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Abstract

Panoramic Image Generation has emerged as an impor-
tant task in image generation, driven by growing demands
for large-scale visuals in creative and technical applica-
tions. While diffusion models have dominated this field,
they face inherent limitations, including the multilevel-
coherence challenge and implementation complexity, lead-
ing to suboptimal outcomes. In this paper, we introduce
PanoLlama, a novel framework that redefines panoramic
image generation as a next-token prediction task. Build-
ing on the pre-trained LlamaGen architecture, we generate
images in an autoregressive manner and develop an expan-
sion strategy to handle size limitations. This method aligns
with the image token structure in a crop-wise and training-
free manner, resulting in high-quality panoramas with min-
imal seams and maximum scalability. PanoLlama demon-
strates its effectiveness and versatility in our experiments,
achieving the best overall performance while offering flex-
ibility for multi-scale, multi-layout, and multi-guidance
generation. It overcomes the challenges that diffusion-
based methods fail to address, setting a new paradigm for
panoramic image generation tasks. Code is available at
https://github.com/0606zt/PanoLlama.

1. Introduction
Panoramic Image Generation (PIG) [3, 15, 38] has gained
significant attention as a subtask in image generation, es-
pecially with the growing interest in visual information
recording and artistic expression. A major challenge in this
field is how to achieve seamless and coherent panoramas of
arbitrary size.

In recent years, diffusion models [25] have become
the mainstream method in image generation, proving ef-
fective in visual synthesis, restoration, and multi-modal
tasks [7, 13, 22]. They employ diffusion-denoising Markov
chains to map data distribution to Gaussian distribution, as
demonstrated in works like DDPM [12], DDIM [26], and
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LDM [21]. Diffusion-based methods for panorama gen-
eration typically operate under the joint diffusion strategy
[3, 15, 19], where the large panoramic space is segmented
into smaller crops, individually denoised, and then fused
back into the original large one through optimization pro-
cesses. While effective, these approaches face two major
limitations:
1. Multilevel-Coherence Challenge: The objective of PIG

is to achieve coherence across both low-level features
(e.g., color, texture, edges) and high-level features (e.g.,
layout, structure, semantics), a multilevel goal that is
challenging to define and balance with diffusion-based
methods.

2. Implementation Complexity: Achieving crop-wise
generation is non-trivia. These methods require complex
designs to reconcile different denoising paths across im-
age crops, which hinders both stability and scalability.
Therefore, we shifted our focus to another way of im-

age generation, autoregressive (AR) models, which have
evolved into large language models (LLMs) with stronger
capabilities. AR-based approaches [2, 27, 36] introduce a
tokenizer to quantize continuous image features into dis-
crete tokens, and generate image token sequences in the way
of next-token prediction.

We propose PanoLlama, a novel framework for
panoramic image generation that utilizes LLMs as a scal-
able image generator, rather than integrating pre-trained dif-
fusion models with optimization and fine-tuning.
1. New Paradigm: As illustrated in Fig. 1, we redefine

PIG as a next-token prediction task, formulating panora-
mas as sequential data like text. It fundamentally over-
comes the pending challenge in panorama generation
that diffusion-based methods fail to address, achieving
a SOTA performance.

2. Speed Up: Our framework leverages pre-trained AR
models with no training, fine-tuning or tailoring, elimi-
nating the need for time-consuming denoising iterations
and optimization processes.

3. Versatile Applications: Beyond text-to-panorama gen-
eration, PanoLlama supports multi-scale generation for
arbitrary aspect ratios, multi-layout design based on spe-
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Figure 1. PanoLlama vs. diffusion-based methods in panorama generation. PanoLlama (left) is a framework that formulates PIG as a
next-token prediction task. Leveraging the autoregressive properties, we build a next-crop prediction strategy that generates panoramas
with high visual and semantic continuity. In contrast, diffusion-based methods (right) denoise each image crop independently and require
complex optimization techniques to connect them seamlessly.

cific regions and prompts, multi-guidance generation
that enables image-to-panorama synthesis.

4. Comprehensive Evaluation: We evaluate our method
with six baselines across a range of aspects, including
coherence, diversity, compatibility, efficiency, etc., en-
suring the reliability of our experimental results.

2. Related Work
Panorama Generation Panorama is typically defined as
images with geometric distortions for 360° sphere projec-
tion [16, 32, 34]. More broadly, it refers to large-scale im-
ages with coherent content, which is the focus of our dis-
cussion. Current studies mainly focus on extending pre-
trained diffusion models for panorama upscaling, which can
be summarized into two branches. (i) The main branch is
based on the joint diffusion paradigm, splitting and merging
the denoising path across different image spaces to form a
larger one. This branch is pioneered by MultiDiffusion [3],
which demonstrates its initial effects by taking linear inter-
polation to fuse different latent spaces. Building on this,
many studies [15, 19, 38, 39] focus on optimizing the con-
nection process of adjacent subareas, resulting in improved
generation outcomes. (ii) Another branch utilizes image in-
painting techniques to establish regional correlations for ex-
trapolating subsequent image content [1, 14, 35]. However,
as discussed in Sec. 1, diffusion-based methods often rely
on specific latent optimization, which enhances the seman-
tic smoothness but cannot guarantee pixel-level consistency,
leading to suboptimal visual results.

Autoregressive Models for Image Generation These
models introduce an image tokenizer that can apply au-
toregressive frameworks to generate image tokens through
next-token prediction, enabling sequential modeling for vi-

sion tasks. VQVAE [31] pioneers this approach by in-
corporating a codebook to convert continuous image em-
beddings into discrete tokens; VQGAN [5, 10] further im-
prove VQVAE by integrating adversarial and perceptual
losses; PixelRNN [30] autoregressively model the depen-
dencies between quantized pixels. With the rise of large lan-
guage models, e.g., GPT [4] and Llama [29], recent studies
[6, 17, 28, 33, 36] attempt to unify image generation into
LLMs using an autoregressive framework, demonstrating
that LLMs can be adapted to understand and generate visual
content effectively. In particular, LlamaGen [27] explores
the vanilla Llama architecture for scalable image genera-
tion, which yields promising results and provides valuable
insights for our work.

3. Methodology
3.1. Panorama Generation as a Next-Token Predic-

tion Task

We aim to extend a pre-trained model, originally lim-
ited to a fixed image space I = RH×W×CH , to enable
panorama generation over an arbitrarily large space I ′ =
RH′×W ′×CH , where H ′ > H and W ′ > W . Specifically,
the panorama x′ ∈ I ′ is constructed by a series of spatial-
ordered image crops X = {xi | xi ∈ I, i = 1, 2, . . . , n},
where each xi represents an individual image segment.

Similar to language modeling, we define a joint probabil-
ity distribution to learn how these crops interrelate to form
a panorama x′:

P (x′) = P (x1, x2, . . . , xn)

=

n∏
i=1

P (xi | x1, x2, . . . , xi−1)
(1)

where each P (xi | x1, x2, . . . , xi−1) represents the condi-



Figure 2. The framework of our PanoLlama can be divided into three parts: (i) Textual Conditioning: The given prompt y is encoded into
a conditional embedding s using the text encoder fE (Eq. (6)). (ii) Next-Crop Prediction: With s as the initial input, the token generator fG
generates a sequence of p tokens for the first crop v1 following an autoregressive next-token prediction approach (Eq. (7)). After reaching
the token limit, vertical expansion is achieved by setting vi to begin with the last p −√

pr tokens of vi−1, ensuring seamless continuity
by Eq. (8). For horizontal expansion, we extend rows interleavingly by Eq. (10), letting the last

√
p − c tokens of each preceding row

vji−1 serve as the start condition for vji . (iii) Decoding Tokens into Panorama: After n rounds of expansion, the final concatenated token
sequence V is decoded into the panoramic image x′ by the image tokenizer decoder fT (Eq. (12)).

tional probability of generating the i-th image crop given
the preceding tokens.

In panorama generation, the core is to achieve smooth
transitions between each pair of neighboring crops xi−1 and
xi. Thus, we can adopt the Markov Chain assumption of
order 1:

P (xi | x1, x2, . . . , xi−1) = P (xi | xi−1) (2)

Under this assumption, Eq. (1) simplifies to:

P (x′) =

n∏
i=2

P (xi | xi−1) (3)

This formulation mirrors next-token prediction in lan-
guage models but is applied to generating coherent adjacent
image crops.

Taking the logarithm of both sides of Eq. (3), we obtain
our loss function:

L(θ) = − logP (x′ | θ) = −
n∑

i=2

logP (xi | xi−1; θ) (4)

Formally, the optimization task is:

θ∗ = argmin
θ
L(θ)

= argmin
θ
−

n∑
i=2

logP (xi | xi−1; θ)
(5)

By leveraging a well-trained autoregressive model, we can
estimate the optimal parameters θ∗ that maximize the like-
lihood of the observed sequence x′, effectively capturing
both the visual and semantic coherence of the panorama
data.

3.2. Framework of PanoLlama

We utilize pre-trained models from LlamaGen [27], an ef-
fective AR-based architecture designed to generate images
at 512 × 512 with a maximum token limit of p = 1024.
Specifically, our framework incorporates FLAN-T5 XL [8]
as the text encoder, VQ-VAE [31] as the image tokenizer,
and Llama [29] as the token generator to achieve text-
guided panorama generation.

Firstly, the textual prompt y is encoded into a conditional



embedding s by applying the text encoder function fE :

s = fE(y) (6)

where fE : Y → Rd maps the prompt space Y to the textual
embedding space Rd.

With s as a prefilling, the token generator fG initiates the
generating process for the first image crop x1, producing a
sequence of p tokens:

v1 = fG(s) = {v1,k | k = 1, 2, . . . , p} (7)

This generation follows the autoregressive paradigm, where
each token v1,k is produced conditionally based on its pre-
fix.

The model’s property indicates that the arrangement of
image tokens follows a raster scan order. Therefore, during
panoramic extension, we consider each token sequence as a√
p ×√p block, achieving next-crop prediction in a row-

wise and training-free manner.

Vertical Expansion Upon reaching the token limit for the
first crop, the position index k is reset from p to p′ to com-
mence a new round, extending r = p−p′

√
p rows as v2. To

ensure continuity while fully utilizing the maximum p, we
set v2 to begin with the condition of v1,√pr, . . . , v1,p, i.e.,
the subsequence comprising the last p′ tokens of v1, with
the generation process advancing as:

v2 = fG(v1,√pr, . . . , v1,p) = {v2,k | k = 1, 2, . . . ,
√
pr} (8)

This process is iteratively applied for n times, resulting in
a series of token sequences V = {vi | i = 2, . . . , n}, with
each vi corresponds to the image crop xi. Then the entire
panorama is constructed by:

V = v1 ⊕n
i=2 vi

= {v1,k | k = 1, 2, . . . , p}
⊕ {vi,k | i = 2, . . . , n, k = 1, 2, . . . ,

√
pr}

(9)

where ⊕ refers to the vertical concatenation operator.

Horizontal Expansion To maintain the original token ar-
rangement mode, we extend rows in an interleaving manner.
Let vji denote the j-th row in the i-th block, ϵ(vji ) denote the
index of the end token in vji . In the horizontal case, each ad-
jacent row vji−1 and vji need to be connected with successive
and cohesive conditions. Thus, we modify Eq. (8) to let the
last
√
p− c tokens of each vji−1 serves as the start condition

for vji . In each iteration, the length of each row is extended
by c columns:

vji = fG(vi−1,ϵ(vj
i−1)−

√
p+c, . . . , vi−1,ϵ(vj

i−1)
)

= {vi,k | j = 1, 2, . . . ,
√
p, k = c(j − 1) + 1, . . . , cj}

(10)

Accordingly, Eq. (9) should be modified as:

V = v1 ∪ni=2 vi

= {v1,k | k = 1, 2, . . . , p}
∪ {vi,k | i = 2, . . . , n, k = 1, 2, . . . ,

√
pc}

(11)

and ∪ corresponds to the horizontal concatenation operator.

After the expansion, we convert V into a panorama x′

through the decoder of image tokenizer fT :

x′ = fT (V ) (12)

Here, fT : TH′
16 ×W ′

16 → RH′×W ′×CH maps tokens to the
image pixel space, and T denotes the discrete token set.

The entire process is recapped in Fig. 2 and Algorithm. 1.

Algorithm 1 PanoLlama Generation Process

Input: fE , fG , fT ▷ pre-trained models: text encoder,
token generator, image tokenizer

p ▷ max token limit of image tokenizer
y ▷ textual prompt
mode ▷ direction of expansion
n ▷ expansion iterations
r, c ▷ rows and columns expanded per iteration

Output: x′ ▷ panorama
s← fE(y)
v1 ← fG(s)
function GENERATETOKENS-VERTICAL(vi−1, r)

vi ← fG(vi−1,
√
pr, . . . , vi−1,p)

return vi
end function
function GENERATETOKENS-HORIZONTAL(vi−1, c)

for j = 1, 2, . . . ,
√
p do

vji ← fG(vi−1,ϵ(vj
i−1)−

√
p+c, . . . , vi−1,ϵ(vj

i−1)
)

end for
return vi

end function
if mode == ’Vertical’ then

for i = 2, 3, . . . , n do
vi ← GENERATETOKENS-VERTICAL(vi−1, r)

end for
V ← v1 ⊕n

i=2 vi
else if mode == ’Horizontal’ then

for i = 2, 3, . . . , n do
vi ← GENERATETOKENS-HORIZONTAL(vi−1, c)

end for
V ← v1 ∪ni=2 vi

end if
x′ ← fT (V )
Return x′



Figure 3. Qualitative comparisons between BLD, MD, and ours. Our approach effectively minimizes visible connections commonly found
in diffusion-based methods, producing seamless 512× 5120 panoramas in both artwork (top) and real-scene (bottom) types.

3.3. Diffusion-Based Methods vs. PanoLlama

So far, the most effective approach for PIG tasks is joint
diffusion [3, 15], which focuses on optimizing the connec-
tions between adjacent crops. According to our formula-
tion in Sec. 3.1, we can view this paradigm from a new
perspective, where its conditional dependency is expressed
as P (xi | xi−1, xi+1), indicating that the model generates
each crop xi by considering both features of its left and right
neighbor. This leads to the joint probability:

P (x′) =

n∏
i=1

P (xi | xi−1, xi+1) (13)

and similar to Eq. (4), the optimization objective can be de-
fined as:

L(θ) = − logP (x′ | θ)

= −
n∑

i=1

logP (xi | xi−1, xi+1; θ)
(14)

However, as discussed in Sec. 1 and Sec. 2, diffusion-
based methods currently cannot achieve the optimal solu-

tion θ∗ for multilevel coherence. They intuitively divide the
optimization goal into subtasks like controlling the connec-
tion process, enhancing spatial guidance, or deepening at-
tention layers, each requiring a specialized technique. This
lack of unity makes it difficult for them to achieve seamless
transitions. In contrast, our approach leverages the autore-
gressive properties that inherently align with the PIG objec-
tive, forming a unified and stable framework that surpasses
diffusion-based methods.

4. Experiments

4.1. Comparison

Our approach is evaluated and compared with multiple
baselines in both qualitative and quantitative aspects.

Implementation Details To ensure the reliability of our
results, we test 20 different prompts across 5 sets of ran-
dom seeds, including various styles and content such as na-
ture scenes (photorealistic), artworks (artistic), and semi-
realistic scenarios (a blend of the two). For each prompt,



Table 1. Quantitative results comparing our PanoLlama with the baselines. Our method achieves the best overall performance across all
the metrics, especially in coherence, aesthetics, and efficiency.

Coherence Fidelity & Diversity Compatibility Efficiency

LPIPS↓ DISTS↓ FID↓ IS↑ CLIP↑ CLIP-aesthetic↑ time↓
SD / / 10.94 119.19 33.03 6.74 /
AR / / 9.36 80.27 31.56 6.75 /
MD 0.69 0.29 12.55 106.48 33.26 6.19 1802.48s

SyncD 0.55 0.23 16.76 112.67 32.99 6.39 1984.12s
MAD 0.69 0.31 13.54 100.35 31.43 6.22 2074.23s
BLD 0.83 0.47 89.08 86.54 32.30 5.76 2254.37s
SMD 0.73 0.30 25.86 90.52 30.80 5.53 196.90s
Ours 0.41 0.19 12.10 111.63 31.62 6.85 723.01s

we generate 100 panoramas at a resolution of 512 × 5120.
Additionally, the results presented in Sec. 4.1 are generated
with an expansion degree of c = 24, a transition factor
of λ = 1.0, and the default parameter settings of the pre-
trained models. More details and comparisons regarding
these key factors are discussed in Sec. 4.2.

Baselines We compare our PanoLlama with five previous
works: MultiDiffusion (MD) [3], SyncDiffusion (SyncD)
[15], Merge-Attend-Diffuse (MAD) [19], Blended Latent
Diffusion (BLD) [1], and StreamMultiDiffusion (SMD)
[14]. The first three employ the joint diffusion pattern,
while others are inpainting-based approaches. To ensure
fairness, we standardize their expansion stride to 16. More-
over, we evaluate the pre-trained models used for panorama
generation as benchmarks. For our AR-based method, we
assess LlamaGen; for diffusion-based methods, we test two
variants: the widely used Stable Diffusion (SD) v2.0 [21]
and its advanced version, Stable Diffusion XL (SDXL) v1.0
[18], with further details provided in Appendix B.

Evaluation Metrics We apply a series of quantitative
metrics to assess the following four aspects: (i) visual co-
herence at crop intersections, (ii) fidelity and diversity of
generated panoramas, (iii) compatibility with textual inputs,
(iv) efficiency of inference. To avoid feature loss and dis-
tortion caused by downscaling the entire panoramic image
to fit the input requirements of certain metrics, we evaluate
images cropped from panoramas at 512 × 512, a method
that is widely adopted in related studies [3, 15, 39].
• Coherence: LPIPS [37] and DISTS [9] measure percep-

tual differences between image pairs. Each generated
panorama is divided into 9 pairs of adjacent but non-
overlapping crops. We randomly select 4,000 pairs for
analysis.

• Fidelity & Diversity: FID [11] and IS [23] describe qual-
ity and variety of results by comparing the distributions
of generated images with reference images. The former

are cropped images mentioned above. The latter are gen-
erated by pre-trained models, i.e., AR models for our
PanoLlama and SD v2.0 for other baselines. To mini-
mize the interference from coherence, we extract only 1
random crop from each panorama, 2,000 crops in total.

• Compatibility: CLIP [20] assesses cosine similarity be-
tween input prompts and generated images, while the
CLIP-aesthetic score [24] is obtained from a linear model
on CLIP. For each prompt, we use the aforementioned
cropped images to calculate the scores.

• Efficiency: We measure the model’s runtime speed by the
inference time taken to generate a batch of 50 panoramas
on an A100 GPU.

Qualitative Results As shown in Fig. 3, Blended Latent
Diffusion displays artificial seams and repetitive segments
during its extrapolation process. While MultiDiffusion im-
proves on this, it still has unnatural junctions between image
crops, particularly in artwork-type panoramas [39]. In con-
trast, our method consistently generates seamless panora-
mas, demonstrating significantly higher coherence even at
lengths up to ×10 the original training resolution. More
qualitative results are in Appendix A.

Quantitative Results Tab. 1 reports the mean scores of
the metrics, with the best score in bold and the second-
best underlined. Our PanoLlama outperforms other base-
lines in the following aspects: (i) Coherence, the most crit-
ical factor in panoramic images, is greatly improved by our
method, with LPIPS and DISTS scores reduced by 40.21%
and 37.36% respectively. (ii) An improvement in the CLIP-
aesthetic metric is also observed, indicating that the en-
hancement in coherence contributes to a better aesthetic
quality. (iii) In terms of efficiency, except for the real-time
generation method SMD, our generation speed is nearly 3
times faster than typical PIG frameworks. (iv) For metrics
where we didn’t reach top scores, such as IS and CLIP, the
likely reason is our results are closely tied to the AR-based



generation benchmark. As shown in the first two rows of
the table, this emerging approach underperforms diffusion
models in certain aspects.

4.2. Ablation

As described in Sec. 3.2, we generate tokens for panoramas
stepwise due to the constraint of p = 1024. Two factors that
influence its performance are outlined below.

(a) The LPIPS-DISTS weighted score remains low across different c val-
ues, with the optimal quality-efficiency balance achieved at c = 24.

(b) Visual results confirm the quantitative assessment. As c increases, there
is little noticeable loss in quality.

Figure 4. The impacts of the expansion degree on our next-crop
prediction process. The quantitative and qualitative results demon-
strate its robustness to c.

Expansion Degree Take horizontal PIG, each iteration
expands the 2D token sequence by c ∈ [0,

√
p] columns,

resulting in an overlapping region of
√
p − c columns be-

tween xi−1 and xi. We investigate the impact of expansion
degree on our next-crop prediction performance, testing c
values of 4, 8, 16, 24, and 31. Since coherence is the key at-
tribute for panoramas, we refine our evaluation by focusing
on the LPIPS and DISTS metrics

As shown in Fig. 4a, the LPIPS-DISTS weighted score
remains consistently low, exhibiting a slight rise when c
reaches its upper limit 31. It indicates that our method is
highly robust and insensitive to the change of expansion de-
gree, with the best quality-efficiency trade-off achieved at
c = 24. This finding is also supported by visual results
presented in Fig. 4b.

Transition factor We can introduce a transition factor λ
to perform linear interpolation between token embeddings,
defined as:

ēa = λea + (1− λ)eb

a∗ = argmin
a
∥ēa − e∥2 (15)

where e represents the embedding weights of the pre-trained
quantizer in fT , ea, eb refer to the embeddings indexed by
the corresponding tokens a, b, and a∗ is the resulting token
after the transition. Specially, when incorporating Eq. (15)
into the expansion process described in Eq. (8) and Eq. (10),
the tokens a and b correspond to the adjacent tokens at the
boundary between vi−1 and vi.

To evaluate whether embedding interpolation leads to
smoother transitions in panorama content, we analyze the
aforementioned LPIPS-DISTS weighted score for different
λ values from 0 to 1, sampling 100 points for the test. As
seen in Fig. 5, the performance of our PanoLlama peaks
at λ = 1.0, with a decline at other values. This suggests
our method reaches its best without the need for embedding
transitions.

Figure 5. Ablation study about the transition factor in Eq. (15).
The model performed best at λ = 1, meaning that our method
works well without embedding interpolation.

4.3. Applications

In addition to text-to-panorama generation, we offer a range
of applications that leverage our framework’s capabilities.



Figure 6. Versatile applications of our PanoLlama, including multi-scale, multi-layout, and multi-guidance generation.

Multi-Scale We support expansion in horizontal, vertical,
and both directions. Note that in the third case, vertical
expansion should be prioritized to achieve the desired im-
age height, followed by horizontal expansion to extend the
width. This yields better results than applying horizontal
expansion first. Fig. 6 (i) displays the multi-scale results,
with sizes of 3072× 512 and 3072× 3072 respectively.

Multi-Layout Our method allows for flexible adjust-
ments in rows r, columns c, and prompts y, enabling layout-
based generation controlled by users. Employing Eq. (15)
with 0.5 < λ < 0.8, we achieve smooth transitions in token
embeddings across different textual conditions. As shown
in Fig. 6 (ii), we assign different prompts to different re-
gions (top), and our PanoLlama effectively blends them into
a storytelling panorama that is visually and semantically co-
herent (bottom).

Multi-Guidance Beyond text-guided generation, our
framework also accommodates image guidance and mixed
guidance. Input images are tokenized by the encoder of the
pre-trained fT , which then serves as the condition for gen-
eration. Fig. 6 (iii) illustrates two examples where the text

and image collaboratively guide the generation process, re-
sulting in an effect similar to image inpainting.

5. Conclusion
Coherence is one of the major pending challenges in
panoramic image generation. In this paper, we introduce
PanoLlama as a novel solution, framing panorama gener-
ation as a next-token prediction task. This approach has
several key advantages over the existing methods: (i) We
redefine a more reasonable paradigm for PIG tasks, fun-
damentally demonstrating our superiority over diffusion-
based methods. (ii) We developed a training-free AR-based
strategy, achieving panorama generation of high quality and
arbitrary size. (iii) PanoLlama is a unified, robust, and ver-
satile framework that can be applied to multiple tasks be-
yond text-to-panorama generation.

Limitations Our method imposes no constraints on sub-
ject layout, which may lead to a panorama lacking a clear
focal point, as each crop presents similar content. Addition-
ally, our method’s performance heavily relies on pre-trained
AR models, which are currently not as well-established as
SD models.
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A. More Qualitative Comparison Results

Figs. A1 to A5 gives more qualitative comparisons on panoramic image generation (512 × 5120), highlighting the areas
where improvements have been made.

Figure A1. Additional qualitative comparison results on panorama generation with various text prompts.



Figure A2. Additional qualitative comparison results on panorama generation with various text prompts.



Figure A3. Additional qualitative comparison results on panorama generation with various text prompts.



Figure A4. Additional qualitative comparison results on panorama generation with various text prompts.



Figure A5. Additional qualitative comparison results on panorama generation with various text prompts.



B. Comparison with the Advanced Diffusion Models
We also conduct experiments using advanced diffusion models as comparison baselines, replacing the pre-trained models in
baselines from SD v2.0 with SDXL v1.0. Considering that images generated by SDXL have larger dimensions of 1024×1024,
we generate images of 1024× 5120 and still crop them to 512× 512 to align with the other image sets.

Tab. A1 presents the comparison results. Notably, even with SDXL, our approach excels at enhancing the visual and
semantic coherence of generated panoramas, though to a lesser degree than the SD-based reference model. This is expected,
given SDXL’s advanced design as a diffusion model with doubled default resolution in both height and width.

Table A1. Comparisons among SD-based methods using advanced diffusion models. Our approach still stands out in improving the
coherence of the generated panoramas while maintaining aesthetic quality and operational speed.

Coherence Fidelity & Diversity Compatibility Efficiency

LPIPS↓ DISTS↓ FID↓ IS↑ CLIP↑ CLIP-aesthetic↑ time↓
SDXL / / 8.24 124.80 33.12 6.80 /
AR / / 9.36 80.27 31.56 6.75 /

MDXL 0.54 0.23 12.30 110.43 33.43 6.26 5697.99s
SyncDXL 0.45 0.21 13.11 119.77 33.50 6.45 7868.80s
MADXL 0.56 0.29 13.01 100.94 31.19 6.23 6513.78s
BLDXL 0.80 0.44 85.83 90.23 32.15 5.78 6981.89s
SMDXL 0.62 0.30 20.55 96.37 31.49 5.53 513.31s

Ours 0.41 0.19 12.20 108.82 31.19 6.85 1449.32s
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