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Abstract

Diffusion models have exhibited promising progress in video
generation. However, they often struggle to retain consistent
details within local regions across frames. One underlying
cause is that traditional diffusion models approximate Gaus-
sian noise distribution by utilizing predictive noise, with-
out fully accounting for the impact of inherent information
within the input itself. Additionally, these models emphasize
the distinction between predictions and references, neglect-
ing information intrinsic to the videos. To address this limita-
tion, inspired by the self-attention mechanism, we propose a
novel text-to-video (T2V) generation network structure based
on diffusion models, dubbed Additional Perturbation for La-
tent noise with Adversarial training (APLA). Our approach
only necessitates a single video as input and builds upon pre-
trained stable diffusion networks. Notably, we introduce an
additional compact network, known as the Video Generation
Transformer (VGT). This auxiliary component is designed to
extract perturbations from the inherent information contained
within the input, thereby refining inconsistent pixels during
temporal predictions. We leverage a hybrid architecture of
transformers and convolutions to compensate for temporal
intricacies, enhancing consistency between different frames
within the video. Experiments demonstrate a noticeable im-
provement in the consistency of the generated videos both
qualitatively and quantitatively.

Introduction
Generating video is a challenging task in computer vision,
whose aim is to generate high-fidelity, diverse videos from
various inputs like text, images, audio, or sketches. Recent
works in deep learning have spurred considerable advance-
ments in this domain, most notably through the advent of
diffusion models (Ho, Jain, and Abbeel 2020). These mod-
els craft videos by iteratively introducing noise to an initial
input, then undoing this noise through a series of denoising
stages. Their strength is particularly notable in generating
high-definition, extended-duration videos with intricate se-
mantics and dynamics.

With the advancing capabilities of diffusion models,
cross-modality generation tasks, including text-to-image
(T2I) and text-to-video (T2V), have made substantial
progress. Yet, the substantial data size of videos presents
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(a) Tune-A-Video (Wu et al. 2022)

(b) APLA (Ours)

Figure 1: The comparison (by the same prompt: “A
man is skiing”) between Tune-A-Video and the proposed
APLA. (a) The result of Tune-A-Video is that the snowboard
splits into multiple parts on these frames. (b) The obtained
outcome is by our APLA method which keeps the single
snowboard in all frames.

challenges in training video generation models from scratch.
A recent approach, “Tune-A-Video” (Wu et al. 2022), aimed
to utilize pre-trained T2I models for video synthesis. How-
ever, its outcomes exhibited inconsistencies across video
frames. Ensuring frame consistency in video generation, es-
pecially within fine-tuned models, remains a hurdle. While
some efforts have achieved acceptable frame consistency us-
ing diffusion models (Höppe et al. 2022), intricate video
details, especially in complex scenarios, are often absent.
For instance, even with identical prompts and inputs, the
“Tune-A-Vide” approach still manifests inconsistencies in
generated videos. Moreover, extending fine-tuning epochs
could potentially compromise the semantic coherence be-
tween successive frames.

In light of these challenges, we propose a novel architec-
ture, i.e., APLA. Using self-attention (Vaswani and Shazeer
2023), APLA is geared to capture inherent video characteris-
tics and establish connections between frames by adaptively
generating parameters. To facilitate efficient information ex-
traction from inputs, we devise a much smaller model com-
pared to diffusion models, as shown in the success of style
transfer and multi-task learning (Zhang and Agrawala 2023).
The result can be observed visually in Fig. 2. Consequently,
we engineer a decoder-only structure for our Video Gener-
ation Transformer (VGT). With masking and self-attention
mechanisms, VGT exhibits an improvement in predicting
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(a) An SUV is moving on the road, cartoon style

(b) An SUV is moving on the beach

(c) A puppy is eating an orange

(d) A rabbit is eating an orange

Figure 2: Visual demonstrations of APLA using different
prompts.

unknown frames, demonstrating its ability to distill intrin-
sic input information. We also introduce a novel loss func-
tion, hyper-loss, to encourage the model to focus on nu-
anced input details. Lastly, to further enhance the generated
quality of video and improve the consistency between dif-
ferent frames, we introduce adversarial training to improve
the quality of output while strengthening the robustness. The
contributions of this work can be summarized as follows:

1. A novel architecture, i.e., VGT, builds on top of pre-
trained diffusion models, which enhances the consistency
between video frames by learning the correlation infor-
mation between input frames.

2. A fusion of the diffusion model and adversarial is em-
ployed for video generation, where adversarial training is
directly applied to the discrepancy in noise distributions,
rather than judging the similarity between input and out-
put images.

3. Quantitative and qualitative experiments that demon-
strate the effectiveness of the proposed approach, which
achieves SOTA performance in frame consistency of gen-
erated videos.

Related Work
Cross-Modal Video Generation
Generating videos using multiple input modalities presents
a formidable challenge within the realm of deep learning. A
particularly prominent endeavor in video generation is the
synthesis of videos through text-to-video (T2V) techniques,
which entails creating videos grounded in natural language
descriptions. This innovative synthesis process can be con-
ceptualized as an evolution beyond the established domain

of text-to-image (T2I) synthesis. In a broader context, mod-
els for text-to-image (T2I) synthesis can be systematically
categorized into two distinctive classes: transformer-based
models and diffusion-based models. The former category,
as exemplified by references such as (Ramesh et al. 2021;
Sim et al. 2019; Zhang 2016), leverages the power of ex-
tensively trained large-scale language models such as GPT-
3 or T5. These models adeptly transform textual input into
latent vectors, which are subsequently employed for down-
stream image generation. Conversely, the latter category rep-
resented by models like (Nichol et al. 2022; Zhang et al.
2020, 2021), also incorporates a text encoder in a similar
vein, yet diverges in their approach by integrating the text-
encoded information into the diffusion process. The prowess
of diffusion-based models in crafting intricate images stands
evident. This capability has been the foundation for their
evolution from text-to-image (T2I) synthesis to the more
dynamic realm of text-to-video (T2V) synthesis. However,
these initial methods had shortcomings like detail deficiency,
temporal inconsistencies, and limited control. Recent ap-
proaches have emerged to address these issues and enhance
text-to-video (T2V) synthesis.

Diffusion Model

The inception of the Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic
Model (DDPM), documented in (Ho, Jain, and Abbeel
2020), took inspiration from thermodynamic frameworks.
This model, functioning as a Markov chain, exhibits an auto-
encoder structure. Nevertheless, its inference process faced
sluggishness owing to the intricate denoising stages encom-
passed. To address this issue, Denoising Diffusion Implicit
Models (DDIM)(Song, Meng, and Ermon 2020) introduced
an innovative strategy: by introducing variable variance for
predicted noise, they achieved swift inference for the diffu-
sion model within a concise span of steps. Building upon the
foundations laid by DDIM, subsequent endeavors (Watson
et al. 2022; Zhang, Eisner, and Held 2023) aimed to propel
DDPM inference to even greater speeds.

Broadly speaking, the Diffusion model’s key strength lies
in its remarkable capacity for handling tasks involving cross-
modality and multi-modality interactions. This strength is
vividly demonstrated by the Latent Diffusion Model (LDM)
(Rombach et al. 2022; Pan et al. 2023; Eisner, Zhang, and
Held 2022), which not only exhibited the potential of dif-
fusion for high-resolution image generation through the uti-
lization of latent spaces but also showcased the model’s abil-
ity to excel in cross-modality scenarios. The application of
the Diffusion model to video generation has prompted vari-
ous approaches (Ho et al. 2022; Lim et al. 2021, 2022; Avi-
gal, Paradis, and Zhang 2020; Avigal et al. 2021). Among
these, Tune-A-Video (Wu et al. 2022; Devgon et al. 2020;
Shen et al. 2024; Jin et al. 2024) stands out for introducing a
novel perspective on video generation via diffusion model-
ing. This innovative methodology views video generation as
a process of refining a pre-trained stable diffusion. In doing
so, Tune-A-Video reshapes our understanding of how diffu-
sion models can be harnessed to address the challenges of
video generation with a fresh and effective approach.



Figure 3: The process of training the networks. VGT extracts intrinsic information from latent variables, considering various
time steps for noise incorporation, and especially including the clean latent variable devoid of noise, namely the original latent
variable z. As VGT is not trained ever, the output of VGT is tiny thus the change of the output is small, which is helpful to
improve the consistency of different frames without changing the content a lot. The discriminator receives the predicted noise
and the noise residuals for corresponding time steps in the diffusion stage.

Methodology
In this section, we begin by presenting the overall structure
of APLA. Subsequently, we delve into the details of VGT,
designed to extract intrinsic information. Notably, we intro-
duce two versions of VGT, each showcasing distinct advan-
tages in the experiment. Following this, we discuss hyper-
loss and introduce our adversarial training strategy.

APLA
To enhance inter-frame consistency, alongside optimizing
high-quality outputs, it’s imperative to account for the inter-
connections among distinct frames. While prior research as-
sumed that inherent information could be naturally grasped
by the model without supplementary steps, the challenge be-
comes more pronounced in complex tasks like video genera-
tion, where depicting high-level temporal features during in-
ference proves more intricate compared to image generation.
In light of this, we introduce a novel architecture (depicted
in Fig. 3) that builds upon the diffusion model and integrates
an additional module. This module is specifically designed
to capture intrinsic information and foster inter-frame con-
nections within the temporal domain. This approach sets us
apart from previous methods and addresses the nuances pre-
sented by video generation. A visual comparison between
APLA and Tune-A-Video is illustrated in Fig. 1. Specifi-
cally, the added module incorporates a self-attention mech-
anism aimed at extracting information directly from inputs,
all without introducing any additional loss. Our hypothesis is
rooted in the potential of self-attention mechanisms to gather
relevant details from the input itself. This implies the ability
to dynamically generate parameters based on input, empow-
ering the model with strong inductive capabilities.

To ensure content consistency with the introduced mod-
ule, we propose that the module’s output should manifest as
subtle perturbations, significantly smaller in magnitude than
the output of the pre-trained model (referred to as U-Net in

Algorithm 1: Additional Perturbation for Latent Noise with
Adversarial Training (APLA)

Input: A text query q, a reference video v, a pre-trained T2I
diffusion model with encoder ε and decoder D, a number
of iterations T , VGT φ, a discriminator D

Output: A generated video x̂ that matches the text query
Initialize x̂ as an empty list
Extract the first frame x0 from v
Encode x0 and q into a latent code z0 using DDIM inver-
sion
for t = 1 to T do

Compute zt+1 through Eq. 1
Fine-tune the model parameters θ of ε using Eq. 20

end for
for t = T, T − 1, ..., 1 do

Sampling ẑt−1 using DDIM inversion
if t == 1 then

Obtain x̂ = D(ẑt)
end if

end for
return x̂

this paper). The evolving ratio of perturbation to U-Net out-
put over epochs can be visually observed in Fig. 5(b). Let
the input be denoted as x ∈ RB×H×W×F×C , where B,
H , W , F , and C represent batch, height, width, frame, and
channel dimensions respectively. We define the encoder as
E , decoder as D, and x̃ = D(z) = D(E(x)) signifies the
intended outcome. Furthermore, considering the process in
the latent space, let Z denote the latent space with z ∈ Z,
where z ∈ RB×h×w×F×c, where h,w, c are the dimension
in the latent space respectively. The diffusion process and
U-Net are represented by ϕ and π respectively. The term zT
in the denoising stage signifies the latent variable’s evolu-
tion over T steps with added noise. A pivotal addition is our



Figure 4: An illustration of VGT-Pure and VGT-Hyper. The left side shows the transformer decoder structure, which adapted
mask operation on the self-attention mechanism especially. The right side shows the two versions of VGT. The Temporal
Transformer Decoder only receives the class (i.e., cls) token of output sequences of the Spatial Transformer Decoder. The rest
of the tokens of the output of the Spatial Transformer Decoder are used to multiply with the tokens of the Temporal Transformer
Decoder output dislodging cls token in VGT-Pure, while the whole output of the Temporal Transformer Decoder is transmitted
to Transposed Convolution Block directly in VGT-Hyper.

module, termed Video Generation Transformer (VGT). De-
noted as φ, it encapsulates an abstract function. The series
of denoising autoencoders is represented as ϵθ(xt, t), with
t = 1, . . . , T , where t corresponds to the specific step in the
sequence. Then, we have

zt = ϕ(zt−1, t− 1), (1)
ẑT−1 = π(zT , T ). (2)
ẑt−1 = π(ẑt, t), (3)

where ẑt represents the predicted output of denoising U-Net
at the t-th step. In fact, we add the perturbation to the U-Net,
which aims to capture intrinsic information:

ẑ∗t−1 = π(ẑt, t) + φ(zt, t), (4)
thus the original object function:

LMSE := EE(x),ϵ∼N (0,1),t

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ (ẑt, t)∥22

]
, (5)

can be rewritten as:

LMSE := EE(x),ϵ∼N (0,1),t

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ (ẑ

∗
t , t)∥

2
2

]
. (6)

For clarity, the intuitive pseudocode is illustrated in the
Algrithm 1. With the adversarial training that enhances the
robustness and quality of the generator output, a discrimina-
tor is set to receive the predicted noise and noise residuals in
the corresponding step. More elaborate discussions are pre-
sented in the following sections.

Video Generation Transformer (VGT)
We introduce the proposed VGT, designed as a decoder-only
architecture. With self-attention mechanisms, this Trans-
former efficiently focuses on input features. Compared to
pure encoder-based structures like BERT (Devlin et al.
2019), the pure Transformer decoder architecture (Liu et al.
2018) accommodates more tokens, boosting its processing
capacity. The design of the decoder within the Transformer
stands out as a unique case in the realm of autoregressive
models (Dai and Le 2015), showcasing potential in unsuper-
vised time series prediction (Brown, Mann et al. 2020). Be-
sides, this design empowers the Transformer decoder to ex-
tract temporal information from input data. For tasks involv-
ing time sequences, the self-attention mechanisms of the
Transformer decoder enhance output distribution coherence
by extracting contextual insights. Notably, even with incom-
plete sequence inputs, Transformer decoders promote model
diversity (Esser, Rombach, and Ommer 2021), thereby bol-
stering generalization capabilities.

Nonetheless, in previous video generation models em-
ploying Transformer architectures, like Video Transformer
(VIVIT) (Arnab et al. 2021), solely the Transformer encoder
is utilized to derive a latent variable. This variable is subse-
quently fed into another network, often a classifier, to ful-
fill the downstream task. Consequently, VIVIT lacks the di-
rect capability to generate videos. It is precisely due to this



(a) Comparison of VGT versions (b) Ratio of VGT output and U-Net

Figure 5: (a) is the comparison of different versions of VGT. “EN” represents the use of a transformer encoder instead of a
decoder, which means the mask operation was not included. As the picture shows, VGT-Hyper performs the best while the
encoder version of VGT-Hyper performs the worst. For VGT-Pure, the encoder version performs similarly to the decoder
version, while the performance of the two versions is between VGT-Hyper and VGT-Hyper-EN. (b) shows the ratio of VGT
output and U-Net in the denoising step. The result shows that the norm of VGT output is very tiny compared with the U-
Net output, which shows that the output of VGT did not change the original output much while improving the consistency of
different frames laterally.

VGT version
Version PSNR Trainable Parameters
VGT-Pure 52.746 60.362M
VGT-Hyper 58.552 97.136M
VGT-Pure-EN 54.236 60.362M
VGT-Hyper-EN 42.736 97.136M

Table 1: The different version of VGT, while “EN” repre-
sents the transformer encoder to be used instead of the en-
coder, which means there is no mask operation. We compare
the PSNR of the reconstruction quality, as the input is the
single video generated randomly. Meanwhile, we compare
the trainable parameters of different VGT, while the VGT-
Pure and VGT-Pure-EN own the lowest trainable parame-
ters, for the mask operation did not change the quantities of
trainable parameters.

limitation that we introduce the Video Generation Trans-
former (VGT). Our framework aims to reconstruct or gen-
erate videos, leading to the proposal of two distinct VGT
variants. The first is a pure Transformer decoder approach,
referred to as VGT-pure, while the second combines self-
attention with 3D convolution, termed VGT-Hyper.

VGT-Pure
The initial model variant is a pure Transformer decoder. We
denote the input sequence in the ℓth layer as zℓs and zℓt , where
s and t stand for spatial and temporal aspects respectively.
Furthermore, we define a token as zk,ℓcls,s, with “cl” signifying
the class token, and k representing the k-th token in the se-
quence, excluding the class token. In this context, we replace
Multi-Headed Self Attention (MAS) with MASKed Multi-
Headed Self Attention (MMAS). Likewise, each transformer

block encompasses layer normalization (LN). The spatial
decoder block can be succinctly represented as follows:

zℓ+1
s = MMSA(LN(zℓs)) + zℓs, (7)

and similarly the temporal decoder block as:

zℓ+1
t = MMSA(LN(zℓt)) + zℓt. (8)

We consider L layers of spatial decoder at all, and the zLt
can be represented as:

zLs =
[
zLcls,s, z

1,L
s , z2,Ls , . . . , zF,L

s

]
+ p, (9)

where p denotes the positional embedding, and z is divided
into tokens. Among these tokens, the first one is zcls,s ∈
RF×(Hpatch×Wpatch)×L, serving as a compact feature com-
monly used for categorical embedding. Here, Hpatch repre-
sents the patch’s height, and Wpatch is the width of a patch.
When we split zcls,s along the temporal frame dimension,
we obtain individual tokens z1,Lcls,s, z

2,L
cls,s, . . . , z

F,L
cls,s, where

zi,Lcls,s ∈ R1×(Hpatch×Wpatch)×L for i = 1, 2, . . . , F . Simul-
taneously, we maintain the collection

[
z1,Ls , z2,Ls , . . . , zF,L

s

]
as zC,L

s , facilitating skip connections. This arrangement
leads us to use zLcls,s as the input for the temporal decoder,
setting it apart from the rest. This ultimately yields the ex-
pression for z1t :

z1t =
[
z1cls,t,Dz1,Lcls,s,Dz2,Lcls,s, . . . ,DzF,L

cls,s

]
+ p, (10)

where D is the decoder block. Suppose we have M layers
temporal decoder in total. Similarly, the output of Mth can
be written as:

zMt =
[
zMcls,t, z

1,M
cls,t, z

2,M
cls,t, . . . , z

F,M
cls,t

]
+ p, (11)



Frame Consistency
Method CLIP Score FVD IS FCI
CogVideo (Hong et al. 2022) 90.64 626 50.46 0.2942
Plug-and-Play (Tumanyan et al. 2022) 88.89 - - 0.3048
VideoGPT (Yan et al. 2021) 47.12 - 24.69 0.4567
DVD-GAN (Clark, Donahue, and Simonyan 2019) 48.36 - 27.38 0.4012
TGANv2 (Saito et al. 2020) 51.26 1209 28.87 0.3538
MoCoGAN-HD (Tian, Ren, and Chai 2021) 77.64 838 32.36 0.3156
DIGAN (Yu and Tack 2022) 81.26 655 29.71 0.3012
TATS-base (Ge and Hayes 2022) 90.65 332 79.28 0.2647
Tune-A-Video (Wu et al. 2022) 92.40 864 64.12 0.2716
SAVE (Karim et al. 2023) 94.81 - - 0.2628
APLA (Ours) 96.21 512 71.26 0.2576

Table 2: Quantitative comparison with evaluated baselines by measuring content consistency with text prompt using CLIP Score
(↑), FVD (↓), IS (↑) and FCI (↓), which measures how many users prefer each model. FCI (↓) is the metric that computes the
optical flow difference of the adjacent frame. The lower, the better.

Similarly, we denote
[
z1,Mcls,t, z

2,M
cls,t, . . . , z

F,M
cls,t

]
as zC,M

t , then
the output of VGT-Pure can be written as:

y = zC,L
s ⊙ zC,M

t , (12)

ẑt = MLP(y), (13)
where ⊙ represents the Hadamard product, MLP rep-
resents multilayer perceptron and t is t-th step. we
get ẑt ∈ RB×F×(Hpatch×Wpatch)×(C×P×P ), then
we rearrange the ẑt into φ(zt), where φ(zt) ∈
RB×F×C×(Hpatch×P )×(Wpatch×P ) and φ(·) is the func-
tion representation of VGT-Pure while zt is the input of
VGT-Pure, and (Hpatch×P ) = H and (Wpatch×P ) = H .

VGT-Hyper
In this section, we introduce the second variant of VGT,
named VGT-Hyper, which leverages 3D convolution(Tran
et al. 2015). Particularly, in Eq. 12, rather than employing
element-wise multiplication, we opt for 3D convolution. We
represent the convolution block with the matrix M, leading
to the following expression:

y∗ = MzMt , (14)

ẑt = MLP(y∗). (15)
Unlike VGT-pure, VGT-Hyper demonstrates superior per-

formance in the reconstruction task, as indicated in Tab. 1,
all the while maintaining a higher number of trainable pa-
rameters. VGT-Hyper capitalizes on the benefits inherent in
a transformer decoder, underscoring the efficacy of the mask
operation for time series tasks, depicted in Fig. 5(a).

Hyper-Loss for Latent Noise Fitting
Recognizing the limitations of Mean Squared Error (MSE)
for certain generative tasks (Zhang et al. 2018), we introduce
a novel loss function tailored for video generation. We adopt
a perceptual loss approach within the diffusion model, akin
to prior studies (Lugmayr et al. 2022). In detail, we formal-
ize ℓ1 loss and perceptual loss separately as follows:

LL1 := EE(x),ϵ∼N (0,1),t [∥ϵ− ϵθ (z
∗
t , t)∥1] , (16)

and

Lper := EE(x),ϵ∼N (0,1),t [distper(ϵ, ϵθ (z
∗
t , t))] . (17)

Expanding upon this, we incorporate a hyper-loss that en-
compasses the weighted combination of Mean Squared Er-
ror (MSE), ℓ1 loss, and perceptual loss. The ℓ1 loss serves
as a regularization term to promote sparsity in the solution,
while the perceptual loss encourages the model to generate
more photorealistic images. This concept is illustrated as fol-
lows:

Lhyper := α ∗ LMSE + β ∗ LL1 + γ ∗ Lper, (18)

where α, β and γ represent the weights.

Adversarial Training with 1×1 Convolution
In our approach, we view adversarial training as a valuable
form of regularization. For video generation, the distinc-
tion between integrating Generative Adversarial Networks
(GANs) and employing perceptual loss lies in their treat-
ment of temporal information. Perceptual loss is primarily
concerned with the structural attributes of individual frames,
whereas reconstruction loss focuses on pixel-level close-
ness. In contrast, GAN loss centers around maintaining con-
sistency across frames, promoting temporal coherence. Be-
sides, it is important to recognize that GANs have a propen-
sity for capturing global information by treating all frames
holistically. This approach leads to an enhancement in video
quality through adversarial training. The discriminator, in
the APLA, receives the output of the generator, namely the
predicted noise to compare with the noise residual, which is
obtained in the diffusion process. More concretely, the dif-
fusion process T steps, while the denoising process aims to
inverse this process, which predicts the noise residual, the
difference of the t-th step and t-1-th step, namely the adding
noise. In the denoising process, for instance, the generator
predicts the t-th step noise residual, and then the discrimina-
tor receives the corresponding t-th step noise in the diffusion
process, aiming to decline the distance of two noise distri-
butions (noise residual and predicted noise residual).



Frame Consistency
Method CLIP Score FCI CLIP Score (1500 epochs) FCI (1500 epochs)
Full Model (ours) 96.21 0.2764 96.76 0.2470
w\o Discriminator 94.42 0.2714 93.70 0.2178
w\o VGT&Discriminator 91.44 0.1918 96.13 0.2655
w\o Hyper-Loss&Discriminator 93.97 0.2476 93.06 0.2588
w\o VGT&Hyper-Loss 94.83 0.2534 96.38 0.2172

Table 3: Ablation studies on APLA’s different components. Compared via CLIP score and FCI on each model variation trained
with 750 epochs(default) and 1500 epochs respectively.

The proposed discriminator structure is streamlined, com-
prising only a 1×1 convolutional layer. This kernel compre-
hensively considers frame positional data, aiding temporal
similarity extraction. Denoting the discriminator as D(·) and
with x ∼ p(x), we arrive at a min-max problem:

max
D

min
G

Ex∼p(x) [logD
∗
G(x)] +Ex∼pg

[log (1−D∗
G(x))] ,

(19)
where G represents the generator, which is the united block
of U-Net and VGT in this paper, while D represents the dis-
criminator. Let the generation loss of the generator, in this
paper, which is the fusion of U-Net and VGT, as Lg , where
Lg = Ex∼p(x) [logD

∗
G(x)] + Ex∼p(x) [log (1−D∗

G(x))].
Hence, the final optimization objective is

min
θ

max
G

Lhyper + λLg, (20)

where λ is a coefficient to adjust the performance and θ is
the parameters of the network.

Experiments
Implementation Details
We build the model based on Tune-A-Video (Wu et al. 2022;
Elmquist et al. 2022) and utilize the pre-trained weights of
the Stable Diffusion (Rombach et al. 2022). We uniformly
sample 24 frames at a resolution of 512×512 from the in-
put video and train the models for 750 steps and 1500 steps
with a learning rate of 3e-5 and a batch size of 1. For the
hyperparameter induced by loss, we set α of 0.5, β of 0.2, γ
of 0.1, and λ of 0.5. Due to the limited CUDA memory, we
chose the VGT-pure only for the following experiment. Dur-
ing inference, we employ the DDIM sampler (Song, Meng,
and Ermon 2020) with classifier-free guidance (Ho and Sal-
imans 2022) in our experiments. For a single video, it takes
about 90 minutes for 1500 steps and approximately 1 minute
(while Tune-A-Video takes 60 minutes) for sampling on an
NVIDIA 3090 GPU.

Dataset: To evaluate our approach, we use representa-
tive videos taken from the DAVIS dataset (Pont-Tuset et al.
2017). During fine-tuning, we just train the model on a sin-
gle video. The video descriptions and captions automati-
cally used an off-the-shelf captioning model (Li et al. 2023),
which is regarded as the default prompt of our video.

Qualitative Results: A visual comparison is presented
between our approach and the baseline in Fig. 1(a), focus-
ing on reconstructing tasks using the same prompt. We ob-
serve that Tune-A-Video does not reconstruct the details

in each frame well. Specifically, the sled visibly splits into
two pieces in some frames. Our model provides more stable
and smooth results compared with the Tune-A-Video. Also,
readers can find more results obtained by our method in Fig.
2.

Quantitative Results: Quantitative assessment is con-
ducted, as depicted in Tab. 2. Regarding content consistency,
we evaluate the CLIP score (Radford et al. 2021) across
all generated frames by employing average cosine measure-
ments. This metric serves as an indicator of the semantic
coherence within the generated videos. In terms of frame
consistency, we employ the flow consistency index (FCI)
for comparison. Unlike(Varghese et al. 2020), we directly
compute the flow field between consecutive frames, inde-
pendent of the input video. Specifically, we determine the
optical flow field between two adjacent frames, assess alter-
ations in the local optical flow field concerning each pixel’s
value and its domain, and subsequently average all the com-
puted changes. The results underscore that, in comparison
to our baseline model, enhancements are observed in both
content consistency and frame consistency.

Ablation Studies

We conduct ablation studies to assess the importance of dif-
ferent components of ALVA, as shown in Tab. 3. The pro-
posed full APLA model performs the best considering con-
tent consistency and frame consistency together. Without
some components, APLA’s performance degrades but still
performs better than Tune-A-Video. We also discuss the in-
fluence of the number of epochs. From observing Tab. 3,
we see that with the epoch increasing, the quantitative score
is increasing. However, from the visual result, we see that
too many epochs can cause overfitting, which destroys the
result influenced by the prompt. Without the Discrimina-
tor, as the number of epochs increases, it is easy to fall
into local minima which decreases the CLIP score and FCI.
For w\o VGT&Discriminator, although the final FCI is de-
cent, it cannot retain the semantic consistency and needs
too many epochs to reach a good result. For w\o Hyper-
Loss&Discriminator, the single VGT can just reach a normal
level and it is hard for it to approach a better score because of
the limitation of convergence. As w\o VGT&Hyper-Loss,
the model performance is close to w\o Discriminator and
even better. However, it still needs too many epochs to reach
such a good result.



Conclusion
In this study, we introduce APLA, which includes a com-
pact module for capturing intrinsic or temporal informa-
tion, and the novel VGT architecture, a pure transformer de-
coder similar to GPT. To fortify the robustness and quality
of our APLA model, we employ adversarial training dur-
ing its training process. Through experiments, our model
achieves state-of-the-art performance in video reconstruc-
tion and videos from textual prompts (T2V).
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