition variable, it can be a class or a text embedding, and vθ : Rd×[0, 1]×RD →
Rd is a velocity field, learned by minimizing a mean square objective:

min
vθ

E((FS)0,(FS)1)∼γ,z∼Dcond

[∫ 1

0

∥∥∥∥ d

dt
F

(S)
t − vθ(F

(S)
t , t | MS)

∥∥∥∥2 dt
]
, (3.7)

with F
(S)
t = ϕ(F

(S)
0 ,F

(S)
1 , t)where Dcond is the collection of conditions, F(S)

t = ϕ(F
(S)
0 ,F

(S)
1 , t)

is any time-differentiable interpolation between F
(S)
0 and F

(S)
1 , with d

dtF
(S)
t = ∂tϕ(F

(S)
0 ,F

(S)
1 , t).

The γ is any coupling of (π0, π1). A simple example of γ is the independent coupling γ = π0 × π1,
which can be sampled empirically from unpaired observed data from π0 and π1. Usually, vθ is
parameterized as a deep neural network and Eq.3.7 is solved approximately with stochastic gradient
methods. Different specific choices of the interpolation process F(S)

1 result in different algorithms.
As shown in [Liu, 2022], the commonly used denoising diffusion implicit model (DDIM) [Song et al.,
2020a] and the probability flow ODEs of [Song et al., 2020b] correspond to F

(S)
t = αtF

(S)
0 +βtF

(S)
1 ,

with specific choices of time-differentiable sequences αt, βt (see [Liu, 2022, Liu et al., 2024b] for
details). In rectified flow [Liu, 2022], the authors suggested a simpler choice of

F
(S)
t = (1− t)F

(S)
0 + tF

(S)
1 =⇒ d

dt
F

(S)
t = F

(S)
1 − F

(S)
0 . (3.8)

Simple Flow Sampler. Once we obtain a well-trained velocity model vθ through optimization of
Eq. 3.7, we can sample image patches’s embedding FS) conditioned on the continuous token map
MS). The sampling process involves approximating the ODE in Eq. 3.6 using numerical methods.
The most common approach for this approximation is the forward Euler method, which discretizes
the continuous ODE into finite steps:

F
(S)
t+∆t = F

(S)
t +∆t · vθ(F(S)

t , t | cond = MS), (3.9)

where t ∈ {0, 1
N , 2

N , . . . , N−1
N } and ∆t = 1

N is the step size, N is the total number of simulation
steps, F(S)

t represents the state at time t, and v(F
(S)
t , t) is the velocity predicted by our trained

model. The sampling process starts at t = 0 and iteratively applies this update equation N times until
reaching t = 1, thereby transforming the initial noise distribution into the desired sample distribution.

However, directly using full-size token map MS to generate full-size feature map F(S) in the final
stage is not optimal for efficiency, specifically in our stage-wise token generation case. We hope to
fully leverage the low-resolution token maps. Therefore, to leverage our multi-stage token generation
framework and accelerate sampling, we propose a multi-stage sampling strategy that aligns with the
hierarchical nature of our token generation process.

Multi-stage Flow. To reduce redundant computation in early steps, we propose a multistage flow
approach that operates at multiple resolutions. We interpolate the flow between the feature map and
compressed low-resolution noise, progressively increasing the resolution at each stage, as shown in
Fig.2.d.
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Figure 3: Training of E-CAR. Our model combines multistage autoregressive token generation with
progressive flow matching. The AR transformer (left) generates continuous token maps using a
multistage causal attention mask, which are then transformed to spatial conditions for each stage.
Each stage’s token map conditions its corresponding flow model, enabling progressive reconstruction
of image latents at different resolutions. The flow matching loss is computed between the predicted
velocity and the ground truth trajectory at each stage, with back-propagation through the entire
pipeline for end-to-end training.

Suppose we have S stages, each corresponding to a resolution level, with each stage halving the
spatial dimensions of the previous one. We partition the time interval [0, 1] into S segments: Stage s
corresponds to the time interval t ∈ [ts−1, ts], where ts = s

S for s = 1, 2, . . . , S. At each stage s, we
define the rescaled time within the stage: τ = t−ts−1

ts−ts−1
∈ [0, 1]. The target feature map at the current

resolution:
F

(s)
1 = Down

(
F1, 2

S−s
)
, (3.10)

where F1 is the ground-truth feature map F(S), Down(·, k) denote downsampling by a factor of k.

The initial noise feature map at the current resolution F
(s)
0 :

F
(s)
0 =

{
Down

(
F0, 2

S−1
)
, if s = 1,

Up
(
F

(s−1)
0

)
, if s > 1,

(3.11)

where F0 is the initial noise sample (e.g., Gaussian noise), and Up(·) denotes upsampling by a factor
of 2. Within stage s, we interpolate between F

(s)
0 and F

(s)
1 using the rescaled time τ :

F̂
(S)
t = (1− τ),F

(s)
0 + τF

(s)
1 . (3.12)

This interpolation ensures that feature maps at each stage have matching dimensions, allowing us to
perform computations efficiently at each resolution level. Only the final stage (s = S) operates at full
resolution, where no downsampling is applied: F(S)

1 = F1. More details about the multistage flow
can be found in [Jin et al., 2024] and our Appendix.

Efficiency Benefits. By performing computations at progressively higher resolutions, we can reduce
the computational burden. Early stages operate on downsampled feature maps, which are much
smaller in size, thus requiring fewer computations. Only the final stage processes the full-resolution
feature map. This multistage approach effectively reduces the overall computational cost by a factor
of approximately 1/S, assuming uniform time partitioning and resolution scaling.

Latent Space Technique. Even though the whole story is on how to model between continuous
token map Ms and image feature map F(s), the latent space technique for high-resolution image
synthesis [Rombach et al., 2022] can also be easily removed out of our pipeline (i.e., directly used in
the image domain X(s) without latent space).

3.4 Training Loss

The training of E-CAR involves optimizing both the multistage autoregressive token generation model
and the multistage flow matching model. At each stage, our goal is to reconstruct the image’s
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latent representations at varying resolutions, ensuring that the model learns to generate accurate
representations progressively. Specifically, for each stage s: Continuous Token Generation: We
generate the continuous token map Ms using the multistage autoregressive (AR) model, as described
in Sec. 3.2. This token map serves as the conditioning information for the flow model at stage s.
Image Latent Reconstruction: We reconstruct the image’s latent representation Fs at resolution
level s using the multistage flow model. The reconstruction is conditioned on the continuous token
map Ms. Specifically, we sample F̂(s) by solving the ODE defined in Eq. (3.9) using the velocity
model vθ:

F̂(s) = ODE[vθ](F
(s)
0 | Ms), (3.13)

where F
(s)
0 is the initial noise sample at stage s, typically a downsampled noisy image. Flow

Matching Loss Computation: We compute the flow matching loss lsflow at stage s using the time-
dependent interpolated latent representations F̂t and their derivatives:

lsflow = E
(F

(s)
0 ,F

(s)
1 ),t∈[ts−1,ts]

∣∣∣∣∣dF̂(s)
t

dt
− vθ

(
F̂

(s)
t , t | Ms

)∣∣∣∣∣
2
 , (3.14)

where F
(s)
1 is the ground-truth image latent at stage s, and dF̂

(s)
t

dt = F
(s)
1 − F

(s)
0 due to linear

interpolation (see Fig.3).

This multi-stage loss encourages the model to generate accurate representations at various resolutions,
ultimately leading to high-quality final outputs. To dynamically balance the contributions of different
stages to the overall loss, we employ the GradNorm technique [Chen et al., 2018b]. This adaptive
weighting method automatically adjusts the stage-specific weights ws during training.

4 Experiments

We detail the experimental setup and model configurations in Sec. 4.1, followed by an analysis of
the quantitative and qualitative performance of our approach in Sec. 4.2 and Sec. 4.4. Finally, we
demonstrate the effectiveness of each component in our model in Sec.4.5.

4.1 Experimental Setup

We train the image generation models on ImageNet [Deng et al., 2009] train dataset at 256×256
resolution. The image tokenizer is from SDXL [Podell et al.], which is a VAE that transform the
image to the latent space with 8x reduction. The latent resolution is 32×32 when the image resolution
is 256×256. All models are trained with the settings: AdamW optimizer with learning rate of 1e-4,
no weight decay, and the batch size of 256. We use 8 NVIDIA A100 GPUs to train each model and
the TF32 dataformat to accelerate the training process.

Table 1: Model configurations.
E-CAR-S E-CAR-B E-CAR-L

AR
Layers 10 20 24

Hidden size 768 1024 1152
Heads 6 16 16

Model. To demonstrate the scalability of E-CAR, we trained different size of models, E-CAR-{S,B,L}.
The model configurations are shown in Table 1. The auto-regressive model (AR) takes ViT back-
bone [Dosovitskiy, 2020]. There are three auto-regressive stages to generate image at latent space,
and the latent resolutions of these stages are {8,16,32}. For each stage, we use a diffusion model
with much smaller number of Transformer layers than the auto-regressive model. Therefore, the
diffusion model is efficient to iteratively denoise on the latent space. We use the adaptive layer
normalization (adaLN) [Peebles & Xie, 2023] to incorporate the conditional information into the
diffusion process. Unlike DiT [Peebles & Xie, 2023] takes the class condition as a global information,
the condition from AR model is spatially variant in E-CAR. That is, the condition is different at each
spatial location in diffusion model.
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Table 2: Quantitative results: 256×256 image generation with classifier-free guidance (CFG). IS is
inception score, P is precision and R is recall.

Model Params FLOPs FID↓ IS↑ P↑ R↑
DiT-XL/2 (7M) 675M 60T 2.27 278 0.83 0.57

MAR-B 208M 18T 2.31 282 0.82 0.57
MAR-L 479M 34T 1.78 296 0.81 0.60
MAR-H 943M 60T 1.55 304 0.81 0.62

E-CAR-S (400K) 155M 1T 9.21 303 0.85 0.29
E-CAR-B (400K) 511M 3.2T 7.02 309 0.84 0.38
E-CAR-L (800K) 854M 5.8T 4.99 274 0.85 0.41

Table 3: 256×256 image generation latency (s) without CFG.
Model Params 4090 i9-13900K Apple M2

Batchsize=1

DiT-B/2 130M 1.44 17.94 8.60
DiT-L/2 458M 2.73 59.70 16.50

DiT-XL/2 675M 3.42 75.35 18.90

MAR-B 208M 40.61 146.26 -
MAR-L 479M 45.37 257.02 -
MAR-H 943M 59.54 463.62 -

E-CAR-S 155M 0.38 3.92 2.03
E-CAR-B 511M 0.68 10.95 3.35
E-CAR-L 854M 0.94 18.22 4.62

Metric. We use the same evaluation metrics as Guided Diffusion, FID [Heusel et al., 2017], Inception
Score (IS) [Salimans et al., 2016], Improved Precision and Recall [Kynkäänniemi et al., 2019].
In general, Frechet Inception Distance (FID) and Inception Score can measure the quality of the
generated images, and recall score can measure the diversity of generated images. We generate 50K
images with 250 total denoising steps. Each stage takes 1/3 of the total denoising steps.

4.2 Quantitative Results

To quantitatively evaluate the performance of E-CAR image generation, we trained the E-CAR S,B,L
models for 400K iterations. We choose two widely used model series to compare, including DiT [Pee-
bles & Xie, 2023] and MAR [Li et al., 2024].

The results are shown in Table 2. The E-CAR-L model achieves a computational performance of
5.8 TFLOPs for generating 256×256 images with classifier-free guidance (CFG), which is a mere
9.7% of the capabilities seen in both the MAR-H and DiT-XL/2 models. E-CAR-L achieve highest
inception score and precision among three types of model. Though E-CAR-L has a higher FID
compared with MAR-H and DiT-XL/2, it’s important to highlight that due to time constraints, our
E-CAR models have only undergone 400K training iterations, significantly fewer than the 7 million
iterations typical for DiT and MAR models. As shown in fig 6, at 400K iterations, the model loss
is continuously decreasing, suggesting that further training could potentially result in a lower FID.
Our findings demonstrate that E-CAR-L significantly diminishes computational expenses while
maintaining a high standard of image generation quality.

4.3 Inference Efficiency Analysis

To evaluate the inference efficiency of E-CAR, we deploy the model on different devices including
NVIDIA 4090 24G GPU, Intel i9-13900K CPU with 32G memory, and Apple M2 16G on Macbook
Air. The batchsize of inference is set to 1. The result is shown in Table 3. The generation time of
E-CAR-L model on 4090 GPU is less than 1 second. In comparison to MAR models, E-CAR models
achieve a substantial speedup from 63× to 107× on NVIDIA 4090 GPUs, and 25× to 37× on Intel
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Figure 4: Samples from different models with the same noise.

i9-13900K CPUs. MAR results for the Apple M2 are not listed, as the platform is not supported and
encountered errors during testing. When compared with DiT models, despite having a slightly higher
number of model parameters than DiT models, our models still deliver considerable acceleration on
all test devices. E-CAR models achieve 3.6× - 4.0× speedup on 4090 GPUs, 4.1× - 5.5× speedup
on i9-13900K CPU, and 4.1× - 4.9× speedup on Apple M2 chips.

Efficiency of E-CAR. Here, we provide a straightforward explanation of why E-CAR is both more
efficient and effective than traditional AR image generation models. The efficiency of E-CAR stems
from three key factors: (1) Hierarchical Continuous Token Generation: As described in Sec. 3.2, our
stage-wise approach reduces the computational complexity from O(n3) to O(n2), where n is the
number of tokens. (2) Efficient Detokenization: The multistage flow in Sec.3.3 offers a more efficient
alternative to diffusion-based approaches for transforming tokens into images. Diffusion-based
detokenizer needs (3) Parallel Processing: Unlike token-by-token generation, E-CAR can generate the
entire stack of tokens for an image simultaneously. This enables parallel processing during token
recovery, further enhancing efficiency.

Effectiveness in Image Generation. The effectiveness of E-CAR in image generation is rooted
in two principles: (1) Continuous Representation: Images are inherently continuous signals. By
operating in a continuous token space, E-CAR aligns more closely with the natural structure of images,
a widely accepted inductive bias in computer vision. It echoes the finding in [Yu et al., 2024] that
representation space is important for generative models’ training. (2) Hierarchical Architecture: The
stage-wise generation process of E-CAR mirrors the hierarchical nature of visual information, from
coarse structures to fine details. This approach allows the model to generate images at multiple scales
effectively.

4.4 Qualitative Results

We show the generated images of E-CAR models with three different model size in Figure 4. We can
observe that our method is able to generate high quality images with 400K training rounds. Among
three models, images generated by E-CAR-L has highest visual fidelity, demonstrating our method
has scaling behavior.

4.5 Ablation Study

To show the effective of the E-CAR architecture, we replace the layers in auto-regressive model
with layers in denoising model, that is, only the low resolution image is sent to the next stage.
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Figure 5: Ablation study of AR. Figure 6: Training loss.

The results are shown in Figure 5. It shows that by using the auto-regressive model, the loss can
decease significantly quickly. This indicate that the auto-regressive can plan the generation process in
high-level, and the denoising model is only focused on low-level denoising process.

5 Conclusion

We introduce E-CAR, a method enhancing continuous AR image generation efficiency with two
innovations: 1) stage-wise progressive token map generation that reduces computation by generating
tokens at increasing resolutions in parallel, and 2) multistage flow-based distribution modeling that
transforms only partial-denoised distributions at each stage comparing to complete denoising in
normal diffusion models. Experiments show that E-CAR achieves comparable image quality to prior
work while requiring 10× fewer FLOPs and providing a 5× speedup for 256×256 image generation.

Acknowledgment: We would like to express our gratitude to Xuefei Ning for her invaluable guidance
and support throughout this research endeavor. We are also grateful to the NICS-efc Lab and
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A Appendix

A.1 Training More Iterations

We have extended the training of E-CAR-L to 800,000 iterations, resulting in a Fréchet Inception
Distance (FID) of 4.9. This represents a significant improvement compared to the 400,000 iterations,
which achieved an FID of 6.5. However, we have observed that the loss has not yet converged and
continues to decrease steadily. Therefore, we are continuing the training of this model for more
iterations, as we believe the results will improve further.

A.2 Token Generation Efficiency Analysis

For a standard self-attention transformer, the time complexity of AR generation is O(n3), where n is
the total number of image tokens.

In AR generation, tokens are generated one at a time. For the i-th token (1 ≤ i ≤ n), the model
computes attention scores between the new token and all previously generated i − 1 tokens. The
attention computation scales quadratically with the sequence length, so the time complexity for
generating the i-th token is O(i2).

The total time complexity is the sum over all n tokens:

TAR =

n∑
i=1

O(i2)

= O

(
n∑

i=1

i2

)

= O

(
n(n+ 1)(2n+ 1)

6

)
= O(n3).

For a standard self-attention transformer using the multistage method with a resolution schedule, the
time complexity is O(n2).

In Multistage AR generation, tokens are generated in stages with increasing resolutions. Define a
sequence of stages (n1, n2, . . . , nK), where nk is the number of tokens at stage k, and K is the total
number of stages.

Assume that the number of tokens doubles at each stage (for simplicity), starting from n1 = 1:

nk = 2k−1, for 1 ≤ k ≤ K.

The cumulative number of tokens up to stage k is:

Sk =

k∑
i=1

ni = 2k − 1.

Since the total number of tokens is n, we have:

n = SK = 2K − 1 =⇒ K = log2(n+ 1).

At each stage k, the time complexity is proportional to S2
k (due to the quadratic scaling of attention

computation):

TMultiAR =

K∑
k=1

O(S2
k).
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Substitute Sk = 2k − 1:

TMultiAR = O

(
K∑

k=1

(2k − 1)2

)

= O

(
K∑

k=1

(
22k − 2k+1 + 1

))

= O

(
K∑

k=1

4k − 2k+1 + 1

)
.

Compute each term separately and combine the sums:

TMultiAR = O

(
4K+1 − 4

3
− 2K+2 + 4 +K

)
= O

(
4K+1

3
− 2K+2 +K + constants

)
.

Since K = log2(n+ 1), we have:

4K+1 = 22(K+1) = 22(log2(n+1)+1) = 4(n+ 1)2.

Similarly:

2K+2 = 2log2(n+1)+2 = 4(n+ 1).

Therefore, the dominant terms in TMultiAR are:

TMultiAR = O

(
4(n+ 1)2

3
− 4(n+ 1) + log2(n+ 1)

)
= O

(
n2
)
.

Comparing the time complexities:

TAR

TMultiAR
=

O(n3)

O(n2)
= O(n).

Thus, the multistage AR method is faster than the AR method by a factor of O(n) when generating
an image with n tokens. The modeling and proof are inspired by VAR [Tian et al., 2024].

A.3 Upsample-Renoise in Multi-stage Flow

In the inference phase, because the interpolation of F̂t involves feature maps of varying dimensions
across different stages, we employ an Upsampling and Re-noising module inspired by Pyramidal
Flow Matching [Jin et al., 2024]. This module ensures that the Gaussian distributions are matched
at each transition point by applying a linear transformation to the upsampled results. Specifically,
when moving from a lower-resolution stage to a higher-resolution one, we upsample the feature
map and add Gaussian noise to match the statistical properties required for flow matching. This
process facilitates smooth transitions between stages and maintains consistency in the multistage flow
framework.
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