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Abstract

Recent years have seen significant advancements in foundation models through gen-
erative pre-training, yet algorithmic innovation in this space has largely stagnated around
autoregressive models for discrete signals and diffusion models for continuous signals.
This stagnation creates a bottleneck that prevents us from fully unlocking the potential
of rich multi-modal data, which in turn limits the progress on multimodal intelligence.
We argue that an inference-first perspective, which prioritizes scaling efficiency during
inference time across sequence length and refinement steps, can inspire novel genera-
tive pre-training algorithms. Using Inductive Moment Matching (IMM) as a concrete
example, we demonstrate how addressing limitations in diffusion models’ inference pro-
cess through targeted modifications yields a stable, single-stage algorithm that achieves
superior sample quality with over an order of magnitude greater inference efficiency.

1 Introduction
Despite the significant advances in applications from generative pre-training of foundation
models, algorithmic developments in this area have stagnated. The generative pre-training
field is currently dominated by two paradigms, both popularized around 2020 — autore-
gressive models for discrete signals [BMR+20] and diffusion models [HJA20] for continuous
signals. This stagnation has created a bottleneck over generative pre-training and led to
more explorations in inference-time scaling [SLXK24, BJE+24, MTJ+25].

In this position paper, we argue that ideas in inference-time scaling can benefit generative
pre-training algorithms. We consider two axes of inference-time scaling, sequence length
and refinement steps, which apply to autoregressive models and diffusion models respec-
tively. Based on this unified perspective, we believe that in order to develop novel and
practical generative pre-training algorithms, one should (1) develop algorithms that scale
efficiently in the two axes during inference, and (2) design the inference algorithm before
the training algorithm to optimally utilize the model capacity at inference time.

We show that Inductive Moment Matching (IMM, [ZES25]) is a concrete example supporting
these beliefs in the continuous space. In particular, we examine the one-step iterative process
of DDIM [SME20, LCBH+22, LGL22] and show that it has limited capacity with respect to
the target timestep under the current denoising network design. This can be addressed by
adding the target timestep to the inputs of the denoising network [KLL+23].
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Interestingly, this one fix, plus a proper moment matching objective [GBR+12] leads to
a stable, single-stage algorithm that surpasses diffusion models in sample quality while
being over an order of magnitude more efficient at inference [ZES25]. Notably, these ideas
do not rely on denoising score matching [Vin11] or the score-based stochastic differential
equations [SSDK+20] on which the foundations of diffusion models are built. We hope that
these ideas can bring us out of the existing paradigms, inspire further research on effective
pre-training algorithms on high-dimensional mixed-modality data, and ultimately breaking
the current barriers around pre-training.

2 Two axes of inference-time scaling

Sequence length defines the number of tokens. This is seen in standard autoregressive
large language models (LLMs), which have recently demonstrated strong chain-of-
thought and reasoning capabilities from inference-time scaling.

Refinement steps defines the number of iterative steps that improve existing tokens with-
out changing the sequence length. This is seen in standard score-based diffusion
models, where more steps indicate fewer discretization errors in the numerical solver.
We note that the refinement process is not restricted to denoising alone; it is considered
valid as long as the sequence length does not increase.

Under this definition, autoregressive models scale over sequence length and diffusion
models scale over refinement steps. We list a few notable examples that cover most of the
techniques surrounding discrete and continuous signals.

Methods that are not scalable in either sequence length or refinement steps:

• VAE [KW13], GAN [GPAM+14], Normalizing Flows [RM15].

Methods that are scalable in sequence length but not refinement steps:

• GPT [BMR+20], PixelCNN [vdOKK16], MaskGiT [CZJ+22], VAR [TJY+25].

Methods that are scalable in refinement steps but not in sequence length:

• Diffusion models [HJA20], Energy-based models [DM19], Consistency models [SDCS23].

• Parallel non-linear equation solving for autoregressive models [SMLE21]; note that
this uses an iterative approach to sample from all the tokens in parallel, despite being
trained with autoregressive objectives.

Methods that are scalable in both, with sequence length in the outer loop:

• AR-Diffusion [WFL+23], Rolling diffusion [RHSH24], MAR [LTL+25].

• Blockwise parallel decoding [SSU18], which applies “predict, verify, accept” as part
of the refinement process.
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Methods that are scalable in both, with refinement steps in the outer loop:

• Autoregressive distribution smoothing [MSS+21], which performs an iterative de-
noising process with an autoregressive model as the inner loop.

3 Designing algorithms that can scale efficiently
The paper takes the following positions.

1. Pre-training algorithms for generative AI should have inference-time scalability in
sequence length and refinement steps.

2. These algorithms should also scale efficiently, e.g., with as few number of model steps
as possible.

3. Before developing the training method, it should be verified whether the model has
enough capacity to represent the target distribution during inference.

For our first position, we note that in the visual generative domain, even very recently, var-
ious efforts have been made to “revive” traditional ideas such as GANs [KZZ+23, ZYZ+23,
HGKT25] and Normalizing Flows [KPT24, ZZN+24], despite the overwhelming popularity
of diffusion models in visual generation. We do not dismiss or promote the training designs
(such as the advesarial training procedure, the transformer-based normalizing flow, or the
denoising autoencoder objective), but rather attributes the popularity of diffusion models
to its ability to leverage inference-time scaling. In the case of LLMs, scaling over sequence
length may already be self-evident for practitioners in the field, but methods scaling over
refinement steps [LME23, SHW+24, SAS+25, GRS+24] have not received widespread adop-
tion. This is not to say that scaling over refinement steps is a wrong path to take, but rather,
as discussed in the third position, there lacks attention to proper inference algorithms that
optimally utilize model capacity. If these limitations are resolved, scaling over refinement
steps can potentially provide additional performance boost over the current autoregressive
paradigms on text.

The second position considers the practical scenario where fewer inference steps in either
dimension are desired. Motivated by this, many works have explored diffusion distillation
in the continous domain to reduce the number of refinement steps [SH22], as well as
diffusion langauge models [LME23, SHW+24, ONX+24, SAS+25] in the discrete space that
have a chance to reduce the number of steps needed to represent the same sequence length.
Advancing in these directions can lower the latency at inference time.

The third position provides a “necessary condition” to analyze whether a particular training
approach is sound based on its potential behavior at inference. In particular, we need to
make sure that the inference process can represent any distribution that we are considering
(whether it is the discrete or continuous space), assuming that the universal approximation
theorem [HSW89] holds under the model that we are working with. If the model does not
have enough capacity to represent the distribution, then no training algorithm can solve the
problem perfectly. Unless we are willing to live with these limitations, we need to rethink
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(a) DDIM (b) Improved DDIM

Figure 1: Left shows traditional one-step DDIM sampling under Flow Matching construc-
tion. Given xt and t, xs is produced by following the prediced velocity field vθ(xt, t).
However, the model does not have enough capacity to land on the ODE flow result at s in
one step because vθ(xt, t) is unaware of s and thus cannot approximate any function over
s. A practical fix, on the right, simply injects s into our network and now the model has
enough capacity to approximate a direct jump towards the correct solution.

the design of the pre-training algorithm.

Together, we believe that this inference-first perspective can reveal potential design flaws
of current methods and hope that the new generation of pre-training algorithms can place
proper attention on resolving such issues during inference.

In the remainder of the section, we illustrate two examples that cover both continuous and
discrete distributions, as well as both axes of inference-time scaling. In the continuous
case, we show that the DDIM sampler is flawed for efficient few-step sampling because of
missing arguments and propose a practical fix. In the discrete case, we show that current
multi-token prediction (MTP) models make a naïve Bayes assumption that forces alternative
sampling methods to be used.

3.1 A limitation of DDIM and its improvement
We use the DDIM sampler [SME20] under rectified flow formulation [LGL22, GHH+24] as
an example1. In rectified flows, the sampling procedure in each iteration from the current
sample xt and source timestep t to the target timestep s is defined as:

xs := DDIM(xt, t, s) = xt + (s− t)vθ(xt, t), (1)

which transforms the sample xt to xs via the velocity network vθ. Note that in the typical
diffusion model formulation, vθ takes in only xt and t as arguments.

It is clear that the denoising autoencoder objective [Vin11] will not recover a desirable one-
step (or few-step) sampler from DDIM, but how about other training objective functions,
especially ones based on diffusion distillation?

1A similar argument would work for any other first-order Euler ODE solver for diffusion models as well.
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We believe that the answer is no. To see this, let us take the following partial derivative:

∂DDIM(xt, t, s)

∂s
= vθ(xt, t), (2)

which does not depend on s at all. This means that even though DDIM has enough capacity
to represent any function over xt and t (via universal function approximation), the same
does not apply to s. We show an illustration of this problem in Figure 1.

We further note that this criticism applies to the inference process, not how the model is
trained. In fact, even if the model is learned via consistency training [SDCS23] and can
generate accurate samples in a single step, it will not necessarily generate accurate samples
under multi-step DDIM. This partially explains why consistency models have a restart
sampling process [XDC+23] that injects additional Gaussian noise at each sampling step.

A natural fix to the above problem is simply to add s also to the input of the velocity
network [KLL+23], so that vθ takes three arguments: xt, t, and s. Now the improved
DDIM has enough model capacity to represent any functions over s and thus can learn
the proper one-step jump to a solution. Recently, Zhou et al. [ZES25] demonstrated that a
single, stable pre-training procedure is possible with Inductive Moment Matching (IMM).
IMM offers a promising single-stage alternative to the current two-stage “diffusion then
distillation” paradigm in visual foundational models [LTH+23, SBD+24, YGZ+24, ZLL24,
ZZG+24, LXR+25].

The paper argues that given the simplicity of moment matching and its relative low popular-
ity in the community of visual generative modeling [LSZ15], there can be other promising
alternatives to IMM. However, it is imperative to keep the network’s dependence over s if
one wishes to employ a DDIM-style sampler.

3.2 Multi-token prediction
Multi-token prediction (MTP) is of great interest to the language modeling community
because of its potential to achieve faster inference [GIR+24], which allows efficient inference-
time scaling. However, the current multi-token prediction models often predict the softmax
values of multiple tokens in parallel, which is a naïve conditional independence assumption
(i.e., naïve Bayes). We argue that this inference design greatly limits the capacity of the
model distribution and more efforts should be spent resolving this fundamental issue.

Consider the example of trying to predict the next two words/tokens2 in the sentence:
“The list of poker hands that consist of two English words are: ...”. As the list can be
arbitrarily ordered, the immediate next two words can be any hand, such as “high card”,
“two pair”, “full house”, or “straight flush”; there is a correlation between the two words
that makes a valid hand. The multi-token prediction LLM first produce the corresponding
softmax weights, and then sample the tokens independently, which may lead to unwanted
combinations such as “high house”.

Current MTP inference algorithms heuristically bypass this model capacity limitation.
For example, Gloeckle et al. [GIR+24] uses self-speculative decoding whereas Deepseek-

2For simplicity of the argument, let’s assume that a token is a word here.
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V3 [LFX+24] simply discards the multi-token prediction heads and use regular next-token
prediction during inference. Therefore, even though the model is misspecified in repre-
senting the joint distribution of the multi-token outcomes, many inference algorithms can
be cleverly designed to “correct” this inherent capacity problem.

Notably, MTP is also relevant to diffusion-based language models [LME23, SHW+24,
SAS+25, NZY+25] for certain model design choices. To address the model capacity is-
sue while realising latency gains, diffusion language models can adopt a procedure where
the initial sampling steps produce a few tokens in parallel, making it closer to an any-order
autoregressive model [SSE22], and then sampling more tokens in parallel when conditional
independence between the remaining masked tokens is more likely to hold [SHW+24].

Despite the current corrections to the inference procedure, it is interesting to see if we can
train a well-specified multi-token prediction model without the naïve Bayes assumption,
so that we can directly sample from the model and yield multiple tokens during inference
without rejection sampling. One challenge here is to optimize through the discrete token
sampling processes [JGP16, GCW+17]. Resolving this issue can truely unlock the scaling
potential over refinement steps for LLMs.

4 Conclusions
We believe the future of multi-modal pre-training belongs to algorithms that can scale on
both inference axes. By reflecting inference-time scaling behavior before training, we can
make proper trade-offs between model tractability and scaling efficiency. In the continu-
ous domain, this has lead to simple, stable, and scalable algorithms with state-of-the-art
performance that do not rely on key ideas of denoising diffusion models. We hope that
these ideas can mend the Autoregressive-Diffusion Schism in the research community and
unlock greater potentials in generative pre-training.
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