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Abstract

Diffusion models based on Multi-Head Attention (MHA)
have become ubiquitous to generate high quality images
and videos. However, encoding an image or a video as
a sequence of patches results in costly attention patterns,
as the requirements both in terms of memory and com-
pute grow quadratically. To alleviate this problem, we pro-
pose a drop-in replacement for MHA called the Polynomial
Mixer (PoM) that has the benefit of encoding the entire se-
quence into an explicit state. PoM has a linear complex-
ity with respect to the number of tokens. This explicit state
also allows us to generate frames in a sequential fashion,
minimizing memory and compute requirement, while still
being able to train in parallel. We show the Polynomial
Mixer is a universal sequence-to-sequence approximator,
just like regular MHA. We adapt several Diffusion Trans-
formers (DiT) for generating images and videos with PoM
replacing MHA, and we obtain high quality samples while
using less computational resources. The code is available
at https://github.com/davidpicard/HoMM .

1. Introduction
In a sudden change of pace, high quality image and video
generation have evolved from a task seemingly impossible
to achieve to a task almost solved by available commercial
or open-source tools like Stable Diffusion 3 [19], Sora [7] or
MovieGen [61]. At the heart of this success lies the Multi-
head Attention (MHA) in the transformer architecture [72]
that has excellent scaling properties [58, 82]. These so-
called scaling laws [44] enable brute-forcing complex prob-
lems such as image and video generation by using very large
models trained on gigantic data, at the expense of an ever
increasing computational cost. The main focus of current
research lies thus in scaling transformer-based approaches
to larger models handling larger datasets.

The issue with transformers is that the computational
cost increases quadratically with the sequence length due to
the pairwise computation in MHA. This means that gener-
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Figure 1. Comparison between the speed of PoM and Multi-
Head Attention (MHA) in the same DiT-XL/2 architecture for
different image resolutions. We use an H100 GPU and compute
the average time on 100 synthetic training batches to perform the
forward or forward+backward passes. We use synthetic data to
remove the influence from data loading. Training with PoM is less
costly than inference with MHA at higher resolutions.

ating an image at twice the spatial resolution (respectively a
video at twice the resolution and double the duration) results
in 4 times more patches and thus 16 times more computa-
tional cost (respectively 8 times more patches and thus 64
times more computational cost). Attempts at having trans-
formers with sub-quadratic complexity [11, 47, 76] intro-
duce the additional constraint of fixing the number of to-
kens, which prevents generating images or videos of dif-
ferent sizes. Alternatively, recurrent models such as State-
Space Models (SSM) [26, 27] have been investigated for the
task [38, 69, 79] since their complexity is linear with the se-
quence length [25]. However, they introduce an arbitrary
causal raster scan of the sequence that does not fit the 2D
geometry of images very well.

In this paper, we enable better scaling in large gener-
ative models by introducing a new building block called
the Polynomial Mixer (PoM). PoM has a linear complexity
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like SSMs while still enabling all pairwise information to
be processed like in MHA, obtaining effectively the best of
both worlds. From a theoretical standpoint, we prove PoM
can be used as a drop-in replacement for attention. Doing
so in the popular DiT architecture [56, 58] results in im-
proved scaling such that at higher resolutions, it becomes
less costly to train a model with PoM than to perform infer-
ence with a model using MHA, as shown on Figure 5.

To sum up, the contributions of this paper are the follow-
ing:
✓ We introduce the Polynomial Mixer (PoM), a replace-

ment for MHA that has a linear complexity with respect
to the sequence length and without sacrificing generation
quality;

✓ We prove that models equipped with PoM are universal
sequence-to-sequence approximators;

✓ We train DiT-inspired image generative models and ob-
tain results of similar quality while being much more
compute efficient at higher resolutions;

✓ We train video generative models leveraging PoM with a
constant processing cost per frame while not sacrificing
on visual quality.
Our contribution is therefore primarily fundamental: We

show that it is possible to train generative models with an
alternative mecanism to MHA. We believe this direction
will not only ground future research on high resolution im-
ages and very long videos generation, but also could benefit
many areas of research (e.g., large language models, vision-
language models, etc).

2. Related Work
Diffusion Diffusion models [35, 57, 67] learn a neural
operator that produces natural images from noise using a
forward-reverse set of processes. The forward process con-
sists in pushing the distribution of natural images forward
to a known distribution, typically Gaussian, which can be
done by adding increasing level of noise to the image. The
reverse process does not have an explicit solution, but can
be approximated by a neural network by regressing the local
inverse of the forward process, i.e., solving

min
θ

Et∼U(0,1)

[
∥εt − fθ(xt, t)∥2

]
, (1)

s.t. xt = αtx0 + γtεt, εt ∼ N (0, 1). (2)

Here, αt and γt are chosen such that x0 corresponds to
a natural image whereas x1 corresponds to pure Gaussian
noise. A great amount of research has been put into finding
better noise schedules (αt and γt) [4, 31, 45], or improv-
ing the quantity that is regressed [51, 52, 64], keeping the
general idea of learning to invert step by step the stochastic
differential equation that transforms an image into noise.

For image and generation, most efforts have been poured
into designing efficient architectures at the task. While

the original DDPM papers [35, 57] sample images in
pixel space, making it unsuitable for large resolution, the
most groundbreaking improvement was introduced by Sta-
ble Diffusion [63] with the addition of a variational auto-
encoder (VAE) that allows the diffusion process to be per-
formed in a lower dimensional latent space. Stable Diffu-
sion uses a U-Net architecture complemented by attention
layers [63, 65]. To benefit more from the scaling prop-
erties of transformers [44, 82], simpler approaches based
solely on transformer layers has been proposed in DiT [58]
and the subsequent flow-matching version SiT [56]. Most
modern text-to-image generation models are now based on
Transformer layers rather than the U-Net [9, 19, 20, 32].
[12, 28], train efficient pixel space transformers models by
leveraging multiscale training and SwinAttention. Simi-
larly, RIN [10, 40] also proposes an approach using atten-
tion only, albeit in a Perceiver-IO [42] inspired architecture
that uses cross-attention to perform most of the computa-
tion in a smaller latent space, and has been successfully ex-
tended to text-to-image [18]. In addition to architectures
and sampling [2, 84, 86], the importance of training is also
highlighted in recent works, from resampling the training
data [24, 54] to RL [49, 74, 78] and model averaging [46].

In video generation [29, 36, 66, 73, 83], early attempts
have focused on extending existing text-to-image models to
benefit from their large scale pretraining [5, 21, 22, 34, 37,
48]. However, the drawback of such approaches is that they
re-use the VAE of existing text-to-image models which does
not encode temporal information, which is thus not com-
pressed. As such, novel architectures using a 2D+t VAE
such as CogVideoX [80], PyramidFlow [43] can benefit
from a smaller latent space leading to less computational
costs.

Fast alternative to attention Since the introduction of
Transformers [72], many effort have been made to reduce
the quadratic complexity of MHA [11, 47, 76]. Notably,
methods like Reformer [47] use fast approximate neigh-
bors to reduce the size of the attention matrix based on
the assumption that most tokens will have zero attention.
To go further, Linformer [76] proposes to compute an ex-
plicit low rank projection of the keys and the values to re-
duce the complexity of MHA for each query from the size
of the sequence n to an arbitrary chosen number k ≪ n.
The main drawback of such approach is that n and k are
fixed, which means that the model can no longer process
sequences of varying length. With the advent of Large Lan-
guage Models and their ability to process extremely long
sequences [1, 17, 68], recent efforts have been put on more
efficient implementations such as Flash-Attention [13, 14]
or KV-cache [6, 55] which seem sufficient for text. However
for visual content, the sequence length grows quadratically
with the resolution, which, because MHA is also quadratic
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in the number of tokens, leads to quartic computational and
memory complexity.

Alternatively, some attempts have been made to just re-
move the Multi-Head Attention, such as in Mlp-Mixer [70]
and Resmlp [71] that replace MHA with simple projec-
tion on the transpose tensor (i.e., considering the sequence
dimension as the features). These approaches have been
shown to obtain competitive results, but similarly to Lin-
former, they imply a fix sequence length since this length
is now an intrinsic dimension of the projection in the
transpose direction. More recently, State-Space Models
(SSM) [26, 27] have become the focus of recent work espe-
cially in language modeling [15, 23, 50, 88]. SSM are recur-
rent models, which is highly beneficial for language model-
ing because of the causal property of text. In that case, the
complexity to generate the next token becomes constant. In
visual content however, there is no such natural causality
pattern in the spatial dimensions. Attempt to use such mod-
els for vision tasks have been successful [53, 59, 87], albeit
at the cost of enforcing an arbitrary 1-dimensional scan or-
der of the tokens that does not encode well the 2D nature
of an image. In image generation using diffusion [38, 79],
since the model has to be iterated, this results in a doubly
sequential processing (space and iterations) that does not
benefit from the parallel nature of processing images. For
video however, the causal aspect is natural over the time di-
mension, and recurrent approaches may be more efficient.

3. Polynomial Mixer and Polymorpher

We define a Polymorpher block as a sequence-to-sequence
function mapping Rd×n to Rd×n, composed of two residual
blocks, a Polynomial Mixer and a feed-forward block.

For a sequence X ∈ Rd×n, the Polynomial Mixer (PoM)
shown on Figure 2 is defined as follows:

PoM(X) = Wo

[
σ(WsX) ◦H(X)1⊤] , with (3)

H(X) =

[
h(W1X); . . . ;

k∏
m=1

h(WmX)

]
1, (4)

where k is the degree of the Polynomial Mixer, σ is the
sigmoid function, h an activation function, ◦ and

∏
the

element-wise (Hadamard) product, and 1 a vector of the
appropriate dimension filled with ones. The notation [·; ·]
is for vertical concatenation. The matrices Wo ∈ Rd×kD,
Ws ∈ RkD×d and W1, . . . ,Wk ∈ RD×d are the learnable
parameters of the Polynomial Mixer.

The idea of the Polynomial Mixer is to that the sequence
X ∈ Rd×n is uniquely summarized into the representa-
tion H(X) ∈ RkD×1. Each element in X then gets to
query H(X) independently thanks to the map S(WsX) ∈
RkD×n. The queried information is then projected back into
the original space with Wo.

X

[
h(W1X); . . . ;

∏k
m h(WmX)

]
1 H(X)

S(X) = σ(WsX)

S(X) ◦H(X)1⊤

WoZ

∑

Figure 2. Diagram for the Polynomial Mixer. The input se-
quence is split into two paths. The top path expands each token
using a polynomial before they are mixed (averaged)² into a single
representation. The bottom path expands the tokens into gating
coefficients. Both paths are recombined and projected back into
the input dimension.

Contrarily to MHA that computes all pairwise exchanges
of information between tokens in the sequence, the Polyno-
mial Mixer follows a state-representation (H(X)) approach
where all information is shared in a common memory loca-
tion that all tokens can access. This state-representation is
defined by mixing all tokens of the sequence after they are
mapped to a high dimensional space by a learned polyno-
mial, hence the name Polynomial Mixer, and a similar ap-
proach has been successfully used for learning image rep-
resentation [41]. The main benefit is that the complexity
of the approach is no longer quadratic but linear with the
sequence length n.

Taking inspiration from transformers with MHA, we de-
fine a Polymorpher block P as alternating residual Polyno-
mial Mixers with feed-forward networks as follows:

P(X) = X + PoM(X) + FF(X + PoM(X)), (5)

with FF(X) being a two-layer feed-forward network.
A Polymorpher is a drop-in replacement for any

Transformer-based architecture as it performs the same role
of sequence-to-sequence mapping. The main difference is
in its parametrization: A Transformer is configured by the
number of heads and their dimension in MHA, whereas the
Polymorpher is configured by its degree k and the dimen-
sion D of each polynomial.

3.1. Polymorpher for causal sequences

A causal sequence can easily be modeled in PoM by adding
a mask M that prevents summing future tokens into the
blackboard. This corresponds to the following definition

PoM(X,M) = Wo [σ(WsX) ◦H(X)] , (6)

H(X) =

[
h(W1X); . . . ;

k∏
m=1

h(WmX)

]
M⊤. (7)

Now H(X) ∈ RkD×n and M ∈ {0, 1}n×n is a binary
matrix that defines which pairs of tokens are related. Just
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like for MHA, a binary matrix defines an attention pattern
that can be arbitrarily chosen.

In the special case of causal sequences, M is a lower tri-
angular matrix. Moreover, one can express the mixing part
of the Polynomial Mixer as an iterative process as follows:

H(X):,i =
∑
j≤i

[
h(W1X); . . . ;

k∏
m=1

h(WmX)

]
:,j

, (8)

= H(X):,i−1 +

[
h(W1X); . . . ;

k∏
m=1

h(WmX)

]
:,i

.

(9)

In this formula, H(X):,i is an explicit hidden state that is
updated by adding the polynomial mapping of the next to-
ken. Such a configuration enablesO(1) inference complex-
ity in the auto-regressive setup, a property that is shared
with recurrent networks, but not transformers. Like SSMs,
Polymorphers have the best of both worlds, they can train
on the whole sequence in parallel and do the inference in
the recursive way.

In addition, Polymorphers can handle block causal se-
quences. Let M be a block causal matrix for some integer
block size K:

Mi,j = 1 if j ≤ ⌈i/K⌉K else 0. (10)

We can now rewrite H as

H(X):,i =H(X):,⌊i/K⌋K

+

⌈i/K⌉K∑
j=⌊i/K⌋K

[
h(W1X); . . . ;

k∏
m=1

h(WmX)

]
:,j

.

(11)

In this configuration, we can sequentially process groups of
tokens at a time during inference, which reduces the mem-
ory requirement. This is in particular practical for video se-
quences where it makes sense to have a causal mask in the
temporal dimension that makes each frame depend on the
previous ones, while keeping the ability of all the tokens
(patches) of a frame to look at each others, since causality
does not have much sense in the spatial dimension.

3.2. Theoretical analysis

We first show that PoM is equivariant, which means that
permutations in the input sequence result in permuted out-
puts. This is a key property that made transformers popular
and does not hold for other architectures like convolutions:

Proposition 1 (Permutation equivariance). A Polynomial
Mixer is permutation equivariant, i.e., let X ∈ Rd×n be
a set of vectors and P a column permutation matrix, then
PoM(XP ) = PoM(X)P .

Proof. For a permutation P , we have

PoM(XP ) = Wo

[
σ(WsXP ) ◦H(XP )1⊤] . (12)

Notice that H(XP ) = H(X) because the sum is permu-
tation invariant, and σ(WsXP ) = σ(WsX)P because σ
is an element-wise operation. Noticing that H(X)1⊤ has
all identical columns allows us to move P outside of the
brackets to conclude the proof.

More importantly, we can also prove a universal approx-
imation theorem for Polymorphers similar to what is well
known for Transformers [81]. As the polynomial mixer is
equivariant, it requires the use of positional encoding, which
also underlines the similarity between PoM and MHA.

We use the following standard definition of distance be-
tween functions that map sequences to sequences. Given
two functions f and g : Rdn → Rdn and an integer
A ≤ p ≤ ∞, we define the distance dp as:

dp(f, g) =

(∫
∥f(X)− g(X)∥ppdX

)1/p

. (13)

The following theorem holds:

Theorem 2 (Universal approximation). Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞
and ϵ > 0, then for any given f ∈ F the set of continuous
functions that map a compact domain in Rd×n to Rd×n,
there exists a Polymorpher g with learned positional encod-
ing such that dp(f, g) ≤ ϵ.

The proof follows exactly the same scheme as in [81],
where most of the heavy lifting is done by the feed-forward
networks. Their main argument is to show that MHA can
map every token in the sequence to a unique value that de-
pends on the entire sequence, and then the feed-forward
blocks can map those unique values to the desired output. In
our case, we just have to ensure that the Polynomial Mixer
has the same properties as MHA, which is obtained using
the following lemma:

Lemma 3 (Contextual mapping (informal)). There exists
k > 0 for which any Polynomial Mixer q of degree k is a
contextual mappings on Rd×n, that is:
• For any X ∈ Rd×n with different entries, q(X) has dif-

ferent entries.
• For any X,X ′ ∈ Rd×n that differ at least by one element,

then all entries of q(L) and q(L′) are different.

The proof is deferred to the appendix and primarily
uses the fact that a sufficiently high degree polynomial is
uniquely defined by a sequence of point-wise evaluation.
As noted in [81], having the contextual mapping property
is not so common as it requires to summarize uniquely the
context while preserving the identity of the current token.

With these results, we show that a Polymorpher is as po-
tent as a Transformer for sequence modeling.
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Figure 3. Building blocks for our diffusion models using PoM.
For class-conditional image generation (a), we follow strictly
DiT[58] in the AdaLN variant, replacing multi-head attention with
PoM. For text to video generation (b), we follow a hybrid approach
in which the encoded text tokens are incorporated into the video
tokens using PoM instead of cross attention, while the time is used
as a modulation. Modulation means component-wise scale and
shift modification based on the coefficients predicted by the MLP
(similarly to the AdaLN approach).

4. Diffusion with PoM
Armed with the definition of PoM and Polymorphers, we
now design diffusion models taking inspiration from mod-
els based on MHA, and show that PoM can replace attention
in practice. We follow the design choices of DiT [58] and
propose a class-conditional image generation polymorpher
as well as a text-to-video generation polymorpher.

4.1. Architecture design

Image generation For image generation, the class-
conditional polymorpher is similar to the AdaLN variant of
DiT. The image is encoded through the VAE of SD1.5 [63]
and then features are aggregated into visual tokens X . We
add a 2D cosine positional encoding to them before we feed
them to the model. The class c and the time step t are em-
bedded using an embedding matrix and a cosine embedding
respectively before being summed together.

The model consists in several blocks that combine mod-
ulations, PoM and feed forward networks as shown on Fig-
ure 3a. In each block, the modulation consists in predicting
from the condition c+ t a scale γ and a shift β that modify
the input by

x← γ(x− β). (14)

Similarly to DiT, the MLP also predicts gates σ that can

shut down an entire block f thanks to

x← x+ (1 + s)f(x), (15)

with the 1 in 1+s being added so that there is a full residual
connection when the MLP predicts f(x) = 0. For naming
the architectures, we follow the same parametrization as in
DiT. Namely, an S/2 model has a kernel size and stride of 2
for aggregating the VAE features into tokens, and 12 blocks
of dimension 384. Similarly, an XL/2 model that has 28
blocks of dimension 1152. For the PoM operation inside
each block, we use an polynomial of order 2 with an expan-
sion factor of 2 unless specified otherwise. Pytorch code for
the blocks is given in appendix.

Video generation For video generation from text, we
extend the DiT architecture to handle text as a condi-
tion. We first encode video clips using the 3D VAE from
CogXVideo [80] and then group the features into visual to-
kens using a kernel size of 2×2×2 (with 2×2 for the spatial
axes, and 2 for the temporal axis resulting in a downscaling
factor of 16×16×8). We add a 3D cosine positional encod-
ing to the visual tokens before feeding them to the model.
The text is encoded using T5 [62] embeddings and the time
step is encoded using a cosine embedding.

The model consists in blocks using PoM to aggregate in-
formation between the text condition and the visual tokens
as shown on Figure 3b. More precisely, a first PoM opera-
tion is used in a cross fashion, similar to cross-attention, to
aggregate information from the text tokens into the visual
tokens. Then, a second PoM operation is used to aggregate
information among the visual tokens themselves, similar to
what self-attention would do. Finally, a feed forward mod-
ule processes the visual tokens only. The time step embed-
ding is used in an MLP to predict the coefficients of modu-
lations and gates at each of the operations.

We train a single model of size XL/2 that consists in 20
layers of dimension 1152 resulting in 1.1B parameters.

4.2. Training setup

For class-conditional image generation, we train on Ima-
geNet. We rescale each image to 256 pixels on their small-
est size and then take a crop of size 256× 256. We use both
the original images and horizontally flipped version for a
total of 2.4M images. We train a model fθ either using the
diffusion loss:

LD = Et∼U [0,1]∥εt − fθ(xt, c, t)∥2, (16)

or the flow matching loss:

LFM = Et∼U [0,1]∥vt − fθ(xt, c, t)∥2, (17)

with vt = εt − x0. For each experimental result, we men-
tion which loss is used, but the models are trained similarly
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Figure 4. Qualitative results on class-conditional generation. We show images sampled with the model DiPoM-XL/2 trained with the
flow-matching loss LFM at several resolutions for different classes. We use classifier-free guidance with ω = 4s/s0 with s the scale of the
image and s0 the reference scale (256).

without requiring change in training hyper-parameters. We
use AdamW with a constant learning rate of 10−4 followed
by a short cooldown with square root decay [30].

For video, we used WebVid-2M [3] that we rescale to
240 × 384 at 16 fps. We keep only the first 5 seconds, cor-
responding to 80 frames. This results in a total of 2.5M
clips. We train using the flow matching loss LFM. We also
use AdamW with a constant learning rate of 10−4 followed
by a short cooldown with square root decay.

5. Experiments

We first show result on class-conditional image generation
and then of text-to-video generation.

5.1. Class-conditional image generation

Quantitative results We compare the results of our XL/2
model trained with the diffusion loss to the state of the art
on Table 1. We compute the Fréchet Inception Distance
(FID), the Inception Score (IS), precision (P) and recall (R)
using the code from ADM [16] on 50k generated images.
The table is split between methods on masked encoding
(Mask-GIT [8]), diffusion models based on SSM and diffu-
sion models based on attention. Results are extracted from
the corresponding papers. Our images are generated with
250 steps of the DDIM sampler for the model trained with
the diffusion loss LD, and 125 steps of Heun sampler for
the model trained with the flow-matching loss LFM, with
classifier free guidance (CFG, ω = 0.7 in both cases).

Using the evaluation code and reference set from
ADM [16], we obtain an FID of 2.46, which is slightly

6



Model Sample config #train FID↓ IS↑ Precision↑ Recall↑
Mask-GIT [8] 6.18 182.1 0.80 0.51
DIFFUSSM-XL† [79] 250 steps DDPM 660M 2.28 259.1 0.86 0.56
DiM-H† [69] 25 steps DPM++ 480M 2.21 - - -
ADM-G [16] 250 steps DDIM 500M 4.59 186.7 0.83 0.53
LDM-4-G [63] 250 steps DDIM 215M 3.60 247.7 0.87 0.48
RIN [40] 1000 steps DDPM 600M 3.42 182.0 - -
DiT-XL/2† [58] 250 steps DDPM 1.8B 2.27 278.2 0.83 0.57
SiT-XL/2† [56] 125 steps Heun 1.8B 2.15 254.9 0.81 0.60
DiPoM-XL/2 LD (ours) 250 steps DDIM 950M 2.46 240.6 0.78 0.60
DiPoM-XL/2 LFM (ours) 125 steps Heun 950M 3.70 255.2 0.79 0.56

Table 1. Quantitative results on ImageNet 256× 256 class-conditional generation. #train denotes the number of training images seen
during train (i.e., batch size × number of training steps). † denotes methods evaluated against the Imagenet training set instead of the usual
ADM evaluation archive. We color in blue (respectively in red) DiT and PoM architectures of equivalent size that are trained with the
same diffusion loss LD (respectively flow-matching loss LFM), and we bold the best values between the two, even though the results are
not evaluated against the same reference set.

Degree Expand FID↓ IS↑ Precision Recall
1 12 90.1 15.1 0.27 0.36
2 6 87.0 15.8 0.29 0.37
3 4 86.1 16.0 0.29 0.38
4 3 88.8 15.5 0.28 0.36
6 2 90.7 15.0 0.28 0.36

Table 2. Comparison of different degrees of Polynomial Mixer
at a constant memory budget with a S/2 model on 10k images from
Imagenet. Having a degree ≥ 2 is necessary to get good perfor-
mances, but there is a trade-off between the degree and the expan-
sion factor.

above that of the comparable DiT architecture, but notice
that our model was trained for only half of the number steps
of DiT. In addition, we found FID to be very unreliable as
a metric, as it is highly varying with the reference set. For
example, using the validation set of ImageNet, we obtained
3.45 FID1. We obtain a slightly lower IS compared to DiT,
but this could be improved by using a higher CFG. Indeed,
we show in appendix that the trade-off between FID ans IS
can reach as high as 300 IS at the cost of a much higher
FID. We obtain a precision/recall trade-off comparable to
DiT, slightly lower on precision but also higher on recall.

Overall, the results obtained using PoM are on par with
the literature, showing that PoM can be used as a drop-in
replacement for multi-head attention in a neural architec-
ture, without requiring either architectural changes or train-
ing hyper-parameter tuning.

Qualitative results We further fine-tune the model on
higher resolution data for a small number of steps to ob-

1It was shown in [60] that randomness affects significantly the results.
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Figure 5. Scaling laws for a DiT-like architecture with attention
replaced by PoM. FIDs and Inception Scores (IS) are computed
on 10k samples with classifier free guidance (ω = 1), and shown
with a linear regression in log space. Performances scale with the
computation budget, similarly to transformers.

tain a collection of models able to sample images up to
1024 × 1024 resolution (which is the maximum resolution
we found reasonable to upscale to on ImageNet). We show
selected samples at these higher resolution on Figure 4. At
higher resolution, some classes are collapsed due to the lack
of available data.

Ablation study We study the impact of the degree of the
polynomial on Table 2. To enable a fair comparison, we
consider a set of S/2 models that have the same dimension
for H(X) and compute different trade-offs between the de-
gree of the polynomials and their dimension. As we can
see, having at least second order polynomials is crucial to
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Models Subject Background Temporal Motion Dynamic Aesthetic Imaging Object
Consistency Consistency Flickering Smoothness Degree Quality Quality Class

LaVie [77] 91.4% 97.5% 98.3% 96.4% 49.7% 54.9% 61.9% 91.8%
ModeScope [75] 89.9% 95.3% 98.3% 95.8% 66.4% 52.1% 58.6% 82.3%
VideoCrafter [33] 86.2% 92.9% 97.6% 91.8% 89.7% 44.4% 57.2% 87.3%
CogVideo [37] 92.2% 96.2% 97.6% 96.5% 42.2% 38.2% 41.0% 73.4%
V-DiPoM-XL/2 no-mask 90.6% 96.6% 99.7% 97.3% 31.7% 28.6% 47.1% 29.3%
V-DiPoM-XL/2 b-causal 80.4% 92.2% 98.1% 97.4% 37.5% 30.5% 47.9% 30.0%

Models Multiple Human Color Spatial Scene Appearance Temporal Overall
Objects Action Relationship Style Style Consistency

LaVie [77] 33.3% 96.8% 86.4% 34.1% 52.7% 23.6% 25.9% 26.4%
ModeScope [75] 39/0% 92.4% 81.7% 33.7% 39.3% 23.4% 25.4% 25.8%
VideoCrafter [33] 25.9% 93.0% 78.8% 36.7% 43.4% 21.6% 25.4% 25.2%
CogVideo [37] 18.1% 78.2% 79.6% 18.2% 28.2% 22.0% 7.8% 7.70%
V-DiPoM-XL/2 no-mask 1.9% 21.6% 76.3% 7.6% 2.8% 21.4% 13.4% 15.1%
V-DiPoM-XL/2 b-causal 3.3% 31.0% 69.5% 10.4% 3.0% 21.2% 17.2% 17.3%

Table 3. Quantitative results on VBench [39]. We compare the same architecture of a V-DiPoM-XL/2 trained with the flow-matching
loss LFM using either no mask (denoted no-mask) or block-causal masking (denoted b-causal). We report results from the literature taken
from [39] to provide some calibration, but noting that the comparison is not fair as these models are trained on much larger and richer
datasets than ours, leading to much richer vocabulary and better semantic understanding.

obtain the best performance. This is consistent with the in-
tuition that H(X) has to contain sufficient statistics about
the sequence and that using only the mean is not sufficient
for that purpose.

We also study scaling laws for PoM by training models at
different scales (S/2, B/2, L/2 and XL/2 following the DiT
naming scheme), has shown on Figure 5. PoM enjoys ex-
ponential decrease of the FID with respect to the sampling
computing complexity as shown by a linear regression on
the logarithmic plot. This is similar to what was observed
for transformers in DiT [58].

5.2. Text to video generation

We evaluate our model generating videos of 5 seconds at
16 fps and 240p resolution on VBench [39] and show the
results in Table 3. Note that contrarily to ImageNet, video
generation is not as well standardized and models differ dra-
matically in terms of size, complexity and training dataset.
Notably, most text-to-video generation models are trained
on a mix of images and videos to get more diverse cap-
tions. In our case, we want to study the impact of enforc-
ing temporal causality in the generation process and as such
we limit our train set to WebVid-2M [3] only. Due to this
smaller training set, we observed that our models are limited
to a smaller vocabulary of objects, motion and styles.

We compare the standard architecture (denoted no-mask)
with the use of a block-causal mask as detailed in sec-
tion 3.1 (denoted as b-causal). As we can see, the im-
pact of using a block causal mask is negative on some tasks
like subject consistency, background consistency and color.
This can be explain by the model struggling to follow the
prompt for the first frames in the block causal case, which

penalizes consistency, whereas the no-mask case can lever-
age information from later frames to improve consistency.
Interestingly, using a block causal mask improves tempo-
ral tasks like dynamic degree, human action and temporal
style, which shows the importance of modeling properly the
temporal aspect for these tasks.

6. Discussion

In this paper, we presented PoM, the Polynomial Mixer, a
building block for neural networks that aims at replacing
attention. PoM has a complexity linear with the sequence
length and we prove it is a universal senquence-to-sequence
approximator. To demonstrate the effectiveness of PoM, we
train image and video generation models with it in lieu of
Multi-Head Attention. These diffusion models obtain com-
petitive results while being able to generate higher resolu-
tion images faster than with attention.

PoM is very interesting for high-definition video of long
duration. However, the extreme cost of training such model
makes this endeavor clearly out of the scope of a research
paper. Another area where PoM could shine is LLMs and
more particularly multimodal LLMs. Indeed, LLMs are
causal, which means the generation of text could greatly
benefit from the O(1) complexity of PoM for causal se-
quence. In addition, recent works [85] show that next to-
ken prediction and diffusion objectives can be merged in a
single model. In that case the ability of PoM to seamlessly
adapt from causal to block-causal masking scheme greatly
reduces the complexity of such mixed training objective. As
for high definition video, the extreme cost of training such
large models also renders this endeavor out of the scope of
a research paper.
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A. PoM pytorch code

In this section, we provide code in Pytorch for the main
parts of the Polynomial Mixer as well as our diffusion
blocks.

We found that writing dedicated functions for specific
degrees led to faster runtime due to the ability of the Py-
Torch’s compiler to optimize them. We show below imple-
mentation for degrees 2, 3 and 4.

1 @torch.compile
2 def po2(x: torch.Tensor):
3 h1, h2 = gelu(x).chunk(2, dim=-1)
4 h2 = h2 * h1
5 return torch.cat([h1, h2], dim=-1)
6

7 @torch.compile
8 def po3(x: torch.Tensor):
9 h1, h2, h3 = gelu(x).chunk(3, dim=-1)

10 h2 = h2 * h1
11 h3 = h3 * h2
12 return torch.cat([h1, h2, h3], dim=-1)
13

14 @torch.compile
15 def po4(x: torch.Tensor):
16 h1, h2, h3, h4 = gelu(x).chunk(4, dim=-1)
17 h2 = h2 * h1
18 h3 = h3 * h2
19 h4 = h4 * h3
20 return torch.cat([h1, h2, h3, h4], dim=-1)

Listing 1. Pytorch code for order specific PoM functions.

Next, we show the function that computes both the poly-
nomial and the mixing depending on the degree and the
presence of a mask.

1 def high_order_aggregation_(x: torch.Tensor, k:
int, mask=None):

2 if k == 2:
3 h = po2(x)
4 elif k == 3:
5 h = po3(x)
6 elif k == 4:
7 h = po4(x)
8 else:
9 h = list(gelu(x).chunk(k, dim=-1))

10 for i in range(1, k):
11 h[i] = h[i] * h[i-1]
12 h = torch.cat(h, dim=-1)
13 if mask is None:
14 h = h.mean(dim=1, keepdims=True)
15 else:
16 if mask.dim()==2:
17 h = mask_mixer(h, mask.to(h.device))
18 elif mask.dim() ==3:
19 h = full_mask_mixer(h, mask.to(h.

device))
20 else:
21 raise Exception(’unsupported dim for

mask (should be 2,3 or None)’)
22 return h

Listing 2. Pytorch code for the complete polynomial and mixing
part.

In the case the mask is 3 dimensional (batch, queries,
context), we have a dedicated function that performs the
partial sums. Note that this implementation is not optimized
and that more speedup could be gained with a compiled
mask.

1 def full_mask_mixer(h, mask):
2 mask = mask.type(h.dtype)
3 h = torch.einsum(’bnd, bmn -> bmd’, h, mask)

# b batch, n context tokens, m query tokens,
d dim

4 h = h / (1.e-7 + mask.sum(dim=2, keepdims=
True))

5 return h

Listing 3. Pytorch code for the mixer part with full mask.

The selection operation is very simple and consists in an
element-wise product. The whole PoM operation is just the
computation of H(X) followed by the selection.

1 @torch.compile
2 def high_order_selection_(x: torch.Tensor, h:

torch.Tensor):
3 return F.sigmoid(x) * h
4

5 def pom(xq: torch.Tensor, xc: torch.Tensor, k:
int, mask=None):

6 h = high_order_aggregation_(xc, k, mask)
7 o = high_order_selection_(xq, h)
8 return o

Listing 4. Pytorch code for the selection part and the whole PoM
function.

In the PoM module, we add the projections W1...m,Ws

and Wo for each part of the PoM operation.

1 class PoM(nn.Module):
2 def __init__(self, dim, order, order_expand,

bias=True):
3 super().__init__()
4 self.dim = dim
5 self.order = order
6 self.order_expand = order_expand
7 self.ho_proj = nn.Linear(dim, order*

order_expand*dim, bias=bias)
8 self.se_proj = nn.Linear(dim, order*

order_expand*dim, bias=bias)
9 self.ag_proj = nn.Linear(order*

order_expand*dim, dim, bias=bias)
10 self.hom = hom
11

12 def forward(self, xq, xc=None, mask=None):
13 if xc is None:
14 xc = xq # self attention
15

16 s = self.se_proj(xq)
17 h = self.ho_proj(xc)
18 sh = self.hom(s, h, self.order, mask)
19

20 # output projection
21 return self.ag_proj(sh)

Listing 5. Pytorch module for PoM.
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For image diffusion, the base building block is simply
a PoM module followed by an MLP, with residual connec-
tions and AdaLN modulations.

1 def modulation(x, scale, bias):
2 return x * (1+scale) + bias
3

4 class DiPBlock(nn.Module):
5 def __init__(self, dim: int, order: int,

order_expand: int, ffw_expand: int):
6 super().__init__()
7 self.dim = dim
8 self.order = order
9 self.order_expand = order_expand

10 self.ffw_expand = ffw_expand
11

12 self.mha_ln = nn.LayerNorm(dim,
elementwise_affine=False, eps=1e-6)

13 self.pom = PoM(dim, order=order,
order_expand=order_expand, bias=True)

14 self.ffw_ln = nn.LayerNorm(dim,
elementwise_affine=False, eps=1e-6)

15 self.ffw = nn.Sequential(nn.Linear(dim,
ffw_expand * dim, bias=True),

16 nn.GELU(),
17 nn.Linear(

ffw_expand * dim, dim, bias=True))
18 self.cond_mlp = nn.Sequential(
19 nn.SiLU(),
20 nn.Linear(dim, 4

* dim, bias=True))
21 self.gate_mlp = nn.Sequential(
22 nn.SiLU(),
23 nn.Linear(dim, 2

* dim, bias=True))
24

25

26 def forward(self, x, c):
27 s1, b1, s2, b2 = self.cond_mlp(c).chunk

(4, -1)
28 g1, g2 = self.gate_mlp(c).chunk(2, -1)
29

30 # mha
31 x_ln = modulation(self.mha_ln(x), s1, b1)
32 x = x + self.pom(x_ln) * (1 + g1)
33

34 #ffw
35 x_ln = modulation(self.ffw_ln(x), s2, b2)
36 x = x + self.ffw(x_ln)*(1+g2)
37

38 return x

Listing 6. Pytorch module for the image diffusion block.

For text-to-video, we add a second PoM module that
gathers information from the text.

1 class TextVideoDiPBlock(nn.Module):
2 def __init__(self, dim: int, order: int,

order_expand: int, ffw_expand: int):
3 super().__init__()
4 self.dim = dim
5 self.order = order
6 self.order_expand = order_expand
7 self.ffw_expand = ffw_expand
8

9 self.mha_ln = nn.LayerNorm(dim,
elementwise_affine=False, eps=1e-6)

10 self.x_mha_ln = nn.LayerNorm(dim,
elementwise_affine=False, eps=1e-6)

11 self.c_mha_ln = nn.LayerNorm(dim,
elementwise_affine=False, eps=1e-6)

12 self.pom = PoM(dim, order=order,
order_expand=order_expand, bias=True)

13 self.c_pom = PoM(dim, order=order,
order_expand=order_expand, bias=True)

14 self.ffw_ln = nn.LayerNorm(dim,
elementwise_affine=False, eps=1e-6)

15 self.ffw = nn.Sequential(nn.Linear(dim,
ffw_expand * dim, bias=True),

16 nn.GELU(),
17 nn.Linear(

ffw_expand * dim, dim, bias=True))
18 self.cond_mlp = nn.Sequential(
19 nn.SiLU(),
20 nn.Linear(dim, 8

* dim, bias=True))
21 self.gate_mlp = nn.Sequential(
22 nn.SiLU(),
23 nn.Linear(dim, 3

* dim, bias=True))
24

25

26 def forward(self, x, t, c, mask,
temporal_mask=None):

27 sx, bx, sc, bc, s1, b1, s2, b2 = self.
cond_mlp(t).chunk(8, -1)

28 gc, g1, g2 = self.gate_mlp(t).chunk(3,
-1)

29

30 # ca
31 x_ln = modulation(self.x_mha_ln(x), sx,

bx)
32 c_ln = modulation(self.c_mha_ln(c), sc,

bc)
33 x = x + self.c_pom(x_ln, c_ln, mask) * (1

+ gc)
34

35 # sa
36 x_ln = modulation(self.mha_ln(x), s1, b1)
37 x = x + self.pom(x_ln, mask=temporal_mask

) * (1 + g1)
38

39 #ffw
40 x_ln = modulation(self.ffw_ln(x), s2, b2)
41 x = x + self.ffw(x_ln)*(1+g2)
42

43 return x

Listing 7. Pytorch module for the video diffusion block.

B. Condition adherence
In this section we study the trade-off between image qual-
ity as measured with FID and condition adherence as mea-
sured with Inception Score (IS) by varying the weight ω of
the classifier-free guidance (CFG). We show the results for
a model of size L2 trained with the diffusion loss LD on
Gigure 6. Inference is performed with 250 steps of DDIM
sampling. As we can see, the model is perfectly able to bal-
ance FID and IS, leading to a typical ’U’ curve where CFG
improves both FID and IS at first, but then improvements of
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Figure 6. Image quality versus condition adherence trade-off.
FID/IS curve for the L2 model with 250 DDIM sampling steps.
Values are computed on 10k images against the validation set of
ImageNet.

IS comes at the cost of FID. This is typical of mode collapse
with the model generating low diversity but high quality
images, similarly to what is observed with attention-based
models.

C. Proof of Lemma 3
We first need to show that set with different entries are
mapped to different vectors. We first separate PoM into its
two components:

s(X) = σ(WsX) (18)

Hk(X) =

[
h(W1X); . . . ;

∏
m

h(WmX)

]
11⊤ (19)

PoM(X) = Wo(s(X) ◦Hk(X)) (20)

Assuming ker(Wo) =, and noting that Hk(X) is the
same for every column, we just have to show that s(X)
has different columns. This is easily achieved by having
ker(Ws) = since σ is injective and the composition of in-
jective functions is itself injective.

Second, we have to show that sets that differ by at least
one element are mapped to all different entries. To simplify
notations, we will consider the special case where all matri-
ces are the identity or an identity block positioned such as
to perform submatrix selection. All the matrices can thus
be removed from the formula. A similar argument can be
made for matrices that are full rank as they preserve injec-
tivity. We will also consider linear activations everywhere,
which can be made as close as one wish by partitioning the
image of the activation function and performing piecewise
linear approximation.

With this simplified version of PoM, we have to show
that for 2 sets X,X ′ differing by at least one element (i.e.,

∃x′ ∈ X ′,∀x ∈ X,x ̸= x′), then there exist k such that

∀x ∈ X,x′ ∈ X ′, x
∑
xi∈X

xk
i ̸= x

∑
xi∈X

xk
i . (21)

Consider the functions P (t) and P ′(t) defined as fol-
lows:

P (t) =
∑

xiinX

xt
i (22)

P ′(t) =
∑

xiinX′

xt
i (23)

Since X and X ′ differ by at least one element, there ex-
ists at least one xi ∈ X such that xi ̸= x′

i,∀x′
i ∈ X ′. This

implies that the functions P (t) and P ′(t) are not identical
since are sums of exponentials with different bases.

Since P (t) and P ′(t) are different functions, there must
exist some k for which P (k) ̸= P ′(k). In other words, there
exists a k such that:∑

xi∈X

xk
i ̸=

∑
x′
i∈X′

x′k
i (24)

For this k, let us denote Sk =
∑

xi∈X xk
i . We need to

show that xSk ̸= x′S′
k for all x ∈ X and x′ ∈ X ′. Assume

for the sake of contradiction that there exist x ∈ X and
x′ ∈ X ′ such that xSk = x′S′

k. This implies:

x
∑
xi∈X

xk
i = x′

∑
x′
i∈X′

x′k
i (25)

Rearranging, we get:

x

x′ =

∑
x′
i∈X′ x′k

i∑
xi∈X xk

i

(26)

Since Sk ̸= S′
k, the right-hand side is not equal to 1.

However, for this equality to hold for all x ∈ X and x′ ∈
X ′, the ratio x/x′ would need to be constant for all pairs
(x, x′), which is not possible given that X and X ′ differ by
at least one element.

Therefore, there exists a k such that xSk ̸= x′S′
k for all

x ∈ X and x′ ∈ X ′.

D. Uncurated examples
In the following pages, we show randomly selected samples
with obtained after 250 steps of DDIM sampling with the
XL/2 model trained with the diffusion loss LD.
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Figure 7. Uncurated 256² images for the class magpie (18).
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Figure 8. Uncurated 256² images for the class loggerhead, loggerhead turtle, Caretta caretta (33).
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Figure 9. Uncurated 256² images for the class macaw (88).
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Figure 10. Uncurated 256² images for the class otter (360).

18



Figure 11. Uncurated 256² images for the class balloon (417).
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Figure 12. Uncurated 256² images for the class ice cream, icecream (928).
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Figure 13. Uncurated 256² images for the class seashore, coast, seacoast, sea-coast (978).
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Figure 14. Uncurated 256² images for the class volcano (980).
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