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Figure 1. We introduce DICE, a framework designed to enhance scalability and efficiency in MoE- based dlfqulOIl models DICE perform
staleness-centric optmizations through Interweaved Parallelism, Selective Synchronization, and Conditional Communication. It achieves
up to 1.2x speedup with minimal quality loss. Left: Architectural comparison. Right: Visual quality results.

Abstract

Mixture-of-Experts-based (MoE-based) diffusion models
have shown their scalability and ability to generate high-
quality images, making them a promising choice for effi-
cient model scaling. However, they rely on expert par-
allelism across GPUs, necessitating efficient parallelism
optimization. While state-of-the-art diffusion parallel in-
ference methods overlap communication and computation
via displaced operations, they introduce substantial stale-
ness—the utilization of outdated activations, which is es-
pecially severe in expert parallelism scenarios and leads
to significant performance degradation. We identify this
staleness issue and propose DICE, a staleness-centric opti-
mization with a three-fold approach: (1) Interweaved Par-
allelism reduces step-level staleness for free while overlap-
ping communication and computation; (2) Selective Syn-
chronization operates at layer-level and protects critical
layers vulnerable from staled activations; and (3) Condi-
tional Communication, a token-level, training-free method
that dynamically adjusts communication frequency based
on token importance. Together, these optimizations effec-
tively reduce staleness, achieving up to 1.2x speedup with
minimal quality degradation. Our results establish DICE
as an effective, scalable solution for large-scale MoE-based
diffusion model inference.

1. Introduction

Diffusion models [3, 13, 31, 37] have revolutionized the
field of generative modeling, enabling the creation of high-
fidelity images [15, 38] and videos [14, 24, 35] that ri-
val human creativity in quality and detail. Among the ar-
chitectures, the Diffusion Transformer (DiT) [29, 39] with
Mixture-of-Experts (MoE) [34] stands out due to its effec-
tiveness in scalability. MoE enables large diffusion models
to expand capacity with sub-linear cost increases by divid-
ing the model into multiple experts, only a subset of which
are activated for each input. This selective activation re-
duces computational overhead, allowing MoE models to
achieve high performance at a lower cost by engaging only
the necessary experts per input. As demonstrated by DiT-
MoE [6], MoE-based diffusion models have been scaled to
16 billion parameters with improved generation quality.

Scaling MoE-based diffusion models necessitates ex-
pert parallelism [17, 30] to handle their extensive memory
footprint; however, it also introduces significant commu-
nication bottlenecks. By distributing experts across mul-
tiple GPUs, expert parallelism substantially reduces the
memory usage for very large models [4]. While this ap-
proach optimizes memory utilization, it incurs substantial
communication overhead due to synchronized token ex-
changes [10, 18, 19, 42] (as shown in Figure 2, two all-to-all
communications are required each layer). This communi-
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Figure 2. Comparison of parallelism methods for MoE-based diffusion models. Here, we use Half-Displaced Parallelism to illustrate the
transition to Interweaved Parallelism, demonstrating how adjustments in communication and computation timing lead to reduced staleness
while maintaining asynchronous efficiency. The highlighted sections show the origin of activations used in Step T.

cation presents a major challenge for MoE-based diffusion
inference.

To address communication challenges in parallel in-
ference, state-of-the-art methods employ Displaced Paral-
lelism [21]. This approach leverages the similarity between
activations of the same layer across successive steps to re-
duce communication blocking time. This similarity allows
displaced parallelism to avoid the wait time associated with
synchronous communication. Instead of halting computa-
tions until the latest activations are received, it sends acti-
vations in an asynchronous, non-blocking manner. Mean-
while, it immediately proceeds with computations using
slightly outdated(stale) activations from the previous step,
which are similar enough to serve as a close approxima-
tion of the current data. This approach enables continuous
computation across devices, effectively reducing idle time
by overlapping communication and computation. As de-
picted in Figure 2, the dispatch operation at step 7" + 1 can
bypass waiting for the latest data by directly using the ac-

tivations sent in advance from step 7' + 2 (the highlighted
dispatch). This advanced transmission enables continuous
computation across devices, effectively reducing idle time
by overlapping communication and computation.

However, displaced parallelism introduces the issue of
staleness—the utilization of activations from earlier steps
instead of real-time data—which can significantly degrade
model performance, increasing the Fréchet Inception Dis-
tance (FID) score from 5.31 to 8.27 (detailed in Section 5).
Staleness occurs because asynchronous communication de-
lays the usage of activations until a future step, causing lay-
ers to compute based on outdated information.

We quantify staleness as the difference in steps between
when the input was generated and the step in which its cor-
responding output is used. Displaced parallelism exhibits
2-step staleness, as the result used in Step 7T’ is driven by
activations from Step 7" + 2 in the same layer (highlighted
in Figure 2), relying on outdated data. Our method reduces
this to 1 step, ensuring fresher activations.



We conduct an in-depth analysis of the staleness phe-
nomenon in MoE parallelism and derive several key in-
sights. At the step level, we find an optimized parallel
scheme to halve the staleness compared to displaced par-
allelism without incurring any overhead. At the layer level,
we observe that, due to the characteristics of vision tasks,
different MoE layers exhibit varying sensitivity to staleness
introduced by asynchronous communication; deeper layers
are more sensitive, while shallow layers are more tolerant.
At the token level, we discover that introducing staleness
to important tokens significantly degrades the overall image
quality, whereas less critical tokens cause less degradation.

Based on these findings, we propose DICE (Diffusion
Inference with staleness-CEntric optimizations), which en-
hances parallel inference at the step, layer, and token granu-
larities. DICE incorporates a three-fold approach to manage
staleness effectively: (1) Interweaved Parallelism reduces
step-level staleness by half (from two steps to one) com-
pared to displaced parallelism, halving the required buffer
size, and achieving this without any overhead. Detailed in
Figure 2. (2) Selective Synchronization synchronizes only
the layers most sensitive to staleness, ensuring that critical
information remains up-to-date; and (3) Conditional Com-
munication, a token-aware strategy that adjusts communi-
cation frequency based on token importance. It leverages
existing MoE routers and thus is training-free. Together,
these optimizations mitigate staleness issues while enhanc-
ing memory usage and inference efficiency, achieving up to
a 1.2x speedup with minimal quality impact.

To summarize, our contributions are as follows:

* We are the first to identify the issue of staleness in MoE-
based diffusion model inference, highlighting its impact
on performance.

* We conduct a comprehensive analysis of staleness, re-
vealing these key insights: optimizing the parallel scheme
can reduce staleness for free at the step level; deeper MoE
layers are more sensitive to staleness at the layer level,
and certain tokens are more adversely affected by stale-
ness at the token level.

* Based on these insights, we propose DICE, which opti-
mizes staleness at the step, layer, and token granularities
through interweaved parallelism, selective synchroniza-
tion, and conditional communication, respectively. DICE
outperforms state-of-the-art methods, providing a cohe-
sive framework to improve the quality, efficiency, and
scalability of parallel inference. The code will be pub-
licly available.

* We validate our solution across diverse configurations, in-
cluding multiple model sizes and baselines, demonstrat-
ing substantial speedups and high image quality.

2. Preliminaries & Related Works
2.1. MoE-based Diffusion Models
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Figure 3. Illustration of an MoE model[6]

Mixture-of-Experts (MoE) [34] is an architecture that effi-
ciently scales model capacity by partitioning the network
into multiple specialized experts, with only a subset ac-
tivated for each input, as depicted in Figure 3. DiT-
MoE[6] integrates MoE into Diffusion Transformers to ef-
fectively scale diffusion models to 16.5 billion parame-
ters. It also employs shared experts to capture common
knowledge[30]. The largest DiT-MoE model features 32
experts and achieves state-of-the-art performance on Ima-
geNet [2].
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Figure 4. Illustration of displaced parallelism in DiT across multi-
ple devices, with dashed arrows representing asynchronous com-
munication steps that defer data exchange until the next computa-
tion stage.

Displaced Parallelism, introduced by DistriFusion [21],
leverages activation similarity between successive diffu-
sion steps to asynchronously transfer activations, effectively
overlapping communication and computation for significant
speedup. As shown in Figure 4, activations computed in the
current step are sent asynchronously and used in the next
step. However, this approach introduces staleness due to
deferred communication, leading to quality degradation, es-
pecially in expert parallelism. To address this, we introduce
staleness-centric optimizations that enhance efficiency and
maintain output quality.

Subsequent works like PipeFusion [40] and AsyncD-
iff [1] also exploit activation similarity to accelerate diffu-
sion inference. In addition to displaced parallelism, caching
methods have been proposed as alternative optimizations
targeting U-Net [8, 26, 36, 41], DiT [33], and learned
caching [25].



2.3. Expert Parallelism

Expert Parallelism [17] is a strategy specifically designed
for MoE models, distributing experts across different de-
vices, with each handling a subset of experts. For non-
MoE layers, it functions like data parallelism, where each
device processes its batch independently. In MoE layers, to-
kens are dynamically routed to the devices of their assigned
experts, requiring two inter-device all-to-all for token ex-
changes. Expert parallelism enables efficient memory uti-
lization for scaling huge models.
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Figure 5. Visualization of expert parallelism.

Given the dominant performance of MoE in a wide range
of tasks and the necessity of expert parallelism in its in-
ference and pre-training, optimizing expert parallelism has
been a critical topic. FasterMoE [10] mitigates communica-
tion bottlenecks by implementing pipelined all-to-all com-
munication and tackling expert imbalance through expert
shadowing. DeepSpeed-MoE [30] leverages efficient par-
allel communication and model compression techniques.
BASE Layers [18] use distributed linear assignment to en-
force balanced token-to-expert allocation. Additionally,
various works utilize topology-aware token routing to han-
dle communication bottleneck [10, 20].

However, none of these methods have been specifically
tailored for diffusion models, nor do they address the unique
staleness challenges that arise in expert parallelism within
diffusion processes. Our work fills this gap by introducing
staleness-centric optimizations tailored for MoE-based dif-
fusion models, effectively reducing staleness and improving
inference efficiency.

3. Motivation

Our motivation is based on three key observations: first,
the communication bottleneck in expert parallelism high-
lights the necessity for communication optimization; sec-
ond, we observed high similarity in input/output and rout-
ing, suggesting the feasibility of optimization through asyn-
chronous communication; and third, we identified staleness
as the core issue in optimization, presenting the main chal-
lenge to performance.

Communication bottleneck in expert parallelism. All-
to-all operations in expert parallelism introduce signifi-
cant communication overhead, presenting a major bottle-
neck [42]. Our evaluation of DiT-MoE-XL on 8 GPUs
shows that all-to-all communication accounts for a substan-

tial portion of the total inference time. Specifically, for
batch sizes 4, 8, and 16, the all-to-all communication times
were 15.91 seconds (61.7% of the total time), 28.99 seconds
(69.8%), and 54.94 seconds (73.3%), respectively, high-
lighting the necessity to mitigate the communication inef-
ficiency.
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Figure 6. Visualization of similarity between different diffusion
steps in DiT-MoE. The images represent the MoE input features,
MoE output features, route scores of selected layers and router as-
signment. We use a one-hot encoding to represent expert assign-
ments, which enables computing similarity as the discrete tensor’s
similarity measure.
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Similarity in MoE-based diffusion models. The sequen-
tial denoising process in diffusion models limits inference
speed, but recent approaches leverage feature redundancy
to enhance efficiency [25, 26]. We observe that in the DiT-
MOoE model, there is an inherent similarity in MoE gate ac-
tivations and token routing decisions between adjacent dif-
fusion steps (see Figure 6). This consistent activation and
routing suggest redundant computations, revealing the po-
tential for optimization by reusing routing information in
expert parallelism.

Staleness degrades performance. We discovered that us-
ing outdated(staled) activations due to communication de-
lays in expert parallelism severely degrades model perfor-
mance. Displaced parallelism induces a two-step staleness
in expert parallelism, which causes a notable drop in im-
age quality: the FID score increases from 5.31 to 8.27.
Our staleness-centric optimizations decrease staleness to
just one step, along with efficient staleness trade-offs, lead-
ing to significant speedup and quality improvement.

4. Methodology

Scaling MoE-based diffusion models effectively require
managing the staleness induced by parallelism methods.
Existing approaches, such as displaced parallelism, en-
able communication-computation overlap but at the cost of
significant staleness in token activations, which degrades
model performance.

We propose DICE, a staleness-centric solution designed
to reduce staleness on step, layer, and token levels. We
introduce a three-fold optimization strategy: Interweaved



Parallelism, Selective Synchronization, and Conditional
Communication. Each component addresses a distinct level
of staleness, providing a cohesive framework to boost effi-
ciency and performance.

4.1. Interweaved Parallelism

Our first optimization, Interweaved Parallelism, redefines
the timing of communication and computation to reduce
step-level staleness.

In Expert Parallelism, tokens are dispatched via an all-
to-all operation to designated experts across devices, pro-
cessed by local experts, and then returned to their original
devices through another all-to-all combine operation. This
synchronous process incurs considerable latency, impacting
inference speed.

State-of-the-art methods use displaced parallelism [21,
40] to overlap communication and computation in dis-
tributed diffusion inference. By asynchronously initiating
communication in one step and using the results in the sub-
sequent step, it reduces blocking time.

However, displaced parallelism results in a two-step
staleness, causing severe quality degradation: tokens dis-
patched in one step only reach their designated experts in
the next, and the results are then combined two steps later.

The proposed interweaved parallelism reduces stale-
ness by half compared to displaced parallelism, achiev-
ing a one-step staleness instead of two. In our approach,
the asynchronous all-to-all dispatch is launched at each step
asynchronously but is not deferred to the subsequent step
for processing. Instead, the results of the dispatch opera-
tion are utilized in the following stage within the same step,
as depicted in Figure 7. After processing by the expert,
the results are sent to the next step. This method effec-
tively reduces the staleness to a single step, compared to
the two-step staleness seen in displaced parallelism. The
structure of interweaved parallelism creates a flow where
the expert processing and remaining model layers are “inter-
woven” As each step progresses, computation alternates be-
tween current-layer processing and the expert output from
the prior layer, which allows for streamlined data flow.

Interweaved parallelism offers a comparable overlap to
displaced parallelism without the need for a full-step delay.
While displaced parallelism offsets the entire expert pro-
cessing by one step, the actual expected overlap remains
similar, with each all-to-all communication phase effec-
tively overlapping with the computation of one layer. Thus
interweaved parallelism reduces staleness without increased
latency. Furthermore, it halves the buffer size, as only
the combine results need to be stored for the next step, un-
like displaced parallelism, which requires both dispatch and
combine results to be kept until the subsequent step.

Compared to state-of-the-art methods, interweaved par-
allelism achieves better image quality by halving staleness,

improves memory efficiency with halved buffer size, and
incurs no additional latency.

4.2. Selectively Synchronize Vulnerable Layers

At the layer level, selectively synchronizing vulnerable lay-
ers can significantly improve image quality. Our analysis
reveals that staleness affects shallow and deep layers differ-
ently in MoE-based diffusion models. Specifically, shallow
layers primarily extract low-level features, which are less
complex and less impacted by staleness introduced through
asynchronous communication. In contrast, deeper layers
are responsible for capturing higher-level semantics, requir-
ing precise and fresh expert outputs due to the increased
complexity and importance of these representations.

Previous work DeepSpeed-MoE [30], observed that in
language models, deeper layers benefit more from MoE ar-
chitectures. Inspired by these findings, we recognize that in
visual tasks, staleness in deeper layers due to asynchronous
expert parallelism can severely compromise high-level se-
mantic understanding.

To address this, we propose Selective Synchronization,
which synchronizes only the more vulnerable deeper layers
while allowing shallow layers to continue asynchronously.
This targeted approach ensures that deeper layers benefit
from up-to-date information without the need for full syn-
chronization. Our experiments validate its effectiveness, as
shown in Figure 8. Detailed results are presented in Section
5.3.

4.3. Freshness-Latency Trade-Off via Conditional
Communication

Our analysis reveals that token-level staleness can be sig-
nificantly mitigated to greatly reduce latency by adjusting
communication based on token importance. Specifically,
we found that not all tokens contribute equally to the output
in MoE-based diffusion models; tokens with higher router
scores have a greater impact on model performance. This
insight allows us to prioritize communication for important
tokens, thereby reducing unnecessary data transfer without
sacrificing quality.

Building on this, we propose Conditional Communi-
cation, a token-aware, training-free approach that adjusts
communication frequency based on token importance. For
each token at every step, we always transmit the activation
corresponding to its top-scoring expert to ensure freshness
for critical tokens. For lower-scoring experts, instead of al-
ways transmitting their activations, we reduce the commu-
nication frequency by reusing cached results from previous
steps, updating them less frequently (e.g., every few steps),
as depicted in Figure 7. This selective communication re-
duces overhead while maintaining performance by keeping
important tokens up-to-date and selectively updating less
critical ones.



Prev Step
Same Step == ==—————_ _ _ _,——-"’___i ____________ ———_ |
<Async D ] <Async> TY~o i <Sync>
A =% y
Router All-to-All Expert All-to-All Attn Router All-to-All Expert All-to-All Layer
Tepr [ T N [T | Dispatch [ 4] [ Combine ] [ seate ] N+ ™N+1] [ ™| Dispatch N ™| combine ‘ [seue J ...~ py [ e
T I
I I
t T
Next Step === — = — e e e e [ Ir ________________________________
update :
| y
Same Step r=————-——__ OO o= pm————————— - Same Step Conditional Communication

All-to-All
Dispatch

= 1
Expert All to-All
N1] Combine m
T
]

Next Step @————————— = e 4

Dj:] ':{> Comm. Every Step

eee ‘;,> Higher Scores

‘:D:‘ ':{> Comm. Every N Step

Lower Scores

Top-2 Router
Scores

update

Figure 7. Overview of DICE. The highlighted part indicates the path taken by the activations used in step T. Interweaved Parallelism
postpones the use of the all-to-all dispatch results, while delaying the combine operation by an entire step. It induces a one-step staleness,
half of displaced parallelism[21]. Selective Synchronization synchronizes staleness-vulnerable deeper layers Conditional Communication
assigns higher priority to important tokens based on their router scores, while tokens with lower scores are communicated less frequently.

Sync (upper-bound)

~{IT I -
FID=5.31 (cfg=1.5)

Example (cfg :

Sync Deep Sync Shallow

[T -0~
FID=6.56 (cfg=1.5)
Example (cfg=7) :

FID=5.74 (cfg=1.5)
Example (cfg=7) :

Staggered Async (lower-bound)

e 0 0 D 0 e O O O O O
FID=5.95 (cfg=1.5) FID=6.97 (¢fg=1.5)
Example (cfg=7) : Example (¢fg=7) :

\:’ Synchronize Layer

D Asynchronize Layer

V- 4
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Through this strategy, we trade freshness for reduced
communication with minimal reduction in overall quality.
Experimental comparisons between various strategies con-
firm that prioritizing high-score tokens yields the best qual-
ity and efficiency balance. Further results are detailed in
Section 5.3.

4.4. Periodical Synchronization.

We apply a lightweight strategy, synchronizing all layers’
activations periodically across every few steps. This strat-
egy reduces the cumulative staleness impact while preserv-
ing the benefits of asynchronous operation.

S. Experiments
5.1. Setups

Hardware. Our experiments were conducted on 8 NVIDIA
GeForce RTX 4090 (24GB) GPUs connected via
PCIe, powered by 128 vCPU Intel (R) Xeon (R)
Gold 6430 CPU.

Models and Datasets. We evaluate our approach on two
configurations of the DiT-MoE model[7]: DiT-MoE-XL,
which is configured with 8 experts across 28 layers, and
DiT-MoE-G, with 16 experts across 40 layers, both con-
taining 2 extra shared experts. DiT-MoE is trained on Ima-
geNet, which we use as the benchmark for evaluation.
Baselines. To evaluate the effectiveness of our approach,
we compare it against three baselines: DistriFusion [21]
(displaced sequence parallelism), a state-of-the-art method
for distributed diffusion models employing patch paral-
lelism; Expert Parallelism [17], the standard approach for
parallelizing MoE models; and displaced expert paral-
lelism, which offsets expert processing to overlap commu-
nication and computation.

Metrics. We assess the performance of our method using
several well-established metrics, including Fréchet Incep-
tion Distance (FID) [11], Sliced Fréchet Inception Distance
(sFID) [27], Inception Score (IS) [32], as well as Preci-
sion and Recall [16]. FID and sFID measures distributional
alignment, while IS, precision, and recall assess various as-
pects of sample quality.

Implementation Details. Our implementation is based
on PyTorch 2.0.0+cull8 [28]. We utilize Recti-
fied Flow [12, 23] for the DiT-MoE-XL and G models, as
they are specifically trained to support this approach. The
core codebase builds upon the original DiT-MoE imple-
mentation [5]. For expert parallelism, we referenced Fast-
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Class-Conditional ImageNet 256 <256

Method FID| sFID| IS?T Precision?T Recall T
Original 531 10.10 23589 0.75 0.60
DistriFusion 7.79 12,13 206.24 0.72 0.59
Displaced Expert Parallelism  8.27  11.58  204.07 0.71 0.59
Interweaved Parallelism 697 11.01 216.62 0.72 0.59
DICE 6.11 1093 225.65 0.73 0.59

Table 1. Quantitative evaluation. We employed Rectified Flow
with 50 steps to generate 50K samples, evaluating on the Ima-
geNet 256x256 dataset. All asynchronous methods apply 10 syn-
chronized steps post cold start. The default configuration uses a
warmup of 6 steps, with periodical synchronization every 10 steps
but 10-steps warmup for DistriFusion.

MoE [9]. Sequence Parallelism [22] and DistriFusion [21]
are adapted to DiT-MoE.

5.2. Main Results

Quality results. In Figure 9, we present qualitative results
along with quantitative evaluations provided in Table 1. The
images generated by DICE are nearly identical to the origi-
nals, indistinguishable from human perception.

Our method preserves the advantages of DistriFusion
while achieving superior performance across all quality
metrics, notably demonstrating a significantly lower FID of
6.11 compared to 7.79, while maintaining comparable per-
formance to the Original in both precision and recall. in-
terweaved parallelism demonstrates a notable improvement
in generation quality compared to displaced expert paral-
lelism, primarily due to its effective mitigation of the stale-

ness issue.

Speedups and memory analysis. Our method effectively
maintains the original quality while achieving a 1.2x ac-
celeration through expert parallelism. As demonstrated in
Figure 10, DICE consistently exhibits significant speedups
over expert parallelism across various batch sizes and image
resolutions on both DiT-MoE-XL and G, reaching a maxi-
mum of 21% when the batch size is 32. The observed accel-
eration primarily results from the overlap between commu-
nication and computation and the reduced data volume due
to conditional communication. To further enhance image
quality, we strategically trade off some inference efficiency
relative to displaced expert parallelism. (21.3% vs. 25.8%
speedup rates in XL model at batch size 32).

DICE consumes relatively less memory compared to
other acceleration methods. Our method requires only half
the buffer size of displaced parallelism. However, the mis-
match between peak memory and buffer sizes makes the
memory optimization less visible in the figure. Compared to
DistriFusion, DICE demonstrates a more pronounced mem-
ory advantage. DistriFusion encounters out-of-memory is-
sues in the XL model at batch sizes of 16 or more. Addi-
tionally, the large parameter size of the DiT-MoE-G model
(around 33GB) prevents DistriFusion from running in our
setup, highlighting the importance of expert parallelism for
managing memory constraints effectively.

5.3. Ablation Study

Selective synchronization. Synchronizing deeper layers
achieves the best image quality. We explore the impact
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Class-Conditional ImageNet 256 <256

Interweaved Selective Sync Conditional Comm FID | sFID | IS?
v X X 697 11.01 216.62
v Deep X 574 10.53 230.23
v Shallow X 6.55 10.63 221.61
v Staggered 595 1039 227.78
v Low Score 724 11.26 214.10
v High Score 7.51 11.51 211.40
v Random 7.37 1138 212.84

Table 2. Ablation quantitative evaluation. We applied various
strategies to DICE to generate SOK samples, evaluated on the Im-
ageNet 256x256 dataset. The rows sequentially compare different
strategies for selective synchronization and conditional commu-
nication. The default configuration uses a warmup of 6 steps, with
periodical synchronization every 10 steps.

of synchronizing different layers in mitigating layer-level
staleness. As detailed in Table 2, we tested various syn-
chronization strategies, including synchronizing the deeper
half of the model layers (Deep), the shallower half (Shal-
low), and a staggered configuration where alternating layers
are synchronized (Staggered). Results indicate that partial-
async strategies outperform full-async method and Deep
performs best, as it prioritizes synchronizing layers respon-
sible for high-level semantics, which are more sensitive to
staleness. This approach effectively balances latency with
quality gains.

Conditional communication. Deprioritizing lower-score
tokens (i.e., those less aligned with their assigned experts)
reduces communication with minimal quality loss. To ad-
dress token-level staleness, we experimented with selec-
tively reducing communication frequency based on token
importance, quantified by router scores. Specifically, we re-

duced the communication frequency for tokens with lower
scores (Low Score), higher scores (High Score), and a ran-
dom selection (Random), as shown in Table 2. Deprioritiz-
ing lower-score tokens consistently produced the best image
quality. This finding validates that focusing on more critical
tokens for frequent updates maximizes model performance,
as these tokens contribute more significantly to the final out-
put, achieving an effective trade-off between freshness and
reduced communication.

Periodical synchronization. Periodical synchronization
significantly improves image quality. As discussed in Sec-
tion 4, periodical synchronization mitigates staleness prop-
agation effectively. We compare interweaved parallelism
with synchronization every 10 steps and no periodical syn-
chronization, finding that Periodical Synchronization yields
a superior FID of 6.97 compared to 7.43, with minimal in-
crease in latency. Periodical synchronization reduces acti-
vation staleness, improving image quality, while periodical
synchronization every 10 iterations further enhances quality
with a marginal latency increase.

6. Conclusion

We propose DICE, a staleness-centric optimization frame-
work that accelerates MoE-based diffusion model inference
through three core innovations: Interweaved Parallelism
for reducing step-level staleness, Selective Synchronization
for selectively synchronizing staleness-sensitive layers, and
conditional caching, a token-aware strategy that dynam-
ically adjusts communication frequency. Together, these
techniques reduce memory usage, enhance inference effi-
ciency, and achieve up to 1.2x speedup over expert par-
allelism with minimal quality loss. We anticipate that
DICE will pave the way for future scalability and effi-
ciency improvements in distributed diffusion model infer-
ence.
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7. More Implementation Details

System Setup. The models used in our study are the latest
publicly available versions of DiT-MoE from Huggingface.
In our experimental results, the batch size refers to the local
batch size, representing the number of samples processed
per device.

Expert Score Scaling. There are two approaches for scal-
ing results after expert processing: (1) using the latest router
scores computed in the current step, which provides fresher
scores, and (2) using the router scores corresponding to the
stale expert input, offering better alignment with the activa-
tions used. The selection of the scores has little impact on
performance. For fairness, both displaced parallelism and
DICE use the stale router scores for scaling.

Extending Image Sizes. The public DiT-MoE model sup-
ports only 256 x 256 image sizes. To extend our experiments
to larger images, we initialize positional embeddings for
other sizes. Although this adjustment prevents the model
from generating meaningful images, it enables us to eval-
uate latency, memory usage and speedup across different
resolutions.

8. Discussion

Limitations. Although DICE demonstrates significant
gains in inference efficiency, there remain avenues for fur-
ther improvements. Optimized kernels and more efficient
NCCL operations could help further reduce latency. Addi-
tionally, integrating DICE with existing expert parallelism
optimizations offers opportunities to enhance its efficiency
and scalability. Another limitation lies in the availability
of MoE-based diffusion models, which restricts our evalua-
tions to a limited set of configurations. As more MoE-based
diffusion models are developed, DICE can be validated and
refined across a broader range of scenarios.

Influence of Shared Experts. The architecture of DiT-
MoE includes shared experts, a proven mechanism for en-
hancing MoE performance. We hypothesize that these
shared experts may help mitigate the impact of staleness in
similarity-based asynchronous parallelism. Unlike routed
experts, whose outputs can become stale, the shared ex-
pert’s computations are always up-to-date, potentially pro-
viding fresh information to balance the delayed outputs
from routed experts. This characteristic might play a role
in the performance of DICE, particularly when compared
to DistriFusion. While both approaches exhibit a staleness
of 1, DICE confines staleness to routed experts while bene-
fiting from the shared expert’s fresh contributions. This sug-
gests a possible advantage for DICE in MoE-based models.

9. More Experiment Results

Setups.  The extra experiments were conducted on
8 NVIDIA RTX 3080 (20GB) GPUs' connected via
PCIe, powered by 96 vCPU Intel (R) Xeon (R)

Platinum 8352V CPU @ 2.10GHz, with 384GB of
memory.

Quality results. In Figure 12, we present additional quali-
tative results across six different classes. Notably, only the
displaced expert parallelism without extra synchronization
demonstrates considerable deviations. In particular, the im-
ages produced by DICE closely resemble the original ones.
Speedups and memory analysis. The results shown in Fig-
ure 13 and 14. Similar to the results on the NVIDIA RTX
4090 GPUs, DICE also demonstrates significant speedup
across various batch sizes and image resolutions, achieving
a maximum speedup of 18% at batch size 32. The speedup
on the 3080 GPUs is slightly lower than on the 4090 GPUs
under the same configuration (21%). This may be due to the
3080’s lower computational performance, which reduces
the impact of communication overhead on overall inference
time.

10. Latency-Quality Trade-Off.

Figure 11 illustrates the comparison between our proposed
methods and baseline approaches. Our method, DICE, bal-
ances latency and image quality, significantly improving
FID scores while maintaining competitive inference time.
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Figure 11. Trade-off among proposed optimizations. We demon-
strate the individual benefits of each technique. Baselines are
shown in dark colors, with latency measured on NVIDIA RTX
4090 GPUs with batch size 16.
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toDL(https://www.autodl.com/home), which may potentially include
non-standard or modified configurations.
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