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Figure 1. Overview of the capabilities of our proposed world model. GEM enables a range of features, including object manipulation
(move, and insert objects), dynamic ego-trajectory adjustments, human poses changes and adaptability to multimodal outputs (i.e., images
and depth maps) and multiple domains (i.e., drones and human egocentric activities). All images are generated by GEM.

Abstract

We present GEM, a Generalizable Ego-vision Multimodal
world model that predicts future frames using a reference
frame, sparse features, human poses, and ego-trajectories.
Hence, our model has precise control over object dynamics,
ego-agent motion and human poses. GEM generates paired
RGB and depth outputs for richer spatial understanding.
We introduce autoregressive noise schedules to enable sta-
ble long-horizon generations. Our dataset is comprised of
4000+ hours of multimodal data across domains like au-
tonomous driving, egocentric human activities, and drone
flights. Pseudo-labels are used to get depth maps, ego-
trajectories, and human poses. We use a comprehensive

⋆Main Contributors, ♢ Data Contributors

evaluation framework, including a new Control of Object
Manipulation (COM) metric, to assess controllability. Ex-
periments show GEM excels at generating diverse, control-
lable scenarios and temporal consistency over long gener-
ations. Code, models, and datasets are fully open-sourced1.

1. Introduction

Different ego-vision tasks, such as autonomous driving,
egocentric human activities, and drone navigation, share a
common set of challenges centered around understanding
and interacting with the environment from a first-person
perspective. Whether it is a car moving, a drone flying, or

1https://vita-epfl.github.io/GEM.github.io/
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a human preparing a meal, ego-agents are inherently highly
dynamic and interactive within their environment. Conse-
quently, planning for ego-vision tasks requires understand-
ing the dynamics and interactions occurring in respective
environments, as well as understanding the effects that ego-
agent’s actions have on their surroundings.

World models predict plausible futures given past obser-
vations and control signals [33, 40]. By replicating the dis-
tribution of appearances and dynamics in observed visual
data, they capture patterns and principles that drive inter-
actions. This imaginative capability makes them excellent
tools for decision-making in ego-vision tasks [33]. Exist-
ing egocentric world models [16, 35, 39, 41, 61, 65, 84]
perform well with different controls but mainly focus on a
single ego-vision task, such as autonomous driving, with
domain-dependent control technique. The control in such
models is primarily egocentric, i.e., only capturing the mo-
tion and actions of the ego-agent. This limits the diversity
of the generated scenes, making it hard to model complex
interactions such as changing agents’ locations in the scene.
Overcoming such limitations comes with key challenges in
scaling datasets, generalizing controls, and developing tai-
lored evaluation frameworks for controllability.

To address the gaps highlighted above, we propose
GEM, a Generalizable Ego-vision Multimodal world model
with high-fidelity controls. As summarized in Fig. 1, GEM
is a multimodal and multidomain model designed to adapt
to different ego-vision tasks while enabling fine-grained
control over the scene in an unsupervised manner. GEM’s
controlling technique is threefold: 1) ego-motion control
through ego trajectories, 2) scene composition control by in-
painting the future content and the dynamics from a sparse
set of visual tokens, and 3) a more fine-grained control over
human motions through human poses. For scene compo-
sition control, we use sparse visual tokens extracted by the
DINOv2 [44] encoder augmented with unique object identi-
fication codes to enable precise control over the motion and
appearance of all objects in the scene. We support the in-
sertion of entirely new objects, and allow for highly flexible
and controllable future prediction. Alongside the frames,
GEM is capable of generating depth providing rich spatial
context. To achieve that, we pseudo-label our data with
depth maps, ego-trajectories and human poses.

GEM is trained on a large corpus of open-source
datasets, with contributions in both methods and datasets.
The methods are summarized as follows:

• We present GEM, a generalizable world model that pre-
dicts future frames given a reference, sparse DINOv2 fea-
tures, human pose, and ego-trajectories. It enables control
over ego motion, object dynamics, and human poses.

• We introduce autoregressive noise schedules to our
framework, enabling stable long-horizon generations.

• We train on autonomous driving domain and explore mul-

timodal and multidomain generation by (1) integrating
depth as an extra generation modality; and (2) fine-tuning
our model on different ego-vision domains, i.e., human
ego activities, and drone navigations.

• We present a comprehensive evaluation of GEM’s con-
trollability and introduce a metric, Control of Object Ma-
nipulation (COM) to evaluate control of object motion.
To address limitations in scale and diversity of exist-

ing open-source datasets, we propose the following dataset-
related contributions:
• We utilize a large-scale open-source corpus with over

3200 hours of driving videos, 1000 hours of egocentric
human activity datasets, and 27.4 hours of self-collected
drone footage from YouTube. The driving datasets are
further curated for diverse interactions and dynamics.

• Given scarcity of labels, we implement pseudo-labeling
approaches to generate depth maps, ego-trajectories, and
human pose annotations. We show the effectiveness of
our control strategy given pseudo-labels.

Our work is fully open-source, sharing the curated datasets,
codebase, and models2.

2. Related Work
We briefly review the previous works on controllable video
generation models and world models including autonomous
driving and egocentric human activity world models.

Controllable Video Generation. Recent advancements
in video generation models have enabled realistic, high-
quality video rendering. Several pioneering models
leverage Large Language Models (LLMs) for text-to-
video generation [42, 70]. Since the success of diffusion
models [15, 51], diffusion-based video generation has
become prominent. Methods can be categorized as:
text-to-video [12, 20, 28, 29, 53, 60, 62] or image-to-video,
[4, 11, 80]. Diffusion models adapt to various control
inputs like text, edge maps, and depth maps [78]; they
also offer superior realism [4]. However, generic video
generation models are not trained to encode the intricate
dynamics of egocentric environments [71], and many do
not offer detailed motion controls over the generations.

World Models. World models are large-scale generative
models that infer dynamics and predict plausible futures
based on past observations [33, 40, 74]. They are valuable
in many tasks such as real-world simulations [74, 87], re-
inforcement learning [2, 21, 24, 45, 66], model-predictive
control [22, 23], and representation learning [25, 43].

Autonomous Driving World Models. World models for
autonomous driving represent the world using sensor obser-

2https://vita-epfl.github.io/GEM.github.io/
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vations, such as lidar-generated point clouds [6, 76, 79, 85],
with limited datasets often constraining their scale, or
images [16, 30, 39, 41, 61, 65, 71, 84]. Recent visual
world models use LLMs as backbones [35, 67, 84], but
these models rely heavily on LLMs’ spatial reasoning,
which remains limited [34, 47, 83]. This makes them better
suited for high-level scene control, like weather or lighting
adjustments, rather than precise motion control [16].
Diffusion-based models, in contrast, use low-level controls
like ego-trajectories and maps [16, 41, 61, 65, 71, 84], but
focus primarily on ego-centric control, limiting their ability
to generate complex scenarios such as controlling over
any other motions in the scene. Additionally, efforts to
improve multimodal world models for spatial metric under-
standing [6] rely on limited simulation-based point cloud
datasets, which are difficult to generalize to real-world data.

Egocentric Human Activities World Models. Recent
large-scale egocentric video datasets (e.g., Ego4D [18] and
Ego-Exo4D [19]) have advanced human egocentric vision.
However, research on comprehensive world models for this
domain remains limited. To the best of our knowledge,
UniSim [74] is the first approach in this direction, using a
video diffusion model conditioned on action labels. In con-
trast, our approach provides higher-fidelity control allowing
for a greater diversity in the generated content.

3. Uncovering the Real GEM

In this section, we present GEM’s key components and ca-
pabilities. As shown in Fig. 2, GEM has two output modal-
ities—images and depth—and three control signals: ego-
trajectories, DINOv2 features, and human poses. We begin
with background (Sec. 3.1), detail our control methodology
(Sec. 3.2), long-horizon generation (Sec. 3.3), multimodal
generation (Sec. 3.4), and training strategy (Sec. 3.5).

3.1. Preliminaries

We cast the training of our world model as video generation.
Thus, we employ the current SotA open-source image-to-
video model, Stable Video Diffusion (SVD) [4], as back-
bone for GEM and fine-tune it on ego-centric data. In SVD,
videos are represented as sequences of N RGB frames of
size H × W . The frames are independently encoded into
the latent space of a pre-trained autoencoder, resulting in a
sequence of N feature maps, each having 4 channels, height
H̃ = H

8 , and width W̃ = W
8 . We denote the distribution

of the encoded videos from the dataset as pdata(x), where
x ∈ RN×4×H̃×W̃ . SVD operates within the Elucidated
Diffusion Model (EDM) framework [36], where a network
Dθ(x;σ, C) is trained to denoise a noisy sample x, given the
noise level σ and conditioning variables C, which may in-
clude text or video/image embeddings. In the case of SVD,

C = {x0} only includes the embedding of the first frame in
the sequence, enabling image-to-video synthesis.

3.2. Controlling Ego-Vision Generation

We decompose the control space of our model into three
main components: 1) the ego-motion, 2) the object-level
control, and 3) human pose control. The first compo-
nent, Sec. 3.2.1, allows us to specify the motion of the
ego-agent through ego-trajectories. The second compo-
nent, Sec. 3.2.2, facilitates object-specific control, enabling
editing of scene composition and dynamics across space
and time by adjusting the location of object features. This
also enables insertion of new objects. The last component,
Sec. 3.2.3, enables control of pedestrian poses.

3.2.1. Ego-Motion Control
To control the ego-motion, we expand the set of condition-
ing variables in Dθ(x;σ, C) with the ego-trajectories ctraj,
i.e., C = {x0, ctraj}. Ego-trajectories are metric sequences
of 2D positions that quantify the motion of the ego-agent
when projected to the birds-eye-view plane. Inspired by
Vista [16], to integrate ctraj into the network, we first em-
bed the trajectories onto a fixed-dimensional plane and en-
code them using Fourier embeddings [54]. Since the ego-
motion control provides solely a global context and does
not encode direct spatial information in the image space,
we condition the network on ctraj by fusing them through
additional LoRA modules [31] in the cross-attention layers
of the UNet backbone (see Fig. 2).

3.2.2. Object-Level Control
For object-level control, we leverage DINOv2 tokens [44],
following previous work [14]. DINOv2 tokens are data-
agnostic, abstract, and inexpensive to obtain, making them
well-suited as conditioning signals. They encode high-level
semantic information about objects in the scene (e.g., ob-
ject categories or basic style features) and are invariant
to small appearance perturbations, enabling their transfer
across frames. We condition the model Dθ on a sparse
set of DINOv2 tokens that specify where and when a cer-
tain object should appear in the generated video, as illus-
trated in Fig. 2. The model generates the output by inpaint-
ing the missing information both spatially and temporally.
More precisely, the object-level control tokens (DINOv2
tokens) extracted from either unrelated images or the ref-
erence frame x0, are inserted into zero-initialized feature
maps {z0, . . . , zN}, zi ∈ RN×d×h×w at the desired loca-
tions and times. Here, N is the number of frames, d is the
dimension of each DINOv2 feature, and h,w are its resolu-
tion. These feature maps form the object-level control cdino
that is fed to the model, guiding it to place the objects at
specific coordinates and time steps. Thus, the set of condi-
tioning variables in Dθ becomes C = {x0, ctraj, cdino}.
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Figure 2. GEM generates two modalities by taking as inputs a reference frame and noisy latents of images and depth modalities. The
denoiser network, Dθ is conditioned on ego trajectories, DINOv2 features and human poses. Ego-trajectories are added using a cross
attention LoRA at every block of the network. DINOv2 features and human poses are added to the output of each block in the input layers
of the denoiser. To handle multimodal outputs, we use different output convolution-based projection layers P .

The training of the object-level control is done in an un-
supervised manner. During training, we randomly sample
k frames {xt1 , . . . , xtk} from a given video x ∼ pdata(x).
We then process the original frames with DINOv2, and ex-
tract the corresponding dense feature maps {zt1 , . . . , ztk},
where zti ∈ Rd×h×w. From each of these feature maps,
we randomly mask all but m ∼ U [0,M ] tokens, where
M is a hyperparameter that we set to 32 in our experi-
ments. The masked feature maps are then padded with zero
maps to match the original frame count. Thus, we obtain
cdino = {zmasked

t1 , . . . , zmasked
tk

}pad. By employing this ran-
domized approach, we foster learning of both the spatial
composition and the temporal dynamics of the scene.

Identity Embeddings. One challenge in the object-level
control using DINOv2 features arises when the inserted to-
kens are both spatially and feature-wise similar to the vi-
sual features of objects already present in the reference
frame. This creates an ambiguity between moving an ex-
isting object or inserting a new one. To address this, we
propose using a learned identity embedding to associate
individual tokens over time. This approach, visualized
in Fig. 3, involves adding the same identity embedding
to the control tokens representing the same moving entity
across different time steps. More specifically, we start with
{zmasked

t1 , . . . , zmasked
tk

}, as before, and add individual learned
identity embeddings IDϕ : {1, ...L} → Rd to the nonzero
tokens in each map. Here L is chosen to be large enough to
ensure that different tokens from the same feature map do
not receive the same identity embedding. For each feature
map, we then sample a target time τi > ti and translate the
tokens from zmasked+ID

ti to zτi using the optical flow between
frames xti and xτi , as shown in Fig. 3. At inference, we can
disambiguate the generation by using the same identity em-
beddings in the reference and in the target frames to guide

Figure 3. During training the sparse DINOv2 features from frame
ti are translated to frame τi using the corresponding optical flow.

the model towards moving the underlying object instead of
introducing a new object at the desired location.
Conditioning Technique. In contrast to the ego-motion,
the object-level control encodes fine-grained details about
the scene composition. This influences the design of the
conditioning technique as it is now necessary to incorporate
spatial information. We start by processing the sequence of
sparse DINOv2 feature maps using a network with a simi-
lar architecture to the input blocks of the denoising UNet.
We call this network ObjectNet. ObjectNet is meant to cap-
ture and inpaint both the spatial and the temporal informa-
tion in the sparse DINOv2 feature maps. Similarly to other
works [81], the encoded tokens are directly added to the out-
puts of the UNet’s input blocks, as depicted in Fig. 2. Em-
pirically, we observe that this technique for the object-level
control outperforms feeding the DINOv2 tokens through
cross-attention layers, as was done for the ego-motion con-
trol. Moreover, the use of ObjectNet acts as a transition
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Figure 4. Visualization of our dynamic autoregressive sampling
noise schedule for denoising 6 frames in total with a window size
of 3 frames and 3 sampling steps.

layer, bridging the domain gap between DINOv2 and the
UNet’s internal feature space, and outperforms fusing pure
DINOv2 feature maps into the denoiser.

3.2.3. Human Pose Control
We find that the aforementioned object-level control per-
forms well for objects with few moving parts. How-
ever, generating accurate representations of humans re-
mains a challenge for the model. Nonetheless, to facili-
tate safe navigation and human-robot interaction, it is cru-
cial to model humans accurately. Therefore, we extend
the object-level control with a human pose component, i.e.
C = {x0, ctraj, cdino, cpose}. To condition the model Dθ on
the extracted human poses, we follow previous techniques
for generating human motion [81]; we draw the skeletons on
an empty image plane and pass it through a CNN, PoseNet,
to embed the spatial information. We then add the human
pose feature maps to the network features, Dθ, in a similar
way to the object-level controls as shown in Fig. 2.

3.3. Stable Long Video Generation
Generating long videos beyond the training horizon is a
challenging task for diffusion models [10, 13, 68, 82]. A
simple approach is to generate sequential short clips with
overlapping frames. However, this causes temporal discon-
tinuities and abrupt scene changes [68]. Inspired by recent
works [10, 68], we introduce progressive denoising and au-
toregressive sampling, using a per-frame noise schedule to
reinforce causal relationships between consecutive frames.

Autoregressive Sampling. The goal of sampling is to
autoregressively denoise all frames over a long horizon.
To this end, we adopt a dynamic per-frame noise schedule,

as illustrated in Fig. 4. The schedule has three phases:
initialization, autoregressive, and termination. Initially, the
schedule controls the noise levels of each frame so that
the denoising of frame i only starts after the denoising of
frame i − 1 has been initiated. This enables the denoising
of each frame to benefit from some cleaner information in
its preceding frames. Once a frame is fully denoised, it
is saved and replaces the current reference frame. At this
point, the autoregressive phase starts where at each step, a
fully denoised frame is removed and a new noisy frame is
appended. This process continues until only N frames still
need to be denoised, signaling the start of termination stage.
At this stage, no new frames are added; the fully denoised
frames are saved (see algorithm in supplementary material).

Training Noise Schedule. To support the inference with
the proposed custom noise schedule, we modify the train-
ing noise distribution in the following way. We first sample
a random noise level log(σ) ∼ N (pmean, pstd). Using SVD’s
noise-to-time step mapping, we compute the corresponding
denoising time step, tintercept. Next, we sample a random
shift tshift ∼ Beta(α, β), where α and β are selected to favor
lower shift values. The per-frame time steps are then calcu-
lated as tintercept − ( i

N−1 − tshift) for i ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1},
ensuring a consistent noise increase over the frame axis. To
add variability, we add small random noise to the time steps,
which are subsequently converted back to σ values. This ap-
proach keeps the essential information within the attention
window for the autoregressive component.

3.4. Multimodal Generation
We incorporate depth as an additional generated modal-
ity to leverage its rich spatial information, proven to en-
hance tasks such as scene perception, planning, object lo-
calization, and more [1, 63]. By generating depth along-
side RGB images, GEM can generate spatial information
alongside the structural context of the scene. To encode
and decode depth, we use the same VAE used for images,
following [32], which shows that the pretrained VAE of
SVD has negligible reconstruction error on depth images.
We concatenate both modalities at the input and introduce
an output convolution projection layer (Pdepth) to the de-
noising network to predict the noise for the depth. Dθ

simultaneously denoises both inputs ensuring consistency
between both modalities. Therefore, the final denoiser is
Dθ(x, xdepth;σ, {x0, ctraj, cdino, cpose}).

3.5. Training Strategy
For efficiency, we divide our training into two distinct
stages, where the first one focuses on learning new control
signals, and the second stage emphasizes high-resolution
generation. We begin with the pre-trained SVD [4] and ini-
tially fine-tune it on low-resolution videos (320×576) us-



ing all added control signals and modalities. In the second
stage, the training continues in the same way, but at a higher
resolution (576×1024). As detailed in Sec. 4, we apply data
filtering to improve diversity and quality during both stages.
For more details, refer to the supplementary material.

4. Dataset Preparation
We combine various open source datasets across different
domains presented in Tab. 1. We use 3211 hours of driving,
1000 hours of human egocentric videos, and 27.4 hours of
drone footage that we collected from YouTube.

Data Curation. To achieve precise control over object
movements, the training data must include (1) diverse inter-
actions and dynamics, (2) fine-grained object details. We
curate the dataset by removing low-quality and low-motion
sequences, segmenting videos into 2.5-second clips, and
applying two types of filters: quality and diversity. Quality
filtering excludes clips with poor camera quality or high
blur using aesthetic scores from the LAION dataset [52]
and PIQE metrics [59], similar to [48]. Diversity filter-
ing assesses motion diversity via optical flow, similar
to [17, 48], and semantic variation using DINO feature
encodings [44]. Clips with low intra-clip diversity or high
cross-clip similarity are excluded to balance motion and
content (more details in the supplementary material).

Pseudo-labeling. Given the scarcity of labeled datasets, we
pseudo-label all the data with depth information, ego trajec-
tories, and human skeletons. We generate metric depth us-
ing Depth Anything V2 [73] for trajectory labeling and ge-
ometric understanding. Ego trajectories are estimated with
GeoCalib [58] for intrinsics followed by DroidSLAM [56]
for RGB-D SLAM, with pseudo-depth resolving scale am-
biguity. Finally, human skeletons are labeled using DW-
Pose [75] for efficient and high-quality pose estimation.
More details are provided in the supplementary material.

5. Experiments
In this section, we conduct experiments to evaluate our
model based on quality and controllability. We start by in-
troducing our metrics in Sec. 5.1. Then, we outline our ex-
periments for quality evaluation followed by controllability
evaluation. The experiments are conducted on Nuscenes’
validation set and a randomly sampled subset of equal num-
ber of videos from the OpenDV’s validation set. We use
Vista [16] as a baseline, as its architecture aligns closely
with ours, making it the most comparable model to GEM.
We additionally show qualitative results in Fig. 6.

5.1. Evaluation Metrics
We outline the metrics utilized to assess various aspects of
our world model.

Domain Dataset Hours
Front-View

Frames
Diversity

Cities
GT
Traj

Driving

OpenDV [71] 1747 60.2M >244
BDD [69] 1000 100M 1

Nuscenes [8] 5.5 241k 2 ✓
Driving Dojo [64] 150 - 9 ✓
Honda HDD [49] 104 1.1M 1
Honda HAD [38] 30 - 1

Drive360 [26] 55 - -
D2City [9] 100 700k 5

DoTA✳ [77] 13.9 504k -
CarCrashDataset✳ [3] 6.25 - -

Total 3211 >162.4M >244
Human EgoExo4D [19] 1000 108M - ✓
Drone self-collected 27.4 961k -

Table 1. Overview of the ego video datasets used during train-
ing, totaling more than 4000 hours of training data. ✳ denotes
accident-focused datasets.

Video Quality. We evaluate the generation quality of our
world model using standard metrics: Frechet Inception Dis-
tance (FID) [27] and Frechet Video Distance (FVD) [57].

Ego Motion. To evaluate the ego-motion control, we
estimate the ego-motion, p̂, from the generated videos
using our pseudo-labeling technique (Sec. 4). We use
the Average Displacement Error (ADE) to compare the
generated trajectory against the ground truth trajectories.
If a dataset has no ground truth labels, we estimate the
pseudo-ground truth using the same pipeline (Sec. 4).

Control of Object Manipulation (COM). To evaluate the
object-level control, we use YOLOv11 [37] to detect and
track the objects through frames. We extract the bounding
boxes of the largest vehicle in the scene and compare
its bounding boxes across the frames in the generated
and ground-truth videos. We then calculate the absolute
difference in pixels between the centers of the bounding
boxes as follows: COM = |BBoxgen − BBoxGT|.

Human Pose. For human poses, we select video clips
that contain at least five pedestrians and extract their joints
using DWPose [75]. We use the COCO toolkit to evaluate
based on 17 keypoints; we calculate Average Precision
(AP) of poses extracted from the generated videos against
those from the ground truth videos. We compare AP of
poses in unconditional versus conditional generation to
evaluate the effectiveness of the control technique.

Depth Evaluation. We compare our generations to the
pseudo-labels. The evaluation is based on two commonly
used metrics [32, 72, 73]: Absolute Relative Error (Ab-
sRel) defined as |d̂−d|

d , and δ defined as percentage of

max
(

d
d̂
, d̂
d

)
< 1.25. Results in supplementary material.



Nuscenes OpenDV
FID ↓ FVD ↓ FID ↓ FVD ↓

DriveGAN [39] 73.4 502.3 - -
DriveDreamer [61] 14.9 340.8 - -

DriveDreamer-2 [84] 25.0 105.1 - -
WoVoGen [41] 27.6 417.7 - -
Drive-WM [65] 15.8 122.7 - -

GenAD [71] 15.4 184.0 - -
Vista [16] 6.6⋆ 167.7⋆ 5.5⋆ 163⋆

GEM (Ours) 10.5 158.5 6.3 131
⋆ our reproduced results using the official code from Vista [16].

Table 2. Quality comparison of generations on Nuscenes and
OpenDV datasets

5.2. Comparisons of Generation Quality
Training-Horizon Generation Quality. Tab. 2 compares
GEM’s generation quality with existing autonomous driv-
ing world models based on the standard quality metrics,
FID and FVD. As shown in Tab. 2, GEM outperforms Vista
on FVD results for both datasets and achieves competitive
FID results for OpenDV. While GEM’s FID results on
Nuscenes are marginally lower than Vista’s, it is likely due
to Vista’s fine-tuning on Nuscenes during the final training
stage. Notably, GEM achieves these comparable results
despite being trained on a dataset curated specifically to en-
hance controllability performance rather than visual quality.

Long-Horizon Generation Quality. We quantitatively
evaluate long-generation quality by randomly generating
500 videos of 150 frames using GEM’s autoregressive
sampler and Vista’s triangular sampler (window size: 25
frames, 3-frame overlap). Due to the computational cost,
we limited the experiment to 500 randomly generated
videos. We calculate FID and FVD on video lengths of 25,
50, 75, 100, 125, and 150 frames. Results (Fig. 5) show
GEM outperforming Vista, with consistently lower FVD
and FID scores across all durations, reflecting better tem-
poral consistency and quality. This demonstrates GEM’s
superior sampling approach for long-horizon videos.

5.3. Human Evaluation
To address the limitations of FVD in evaluating video per-
ceptual quality, particularly for dynamic scenes [5, 7], we
conduct a human evaluation. Participants performed pair-
wise comparisons between GEM and Vista’s unconditional
video generations. Using a random selector, we sampled
50 2.5s and 50 15s videos from each model, along with 50
videos of each length from the OpenDV validation set. Each
participant evaluated 20 randomly selected videos, equally
split between short and long generations, focusing on re-
alistic dynamics, visual quality, and temporal consistency.
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Figure 5. FVD and FID comparison for the long generations of
GEM and Vista [16].

Results, based on 116 responses, are shown in Fig. 7.
For short videos, most participants found minimal differ-

ences between GEM and Vista, with 76, 48, and 60 noting
no distinction in realism, visual quality, and temporal con-
sistency, respectively. This suggests that short generations
are generally perceived as highly similar.

For long videos, GEM was strongly preferred: 75 vs. 23
votes for realism, 79 vs. 29 for visual quality, and 81 vs. 27
for temporal consistency. These results indicate that GEM’s
long generations are perceived as superior in realism, visual
quality, and temporal consistency as per human judgment.
5.4. Comparisons of Controllability
In this section, we evaluate controllability of ego motion,
object motion and human pose. We compare our condi-
tional generation against the unconditional one to evaluate
the effectiveness of our control strategy.

Ego-Motion Tab. 3 reports the ADE results of generated
trajectories for the Nuscenes dataset and OpenDV. Results
on Nuscenes show slight improvement in our controlled
generation. This is due to the fact that in most cases, the
ego-motion is obvious in the 2.5s window (e.g., moving
straight). Therefore, we manually choose a subset of 50
videos, Nuscenessub, where ambiguity is present (e.g.,
multiple paths ahead). Results on Nuscenessub in Tab. 3
show 18% improvement of the conditional generation,
demonstrating effective ego-motion controllability. We
additionally provide qualitative examples on our website.

Object-Motion Tab. 3 reports the results of object manip-
ulation controllability based COM introduced in Sec. 5.1.
The results show that our conditional generation consis-
tently outperforms the unconditional one by 68.8% on
Nuscenes and 79% on OpenDV. The performance gain
highlights the effectiveness of our control strategy for
moving objects in a scene.

https://vita-epfl.github.io/GEM.github.io/
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Figure 6. Qualitative results for GEM’s controllability. GEM can flexibly move objects (top-left), insert new objects (top-right), change
ego trajectories (bottom-left) and change human poses (bottom-right). Refer to our website for more videos.

Ego-Motion Controllability Object Motion Controllability Human Pose Controllability
Nuscenes Nuscenessub OpendDV Nuscenes OpenDV OpenDV

ADE ↓ ADE ↓ ADE ↓ COM ↓ COM ↓ AP@IoU=.5 ↑
area=all

AP@IoU=.5:.95 ↑
area=large

GEM w/o controls 3.24 3.59 5.39 38.8 55.2 0.00 0.00
GEM w/ controls 3.07 2.85 3.47 12.2 11.5 0.12 0.12

Table 3. Controllability evaluation of ego-motion, object motion and human pose. Nuscenessub denotes the subset of Nuscenes with
ego-motion ambiguity.

!
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Figure 7. Human evaluation results on short (2.5s) and long (15s)
videos. The gem on top denotes GEM.

Human Pose We report two types of AP metrics: AP based
on (1) loose Intersection over Union (IoU) of at least 50%
on all sizes of skeletons, (2) strict IoU (50% to 95%) on
large skeletons. Tab. 3 presents the results, highlighting the
control effectiveness particularly for large human poses.

6. Conclusion
We introduced GEM, a multimodal world model for ego-
vision tasks, capable of generating videos in environments

with complex dynamics. By leveraging egocentric trajec-
tories, DINO features, and human skeletons, GEM enables
precise control over ego-motion, object movements, as well
as humans. Its multimodal features, including image and
depth frame generation, provide both rich semantic and spa-
tial context. Our evaluation results have highlighted GEM’s
effectiveness, with conditional generation significantly sur-
passing unconditional generation for ego trajectories, ob-
ject motion, and modeling humans. While GEM advances
the state of the art in controllable ego-vision world models,
it is not without limitations. Notably, while GEM demon-
strates strong performance in long generations, further im-
provements are needed to enhance their quality and consis-
tency over extended sequences. Despite these limitations,
we hope GEM will serve in the future as a foundation for
adaptable and controllable world models.
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Supplementary Material

Q1: Will you share the code and dataset publicly?
All codes and model checkpoints are publicly available

at our GitHub repo including all scripts used for pseudo-
labeling for reproducibility. We additionally intend to re-
lease the pseudo-labels of the dataset.

Q2: How accurate are the trajectories pseudo-
labeling?

We evaluate our pseudo-labeling pipeline which con-
sists of calibration, depth estimation, and finally SLAM,
on Nuscenes. We show the results in Sec. 7.1 based on
the Average Displacement Error (ADE) which are 0.48 me-
ters with scale compensation and 1.68 meters without scale
compensation. Although both these numbers are accept-
able, this difference marks the inherent error in the monoc-
ular depth estimator model we use. We find the accuracy of
the trajectories high enough to use them as control signals
for GEM.

Q3: Are the depth and images synced?
By observing the generations, it is evident that the

modalities are aligned. This alignment can be attributed
to several factors: (1) both modalities are encoded using
the same model, ensuring similar latent representations and
preserving spatial correspondences; (2) they are processed
simultaneously through the network, allowing it to learn
and model relationships between the modalities; and (3)
the same sampler is used for both. These factors collec-
tively contribute to the alignment observed between the two
modalities. Refer to our website to see many examples on
both modalities.

Q4: Why are different controls added with different
techniques?

For ego motion, we empirically find that it is sufficient to
incorporate the trajectories using additional cross-attention
layers. However, this was not the case for the other controls
that did not show similar effectiveness when added through
additional cross attention layers. For object and human pose
controls, where fine-grained details in the encoding of the
scene composition is needed, it is necessary to incorporate
spatial information. Therefore, we use specific networks to
project these controls and add these features to the output of
the backbone’s input blocks.

Q5: What’s the strategy used to evaluate the different
controls?

Our evaluation strategy for all control techniques in-
volves applying the control, detecting it in both the gen-
erated video and the ground truth, and comparing the re-
sults using a specific metric. For example, for ego motion

control, we apply the trajectory control and get the gener-
ated video. For datasets without ground-truth labels, we
use our pseudo-labeling pipeline to detect the trajectories in
both the generated video and the ground-truth video. We
then use Average Displacement Error (ADE) for compari-
son. We use similar technique with other controls, each hav-
ing a specific evaluation metric. If no similar world model
can perform the same control strategy, we compare our con-
ditional generations against the unconditional ones to show
the effectiveness of our control.

Q6: Is data curation needed? What’s the motivation
behind it?

We incorporate a large amount of uncurated data into the
dataset. Many samples suffer from poor camera distortions,
extreme blurriness, or are completely black. Therefore, a
quality filtering step is necessary. Furthermore, the dataset
contains numerous videos with minimal activity, e.g., long
highway drives. To enhance training efficiency, we filter the
dataset based on diverse scene characteristics. Furthermore,
to achieve precise control over object movements within a
scene, the training data must: (1) include diverse interac-
tions and dynamics, and (2) capture fine-grained details of
the objects. This ensures the training process supports ac-
curate control mechanisms while maintaining efficiency.

7. Method

7.1. Pseudo-labeling

Depth. We generate depth information for (1) trajectory
pseudo-labeling and (2) generating the spatial information
of the scene. For depth estimation, we utilize the metric
version of Depth Anything V2-Small [73], a state-of-the-art
depth estimator known for its accuracy on the KITTI dataset
and per-frame consistency.
Ego-trajectories. To estimate ego-trajectories, we first
determine the camera’s intrinsic parameters with Geo-
Calib [58], using a pinhole camera model. For videos with
radial distortion, we empirically find that radial camera cal-
ibration yields improved results. Using the estimated in-
trinsics and the RGB-depth output from Depth Anything
V2, we then apply DroidSlam [56], an RGB-D SLAM algo-
rithm. The use of metric depth is crucial to help with scale
ambiguities. The output of the SLAM algorithm consists

of a sequence of camera-to-world matrices Ai =

[
R T
0 1

]
for i ∈ {1, . . . , N}. For driving scenes, we extract X and
Z displacements to have Bird-eye-view trajectories, and for

https://github.com/vita-epfl/GEM
https://vita-epfl.github.io/GEM.github.io/


ego-centric domains, we include Y displacement and the ro-
tations in the Ortho6D format [86].

We evaluate our trajectory pipeline on the NuScenes
dataset using ground truth trajectories as a benchmark. As
shown in Tab. 4, the Average Displacement Error (ADE)
is 1.64 m when scale is not compensated, relying solely
on the depth pseudo-labels to guide the scale. However,
when we compensate for the scale using ground truth la-
bels, the ADE is reduced to 0.48 m. This result highlights
the potential value of improving depth annotations, as bet-
ter depth quality could further enhance trajectory accuracy.
Despite this limitation, our pseudo-labeled trajectories are
sufficiently accurate to guide the model in controlling the
motion of the ego vehicle. In our use case, the primary re-
quirement is for the trajectories to approximate the motion
of the ego agent closely enough to enable the model to gen-
eralize and control the vehicle in new scenarios effectively.

Nuscenes
ADE (m) ↓

With Scale Compensation 0.48
Without Scale Compensation 1.63

Table 4. Trajectory pipeline evaluation on Nuscenes

Human Pose. We generate human poses using DW-
Pose [75]. The annotation of each human is 17 keypoints
describing all the body joints.

7.2. Sampling Algorithm
Algorithm 1 introduces the sampling technique used with
dynamic noise schedule. The scheduling matrix S governs
the progression of noise levels across frames, with values
adjusted based on the temporal relationship between the
scheduling index and frame indices. The noise schedule
dynamically adjusts to three different phases: initialization,
autoregressive and termination. The initialisation starts de-
noising the frames at different timesteps till the first frame
is fully denoised and the last frame just started a few de-
noising steps. Autoregressive phase gets a fully denoised
frame at each step which gets saved and a new column is
appended for a new frame. Once we cannot append any
more frames, termination starts and the rest of the frames
are progressively denoised without appending new ones.

7.2.1. Time complexity
Here we discuss the time complexity of our sampling algo-
rithm. Assume we want to generate a video of F frames,
each denoised in d = 25k steps. In the initialization phase,
frame 1 ≤ i ≤ 25 gets denoised (25 − i + 1)k times, re-
quiring 25k forward passes of the model. After this phase,
the first frame is clean and the 25th frame is denoised for
k steps. In the autoregressive phase, we remove the clean

Algorithm 1 Sampling with Dynamic Noise Schedule

Require: Initial noisy frames x ∈ RF×H×W , noise sched-
ule {σt}Tt=1, chunk size C.

1: Compute the scheduling matrix S ∈ RH×F :

S(m, t) =


σ0 if t > m

σm−t if m− t < |σ|
σ|σ|−1 otherwise

2: i = 0 , f = 0 ▷ Set row index and frame index to 0
3: while frames remain to be denoised do
4: Apply denoise step

x[f : f +H] = x[f : f +H] + ∆t,

∆t = DenoiseStep(x, S[i, :], S[i+ 1, :])

5: if f = 0 (first iteration) then
6: Initialization Phase:
7: Frames x[f : f + H] begin denoising with

scheduling matrix S.
8: else if F − f > C (frames are appended) then
9: Autoregressive Phase:

10: Update scheduling matrix S by shifting
columns and adding a new column:

S = ShiftLeft(S), S[:,−1] = {σt}Tt=1

11: else
12: Termination Phase:
13: Stop appending new frames. Continue denois-

ing with the remaining columns of S:

S = S[:, : F − f ]

14: end if
15: if fully denoised frame then
16: Save the fully denoised frame x[f ].
17: Increment f = f + 1.
18: end if
19: i = i+1
20: end while
21: Return fully denoised frames xdenoised.

frame at the beginning of the window, and append a new
noisy frame at the end. This is followed by k denoising
steps, yeilding a new clean frame, hence each new frame
needs only k forward passes of the model and the autore-
gressive phase needs (F − 25)k forward passes. Finally, in
the termination phase all the frames currently in the window
get fully denoised. The last frame already being denoised k
steps, it takes 24k forward passes to finish the termination
phase. Summing these phases, our method requires F+24

25 d



forward passes of the model to generate a F frame video
with each frame denoised through d steps. On a GH200
GPU, each forward pass takes around 1 second, initializing
the sampler around 20 seconds, and decoding the denoised
latent features takes 0.25 seconds per frame. One could use
the above explanation and estimates to calculate the infer-
ence time based on their needs. Tab. 5 provides specific
examples, illustrating the time required to generate videos
with 25, 50, and 150 frames, each frame undergoing d = 50
denoising steps.

7.3. Data Curation
Since our focus is on learning a world model, we emphasize
curating data that ensures in-distribution samples with reli-
able control rather than prioritizing aesthetically pleasing
generations. To achieve this, we carefully select filtering
methods and thresholds to balance efficiency, quality, and
adherence to the desired data distribution.

However, even after filtering based on the aesthetic
score, several undesirable samples remain, including overly
blurry videos, night recordings with minimal visibility, or
clips affected by dirty camera lenses. To address these is-
sues, we additionally utilize PIQE as a distortion detec-
tor [59]. While a PIQE score above 50 typically indi-
cates poor quality, the diversity of our dataset—including
scenes such as urban environments, rural highways, and
night recordings—necessitates a higher threshold to min-
imize false positives. We therefore set the threshold to
70–80, achieving a balance that minimizes false positives
(e.g., retaining valid night driving scenes) while removing
the problematic clips mentioned earlier.

Figure 8 presents both high-quality samples based on the
PIQE and aesthetic scores, as well as examples with low-
quality scores. Additionally, Figure 8c shows examples of
images with a high aesthetic score (indicating good quality)
but also a high PIQE score. These results demonstrate that
incorporating PIQE into the quality filtering pipeline effec-
tively removes additional unwanted samples.

For both levels of diversity filtering, we employ DINOv2
(large), which we found to outperform alternatives such as
CLIP and SSCD [46] in representing diversity within and
across video clips.

For cross-clip diversity filtering, we compute the DINO
feature vector of the middle frame of each video and cal-
culate the cosine similarity between all resulting vectors.
On our dataset, even high thresholds of 0.80 filtered out en-
tire videos with monotone highway drives featuring little
diversity. Consequently, we opted for thresholds between
0.90 and 0.98 for our training. Example frames with cross-
similarity ≥ 0.9 are shown in Figure 9a.

For intra-clip diversity, we aim to measure meaningful
changes within a clip. In driving videos, the typically high
ego-motion makes a motion score based solely on optical

flow unsuitable (see examples in Figure 9d).
To address this, we process the start and end frames

through DINO, extract the feature maps, and compute
the cosine similarity between the feature vectors of these
frames. We then count the number of tokens with cosine
similarity ≤ 0.5 and normalize by the total number of spa-
tial features. This results in small thresholds (ranging from
0 to 0.05) that effectively capture intra-clip diversity for
training.

Finally, we observed that DINO occasionally failed to
compute meaningful features for certain samples, allowing
some static videos to evade filtering. To mitigate this, we
additionally apply a motion score based on the average opti-
cal flow magnitude between the start and end frames, using
a low threshold of 0.02 to further filter such cases.

8. Implementation Details

As a baseline, we employ H100 GPUs with 100 GB of
memory. Due to the increased size of our network, we in-
corporate activation checkpointing and optimizer sharding
to mitigate memory constraints, utilizing the DeepSpeed li-
brary [50].

8.1. Training Stages

Our training process builds upon the SVD video model
[4] and the EDM framework [36]. To achieve fine-
grained, high-quality control, we employ a two-stage train-
ing regime, detailed as follows:

8.1.1. Control Learning Stage

In this stage, diverse control signals and modalities are in-
troduced. External modules that inject new information into
the network are initialized to zero. Given the wide variety
of information and tasks across spatial and temporal layers,
the entire network is trained without freezing layers or using
custom learning rates.

For DINO control, 0 to 10 frames are randomly sampled,
a region within these frames is selected, and the regions are
encoded using DINOv2 [44]. Following [14], tokens are
randomly masked to produce 0 to ntokens per frame, with
ntokens set to 16 to maintain sparsity. For identity training,
the same frames are used, with 0 to 4 source frames ran-
domly selected and 0 to 3 target frames sampled per source
frame, as described in Sec. 3.2.2. Optical flow for the iden-
tity training is obtained using RAFT [55].

The initial resolution is 320 × 576, with a learning rate
of 8 × 10−5 and an effective batch size of 1024. Training
spans two epochs (15k steps), with control learning verified
as detailed in Sec. 5.4. Weak filtering thresholds are applied
to maximize training throughput while emphasizing intra-
clip diversity to enhance variability in control signals.



Frames F Init time (s) Sampling time (s) Decoding time (s) Total time (s)

25 20 98 6 124
50 20 148 12 180
150 20 348 36 404

Table 5. Inference time calculation examples for different number of frames.

Stage Filter Type Threshold Data (%)

Stage 1

Aesthetic Score ≤ 4.0 91%
PIQE ≥ 70 89%
Intra- Similarity ≤ 0.02 80%
Motion Score 0.02 79%
Cross- Similarity ≥ 0.98 76%

Stage 2

Aesthetic Score 4.2 91%
PIQE 70 89%
Intra- Similarity 0.02 80%
Motion Score 0.02 79%
Cross- Similarity 0.95 68%

Table 6. Percentage of remaining data after each filter step, starting
from 100%.

8.1.2. High-Resolution Fine-Tuning
This stage aims to refine the quality of the control. Train-
ing is conducted at a higher resolution of 576 × 1024. As
DINO control operates at a downsampling factor of 16, this
resolution allows for four times more opportunities for to-
ken placement. To maintain sparsity, the number of retained
tokens after masking is increased to ntokens = 32.

Training continues with a reduced learning rate of 4 ×
10−5 and an effective batch size of 512 for one epoch (6k
steps). Stricter filtering thresholds are applied during this
stage to ensure higher-quality outputs. The thresholds and
corresponding data retention percentages for the different
training stages are summarized in Tab. 6.

9. Additional Evaluation

Depth Generation Quality. Tab. 7 presents GEM’s depth
evaluation using AbsRel and δ, compared to DepthAny-
thing V2’s small and large models. Interestingly, while the
training labels are from the small model, results indicate
GEM’s depth generations align more closely with the large
model on OpenDV, more accurate model in the OpenDV
dataset, demonstrating improved depth accuracy over the
input.

10. Ablation Studies

Identity Evaluation Showing the significance of adding
ID embeddings to the DINO tokens of different objects is

Nuscenes OpenDV
AbsRel ↓ δ ↑ AbsRel ↓ δ ↑

GEM (vs ViT-S) 0.17 0.79 0.17 0.8
GEM (vs ViT-L) 0.2 0.75 0.13 0.84

Table 7. Depth generation quality comparison. Our model, despite
being trained on pseudo labels from the smaller model, learns to
generate more accurate depth maps in the OpenDV dataset, having
closer generations to the estimates of the larger DepthAnything
model [72].

challenging. This is because the ID is primarily beneficial
in scenarios with ambiguous actions (e.g. two very close
objects or when moving an object and inserting another).
Therefore, we randomly chose a subset of 100 videos where
we can test the importance of adding ID labels. As shown
in Tab. 8, adding ID embeddings resulted in a slight de-
crease in the Controllability of Object Manipulation metric
(COM) error, from 22.4 pixels to 21 pixels. However, COM
is not an ideal metric for evaluating the role of ID embed-
dings in these scenarios. To better illustrate their impor-
tance, we provide examples in Fig. 10. These highlight the
critical role of ID embeddings in resolving ambiguities and
enabling more precise control when managing interactions
with adding different controls on different objects.

OpenDV
COM ↓

With object ID 21.0
Without object ID 22.4

Table 8. Comparison of adding ID embeddings for DINO tokens.

11. Qualitative Results
Figs. 11 to 14 show qualitative examples of our generations,
our controls, long generation and multimodal outputs.



(a) High-quality images, with high aesthetic score (≥ 4) and low Piqe score (≤ 50).

(b) Images filtered with aesthetic score ≤ 3 and Piqe score ≥ 70.

(c) Images with high aesthetic score (≥ 4) but high Piqe score (≥ 80).

Figure 8. Visual examples for quality filtering.



(a) Images with a cross similarity ≥ 0.90.

(b) Video clip with high intra-diversity of 0.24.

(c) Video clip with low intra-diversity of ≤ 0.02.

(d) Video clip with low intra-diversity of ≤ 0.02i, but high motion score (0.12).

Figure 9. Visual examples for diversity filtering.



(a) We move the car to the right while inserting another car to the left.

(b) We move the car to the left while inserting another car to the right.

Figure 10. Demonstration of moving an object while simultaneously inserting a new one nearby. We utilize DINO tokens of the car from
the initial frame and replicate them at specified locations and times (e.g., T = 0 and T = 10). Identity is added to tokens corresponding
across time. The DINO control is shown on the left, and the resulting generation is displayed on the right.



Figure 11. Generated videos with 25 frames on OpenDV.



Figure 12. Generated videos with 150 frames on OpenDV.



(a) Moving two cars.

(b) Inserting a car on the left.

(c) Inserting a truck on the left.

Figure 13. Examples of moving and inserting objects with DINO control.

Figure 14. Multimodal generations.
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