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Abstract

Stable Diffusion has achieved remarkable success in
the field of text-to-image generation, with its powerful
generative capabilities and diverse generation results
making a lasting impact. However, its iterative denoising
introduces high computational costs and slows generation
speed, limiting broader adoption. The community has made
numerous efforts to reduce this computational burden,
with methods like feature caching attracting attention due
to their effectiveness and simplicity. Nonetheless, simply
reusing features computed at previous timesteps causes
the features across adjacent timesteps to become similar,
reducing the dynamics of features over time and ultimately
compromising the quality of generated images. In this
paper, we introduce a dynamics-aware token pruning
(DaTo) approach that addresses the limitations of feature
caching. DaTo selectively prunes tokens with lower dy-
namics, allowing only high-dynamic tokens to participate
in self-attention layers, thereby extending feature dynamics
across timesteps. DaTo combines feature caching with
token pruning in a training-free manner, achieving both
temporal and token-wise information reuse. Applied to
Stable Diffusion on the ImageNet, our approach delivered
a 9× speedup while reducing FID by 0.33, indicating
enhanced image quality. On the COCO-30k, we observed
a 7× acceleration coupled with a notable FID reduction of
2.17.
Code: github.com/EvelynZhang-epiclab/DaTo

1. Introduction
Diffusion models [11, 33] have made significant progress in
the field of generative modeling in recent years, widely ap-
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Figure 1. Feature difference between adjacent timesteps under
three acceleration methods: original Stable Diffusion, feature
caching [27], and DaTo. DaTo produces a distribution that is more
similar to the original Stable Diffusion, suggesting that our pro-
posed token pruning method helps restore feature dynamics across
timesteps.

plied to various tasks such as text-to-image generation [33],
video generation [12, 24] and text generation [18], attract-
ing attention due to their powerful generative capabilities.
Although diffusion models possess strong generative capa-
bilities, their iterative denoising mechanism leads to sub-
stantial computational costs and slow generation speed. To
accelerate the reverse process in diffusion models, efforts
have been made in some directions: reducing the number of
sampling steps [22, 23, 40, 42] and minimizing the compu-
tational cost at each step, such as knowledge distillation [30,
35], structural pruning [15], quantization [37, 38, 46], token
pruning [2] and feature caching [25, 27].

Among them, feature caching [25, 27], which stores the
features computed in the previous timesteps and then reuses
them in the next timesteps for acceleration, has gained abun-
dant popularity thanks to its effectiveness and simplicity.
However, the feature reuse forces the features in different
timesteps to have similar values, reducing the dynamics of
features along the timesteps, harming the original diffusion
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Figure 2. Visual comparison across multiple models and methods, including SD and SDXL. The methods include caching only (Deep-
Cache), token pruning only (ToMeSD), and a naive combination of both (DeepCache & ToMeSD). Our proposed model maintains high
fidelity to the original image content while preserving intricate details and aligning closely with textual prompts, achieving superior image
quality in both text-to-image and image-to-image generation tasks.

process and thus reducing the generation quality. Figure 1
shows the distribution of the feature differences between
adjacent timesteps on each token (pixel). It is observed
that compared with the original stable diffusion, stable dif-
fusion with feature caching exhibits a significantly lower
value, confirming the above conjecture. This observation
raises the following question - Is it possible to perform fea-
ture caching but still maintain the correct feature dynamics
across the timesteps?

Token Pruning for Better Caching: Fortunately, as
shown in Figure 1, these still exist a few tokens that exhibit
clear differences in different timesteps, making it possible
to recover the dynamics of features with them. Based on
this observation, we propose to extend the dynamics from
these tokens to all the tokens by introducing a dynamics-
aware token pruning (DaTo). DaTo is designed to prune the
tokens that have smaller dynamics in different timesteps,
feed the left tokens to the self-attention layers in stable dif-
fusion, and then recover the pruned tokens with tokens that

have the largest dynamics. DaTo brings benefits in three
folds: (1) The tokens with smaller dynamics are pruned and
then recovered with the tokens with the highest dynamics,
which implies extending the dynamics from the few tokens
to all the tokens. (2) In self-attention layers, only the tokens
with high dynamics attend to other tokens, which avoids
the negative influence of the tokens with smaller dynam-
ics. (3) Since the number of tokens in self-attention layers
is reduced, token pruning also reduces the computation and
memory costs. As shown in Figure 1, DaTo successfully
increases the feature dynamics in all the tokens, recover-
ing the distribution of feature dynamics broken by feature
caching to the original stable diffusion, allowing the accel-
erated model to maintain its generation quality.

Searching the Optimal Strategy: The diffusion model in
different timesteps tends to generate different contents and
exhibit different redundancy. As a result, applying the iden-
tical pruning ratio and caching strategy across all timesteps
results in limited benefits, as it ignores such differences.
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Previous works usually address this problem by manually
adjusting the hyper-parameters in different timesteps, which
is still not optimal and fails in generalization. To solve this
problem, we propose to formulate this problem as an opti-
mization problem and solve it with evolution methods. Spe-
cially, we first define the search space of DaTo and prune
the search space to reduce the search costs. Then, we inte-
grate the NSGA-II [5] evolutionary search algorithm, which
optimizes multiple objectives, including inference latency
and generation quality. Such a searching solution allows
us to obtain the optimal strategy for pruning and caching
with acceptable costs (≤20 GPU hours). Besides, the ob-
tained strategy exhibits better generalization. For instance,
the strategy searched from Stable Diffusion on ImageNet
works well in SDXL on MSCOCO.

Our method achieves substantial improvements in effi-
ciency and quality across multiple benchmark datasets, in a
training-free manner. Applied to the Stable Diffusion v1.5
model on the ImageNet [6], our approach delivered a 9×
speedup while reducing FID by 0.33, indicating enhanced
image quality. On the COCO-30k [21], we observed a 7×
acceleration coupled with a notable FID reduction of 2.17.

Our contributions can be summarized as follows:
• We propose dynamics-aware token pruning (DaTo),

which avoids the generation quality drop caused by fea-
ture caching via pruning the tokens whose dynamics in
different timesteps have been reduced by feature caching
and recovers them by the tokens with large dynamics.

• We propose to search for the optimal feature caching and
token pruning strategy via evolutionary methods, which
fully unleashes the potential of DaTo.

• Extensive experiments on both Stable Diffusion and
SDXL demonstrate the effectiveness of our method with-
out requirements for training and additional data. Up to
9× acceleration can be obtained on Stable Diffusion with
no drop in generation quality.

2. Related Work

2.1. Efficient Diffusion Models

Diffusion models [7, 11, 39, 41] generate images by iter-
atively denoising a noisy input through multiple diffusion
steps. Modern large-scale diffusion models, such as the la-
tent diffusion model [33], typically employ a U-Net [34]
architecture augmented with transformer-based blocks. Re-
cent efforts to enhance the efficiency of diffusion models
focus on reducing the number of sampling steps and com-
pressing the denoising networks. Distillation methods, like
those in [29], transfer knowledge from multi-step teacher
models to student models capable of sampling in fewer
steps, even down to a single step. Additionally, fast sam-
plers such as DDIM [40] reduce the number of sampling
steps without the need for retraining. Techniques like quan-

tization [37, 38], pruning [19], and distillation [14] have
been applied to compress the U-Net. However, most of
these methods, except for fast samplers, require retraining
the models, which is time-consuming, highlighting the need
for more efficient approaches that avoid retraining.

2.2. Token Reduction

Token reduction strategies, first introduced for ViTs, en-
hance efficiency by reducing the quadratic computational
burden of self-attention, with both learned and heuristic
methods explored. Learned approaches, such as Dynam-
icViT [32] and A-ViT [44], employ auxiliary models to
rank and prune redundant tokens, leveraging techniques
like MLPs for pruning masks or feature channels with aux-
iliary losses. Heuristic methods, including Token Pool-
ing [28], offer practical solutions without extensive training.
Training-free methods like Token Merging [3] introduce ef-
ficient algorithms to merge similar tokens based on bipartite
matching, while Token Fusion [16] combines the benefits
of merging and pruning by dividing tokens into groups for
pruning or merging based on their correlations. In the con-
text of diffusion models, token reduction is less explored.
Recent works like ToMeSD [2] adapts traditional token re-
duction techniques to diffusion models but may overlook
the unique aspects of generative tasks. AT-EDM [43] uses
a graph algorithm to identify redundant tokens, but issues
like unpredictable convergence and lack of batch computa-
tion hinder its practicality.

2.3. Cache Mechanism

Cache-based acceleration methods primarily focus on fea-
ture reuse across timesteps to improve the efficiency of dif-
fusion models. For U-Net-based models, DeepCache [26]
leverages the temporal redundancy in the sequential denois-
ing steps by caching and reusing features across adjacent
stages, particularly reusing high-level features while updat-
ing low-level ones efficiently. Faster Diffusion [17] accel-
erates sampling by caching encoder features and skipping
computations at certain timesteps. However, these methods
are specific to U-Net architectures and are not directly appli-
cable to Diffusion Transformers (DiT). To address this limi-
tation, methods like ∆-DiT [4] introduce cache mechanisms
tailored for DiT architectures. By analyzing the correla-
tion between DiT blocks and image generation, they find
that early blocks are associated with image outlines while
later blocks relate to details. Utilizing this insight, ∆-DiT
employs a cache mechanism called ∆-Cache to accelerate
inference by selectively caching features. Although these
cache-based methods offer significant speedups without re-
training, optimizing cache strategies remains challenging,
particularly in balancing efficiency gains with the preserva-
tion of generation quality.
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3. Methodology
3.1. Preliminary

3.1.1 Diffusion Models

A diffusion model consists of a diffusion process that intro-
duces Gaussian noise to a real image, followed by a denois-
ing process that iteratively refines the image from standard
Gaussian noise back to the original. Suppose the data distri-
bution is denoted as q(x0), where x0 represents the original
data. For a given training data sample x0 ∼ q(x0), the for-
ward diffusion process aims to generate a sequence of pro-
gressively noisier latents x1, x2, . . . , xT through a Markov
process described as follows:

q(xt | xt−1) = N (xt;
√
1− βt xt−1, βt I),∀t ∈ T, (1)

where t denotes the diffusion process step, T is the set of
all steps, βt ∈ (0, 1) indicates the difference at each diffu-
sion step, I is the identity matrix with the same dimensions
as the input x0, and N (x;µ, σ) represents a normal distri-
bution with mean µ and covariance σ.

In order to generate a new data sample, diffusion models
first sample xT from a standard normal distribution and sub-
sequently reduce noise by reversing the diffusion process
using the intractable distribution q(xt−1 | xt). To approxi-
mate this reverse distribution, diffusion models traditionally
employ a denoising network pθ, which is parameterized to
model the distribution as follows:

pθ(xt−1 | xt) = N (xt−1;µθ(xt, t),Σθ(xt, t)), (2)

where µθ and Σθ denote trainable functions for the mean
and covariance, respectively.

The UNet-style denoising network pθ, which comprises
L down/up blocks and a single mid block, is denoted as
pθ =

(∏L−1
l=0 f down

l

)
◦ fmid

L ◦
(∏0

l=L−1 f
up
l

)
, where

∏
de-

notes a sequential composition of functions. As noted in
prior work [20], the shallow up/down blocks (where l ≤ 2),
as these operate on higher-resolution features, account for
the majority of computational costs.

3.1.2 Token Reduction

Consider an input represented as a set of tokens, denoted as
X = {x1, x2, . . . , xN}, in conjunction with a neural net-
work f . The computation performed on the original input
can be expressed as f(X). The objective of token reduction
is to minimize the length of X while preserving the accu-
racy of the prediction results, which can be formalized as

argmin
π

∥f(X)− f(π(X))∥, (3)

where π represents the token reduction strategy, and π(X)
is the resulting reduced token set that satisfies the condition

|π(X)| ≤ |X|, with | · | indicating the cardinality of the set.
In this context, token reduction implies that π(X) ⊂ X is a
subset of the original set of tokens. For the token merging
approach, π(X) = {(xm + xn)/2}m̸=n is computed by
averaging the two most similar tokens within X.

3.1.3 Feature Caching

Following previous caching methods DeepCache [27], we
introduce the naive scheme for feature caching. Given a
set of N adjacent timesteps {T , T − 1, . . . , T − N + 1}
and cache depth d, native feature caching performs the full
computation and cache outputs at the first timestep T :

Cache(l, s) = fs
l (XT ) l ≥ d, s ∈ {up, down, mid} (4)

The subsequent timesteps t ∈ {T − 1, . . . , T − N + 1},
reuse cached values:

fs
l (Xt) = Caches(l) l ≥ d, s ∈ {up, down, mid} (5)

3.2. Dynamic-aware Token Pruning

3.2.1 Base Token Selection

Temporal Noise Difference Score For the t-th timestep,
we obtain outputs f up

0 (xt+2) and f up
0 (xt+1) for the the

two preceding adjacent timesteps, both with dimensions
(B,C,

√
N,

√
N) where B, C, and N are the batch size,

number of channels, and total tokens, respectively. We then
calculate the absolute difference between these outputs and
average this difference over the channels, defining it as the
DiffScore to quantify the change across timesteps:

DiffScore =
1

C

C∑
c=1

∣∣f up
0 (xt+2)c − f up

0 (xt+1)c
∣∣ (6)

where f up
0 (xt+2)c and f up

0 (xt+1)c denote the values at
timestep t + 2 and t + 1, respectively, for each channel c
in the output of the f up

0 function. The summation averages
the absolute differences over the channel dimension C.

Patch-based Token Selection We then identify the base
tokens in each patch of the image. Instead of directly se-
lecting the tokens with the highest DiffScore in the whole
input data, we further add the constraint that the base token
should be uniformly distributed in the spatial positions on
the image. Hence, for each patch in the image, we select
the token with the highest DiffScore as the base token in
this patch. Specifically, we first reshape the similarity score
matrix DiffScore into a 2D grid format with dimensions
(B,

√
N,

√
N). This transformation maps the sequence

of tokens into their corresponding patches in an image.
Subsequently, we partition the grid into non-overlapping
patches of size s × s. Specifically, the matrix is divided
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Figure 3. Overall pipeline of DaTo. (I) Search Optimal Caching and Pruning Strategy. We use evolutionary search to identify the
optimal caching depth d and pruning ratio r for each timestep by minimizing both the time latency and FID Score[10]. (II) Feature
Caching with Optimal Strategy. Feature caching employs dynamic token pruning based on the optimal strategy for efficiency. (III)
Feature Pruning with Optimal Strategy. (a):Base Token selection based on adjacent timestep differences: Divide the image into s× s
patches and select the base token with the largest noise difference between adjacent time steps in each patch. (b) Align Base Tokens with
and w/o CFG guidance: Make the positions of the base tokens without CFG guidance match the positions of the base tokens with CFG
guidance. (c) Pruned token selection: r tokens that exhibit the highest consine similarity to the base tokens are chosen as the pruned tokens,
and (d) Pruned Token recovery: The pruned tokens are restored by copying from the base tokens that are most similar to them.

into
√
N/s ×

√
N/s patches, resulting in each patch en-

compassing s × s tokens. Within each patch, we select the
token with the maximum similarity score in DiffScore as
the base token in this patch. Hence, we obtain a sequence
of base tokens which can be denoted as Xbase ⊂ X with
|Xbase| = |X|/s2, where its ith element Xbase,i can be for-
mulated as

Xbase,i,j = argmax
Xm,n

DiffScore(Xm,n)

s.t. m ∈ [is, (i+ 1)s− 1], n ∈ [js, (j + 1)s− 1]
(7)

Align Base Tokens with and without CFG Guidance In
diffusion models, the front B/2 samples are for conditional
generation based on guiding conditions, while the back B/2
samples are for unconditional generation, created without
specific conditions. This alignment of base tokens for con-
ditional and unconditional generation is grounded in exper-
imental findings that indicate a notable enhancement in the
quality of the generated images. To align the base tokens for
conditional and unconditional generation, we further define
the base token tensor Xbase,i,j ∈ RB×

√
N×

√
N such that:

Xbase,i,j [k] = Xbase,i,j [k −B/2],

s.t. k ∈ {B/2, B/2 + 1, . . . , B − 1}
(8)

where the first B/2 entries are duplicated into the latter B/2
entries. Here, B is the batch size and N represents the total
number of tokens.

3.2.2 Pruned Token Selection

Based on the base tokens, we then select the tokens to be
pruned from the left tokens X − Xbase. For each token
inside this set, we get the highest similarity between this
token and all the base tokens as the criterion for whether
this token should be pruned. The tokens that are more sim-
ilar to the base tokens will be pruned since recovering them
from base tokens leads to lower reconstruction errors. This
process can be formulated as

Xprune =arg topK
Xi

max
Xj

Cosine Similarity(Xi,Xj)

Xi ∈ X−Xbase and Xj ∈ Xbase.
(9)
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Algorithm 1 Step-aware Evolutionary Searching

1: Input: the cache depth d, the pruning ratio r, num-
ber of generation G, population size P , mutation
probability m, latency objective weight wM , source
dataset X

2: Generate the initial population p of strategies
3: for g in range(G) do
4: for each individual i in p do
5: score(i) = FID(i, d, r, X) + wM × Latency(i)
6: assign a rank to the individual i
7: end for
8: selection(p, P) # select new population
9: crossover(p) # crossover among individuals

10: mutation(p, m) # mutate individuals according to m
11: end for
12: find the best individual F with the highest score
13: Output: the best step-aware strategy F

where K denotes the number of pruned tokens. Please note
that these cosine similarities have been previously com-
puted in the stage of base token selection in CosSim. Hence,
the cosine similarity in Eq. 9 can be directly obtained and
does not require re-computation.

3.2.3 Pruned Token Recovery

The pruned token sequence X −Xprune is then input to the
attention layers for diffusion models for computing, result-
ing in an output sequence f(X − Xprune) with the same
sequence length. Then, we recover the pruned tokens by
directly copying them from their most similar base tokens
found in Equation 9.

3.3. Timestep-aware Feature Caching

3.3.1 Search Space Pruning

Through preliminary experiments, we identified key factors
to narrow the search space, optimizing both computational
efficiency and output quality. We found that cache depth
d greater than 1 incurred excessive computational costs and
compromised generation quality. Therefore, we constrained
d to the values {0, 1, 12} , with d = 12 representing com-
plete computation without caching. Similarly, analysis of
the pruning ratio r showed that values too small yielded
minimal acceleration, while larger values caused significant
degradation in image quality. Based on these findings, we
limited r to the set {0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7}.

3.3.2 Dynamic Caching Depth and Pruning Ratio

Rather than performing a complete recalculation in the re-
verse distribution at every timestep, we leverages the func-
tion F (t) to adjust the depth of the cache d and the prune

(a) Original SD (b) DeepCache (c)  OursOriginal Image

Figure 4. Visualization of feature heatmaps of the difference
value between adjecent timesteps: original SD (without acceler-
ation), cache-only, and our method. (a): The original SD. (b):
DeepCache[26] reduces feature dynamics across timesteps, result-
ing in a loss of semantic information. (c): Our method effectively
restores rich semantic information in features, preserving genera-
tion quality while boosting efficiency.

ratio r dynamically.

pF (t) (xt−1 | xt) = N
(
xt−1;µF (t) (xt, t) ,ΣF (t) (xt, t)

)
,

(10)
To identify the optimal strategy F , we employ a multi-
objective evolutionary search focused on minimizing model
size while maximizing performance across various com-
putational constraints. We leverage NSGA-II [5], an effi-
cient multi-objective optimization algorithm renowned for
its ability to balance convergence and diversity. This algo-
rithm ranks solutions using non-dominated sorting, forming
fronts that prioritize the best solutions and preserve diver-
sity through crowding distance.

Our search process is initialized with a mix of uni-
form non-step-aware strategies and random strategies in the
first generation. To further enhance diversity, we utilize
single-point crossover at random positions and apply ran-
dom choice mutations, which adjust the model size of a
selected step to another available option. The specifics of
this search algorithm are detailed in Algorithm 1. Once we
have identified the optimal step-aware strategy F , we can
leverage it to accelerate the sampling process. During each
sampling iteration, our strategy F is utilized to determine
the most appropriate pruning ratio r and cache depth d.

4. Experimental Results
4.1. Experimental Setup

Evaluation Our experiments are conducted with SD v1.5
and SD v2 by generating 512×512 images using 50
PLMS [23] steps with a cfg scale [7] of 7.5 and 9.0, respec-
tively. We generate 2,000 images of ImageNet-1k [6] (2
per class) and 30,000 images of COCO30k [21] classes (1
per caption) for evaluation. For SDXL, the models generate
1024×1024 pixel images based on captions from 5k images
in the MS COCO validation set[21]. The default configura-
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Table 1. Comparison on Stable Diffusion v1.5 and v2 using ImageNet and COCO30k datasets. We evaluate each method based on FID[10],
average latency for generating each image (in seconds), and speedup ratio. The table includes multiple configurations (e.g., a1, b1, etc.)
representing different model parameter settings with varying levels of acceleration. ↑ and ↓: lower and higher values are better.

Dataset Stable Diffusiion v1.5 Stable Diffusion v2

Method FID↓ Latency↓
(Second)

Speedup ↑
Ratio Method FID↓ Latency↓

(Second)
Speedup
Ratio ↑

ImageNet

Original SD 27.64 2.61 1.00 Original SD 29.8 2.61 1.00
DDIM (10 steps) 27.80 0.60 4.34 DPM (10 Steps) 29.48 0.75 3.48

ToMeSD-a1 27.49 1.39 1.88 ToMeSD-a2 29.2 1.66 1.57
ToMeSD-b1 27.99 1.27 2.05 ToMeSD-b2 29.41 1.57 1.66

DeepCache-a1 29.36 0.59 4.40 DeepCache-a2 30.75 1.05 2.49
DeepCache-b1 35.37 0.37 7.10 DeepCache-b2 35.96 1.00 2.61

DeepCache&ToMeSD-a1 27.58 0.49 5.32 DeepCache&ToMeSD-a2 30.62 0.47 5.55
DeepCache&ToMeSD-b1 28.87 0.40 6.50 DeepCache&ToMeSD-b2 29.08 0.44 5.93
DeepCache&ToMeSD-c1 30.92 0.36 7.27 DeepCache&ToMeSD-c2 29.19 0.41 6.37

Ours-a1 25.20 0.65 4.03 Ours-a2 26.44 0.63 4.14
Ours-b1 25.40 0.45 5.75 Ours-b2 27.35 0.59 4.41
Ours-c1 25.70 0.37 7.00 Ours-c2 27.58 0.44 5.97
Ours-d1 26.89 0.30 8.61 Ours-d2 27.83 0.41 6.34
Ours-e1 27.31 0.29 9.01 Ours-e2 28.20 0.36 7.25

COCO30k

Original SD 12.15 2.61 1.00 Original SD 13.68 2.46 1.00
DDIM (10 Steps) 12.60 0.60 4.34 DPM (10 Steps) 14.35 0.75 3.48

DeepCache-d1 16.74 0.64 4.40 DeepCache-d2 21.56 0.76 3.24
DeepCache-e1 26.57 0.37 7.10 DeepCache-e2 96.79 0.77 3.19

DeepCache&ToMeSD-d1 11.53 0.49 5.32 DeepCache&ToMeSD-d2 18.82 0.47 5.23
DeepCache&ToMeSD-e1 12.84 0.40 6.50 DeepCache&ToMeSD-e2 17.54 0.43 5.72

Ours-f1 9.35 0.57 4.55 Ours-a2 10.12 0.63 4.14
Ours-g1 9.41 0.49 5.33 Ours-f2 10.77 0.51 5.08
Ours-c1 9.98 0.37 7.00 Ours-e2 13.88 0.36 7.25

tion includes a CFG scale of 7.0, 50 sampling steps, and
the EulerEDMSampler. FID [10], Inception Score [36] and
CLIP Score [9] are utilized as the metrics for generation
quality. The average latency for generating an image and
speedup are measured on a single 4090 GPU.
Search Setting We employed NSGA-II [5] for our search
algorithm, implementing it using the open-source libraries
pymoo [1] and PyTorch [31]. We only perform searching in
Stable Diffusion v1.5 on 500 ImageNet images and transfer
the obtain strategy in all other datasets and models.

4.2. Qualitative Analysis

As shown in Fig.2, we evaluate DaTo by using manually
crafted challenging prompts. We benchmarked our DaTo
method against with other training-free acceleration meth-
ods, including token merge method (ToMeSD [2]), feature
cache method (DeepCache [26]) and the naive combination
of these two approaches (DeepCache & ToMeSD). The vi-
sual comparison results highlight the advantages of DaTo in
the following aspects:
Content Fidelity and Detail Preservation: We evaluate
the model on SDXL text-to-image generation by generat-
ing 1024 × 1024 size images. As illustrated in Fig. 2 (top
left quadrant), DaTo’s output closely resembles the original
image content (e.g. the contours of the main subject) while

achieving a 2× speed-up over SDXL. In high-detail scenes,
DaTo retained intricate textures better than other method, as
shown in Fig. 2 (top right quadrant).
High-Quality Style Adaptation: For SD1.5 image-to-
image tasks (See Fig. 2, bottom left quadrant), DaTo ex-
celled in style adaptation, balancing content preservation
with style accuracy without harming essential details.
Prompt Alignment: DaTo also excelled at aligning with
complex text prompts in SD1.5 txt2img tasks. As shown in
Fig. 2 (bottom right quadrant), DaTo achieved 9× speedup
with better prompt alignment accuracy than other methods.
For example, only our methods generate all the elements
in the given prompts correctly, such as farmhouse, howling
wolf, and full moon.

4.3. Quantitative Evaluations

4.3.1 Evaluation on the Stable Diffusion Model

Tab. 1 presents a comprehensive comparison of DaTo
with other training-free acceleration techniques, including
DDIM [40], ToMeSD [2], DeepCache [26] and naive com-
bination of ToMeSD and DeepCache (ToMeSD & Deep-
Cache). We conduct experiments on Stable Diffusion v1.5
and v2, evaluated on the ImageNet [6] and COCO30k [21]
datasets. We achieve varying levels of speedup through dif-
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Table 2. MS COCO zero-shot evaluation on SDXL.

Method FID↓ Latency (Second) ↓ Speedup Ratio ↑
Original SDXL 24.25 12.47 1.00

DeepCache 26.39 7.13 1.75
DeepCache&TomeSD 31.21 6.99 1.78

Ours 23.10 5.37 2.32

Table 3. Impact of the alignment of base tokens with and w/o cfg
guidance under different cache settings. We report the results on
FID scores (lower FID is better).

Pruning
Ratio

Cache setting 1 Cache setting 2
w/ alignment w/o alignment w/ alignment w/o alignment

0.4 25.44 25.64 25.77 27.84
0.5 25.86 27.15 25.82 31.62
0.6 26.41 30.89 25.85 38.92
0.7 28.17 41.26 27.01 57.45

ferent settings of cache depth or prune ratio, represented
as -a1, -a2, etc. These settings are determined by search-
ing for the optimal configuration in SDv1.5, which is then
directly applied to evaluate generalization performance on
other models and datasets. More details about the config-
urations are provided in the appendix. DaTo consistently
achieves lower FID scores and higher speedup ratios across
all configurations. Specifically, on ImageNet with SD v1.5,
our configuration e1 achieves a 9.01 speedup while main-
taining a lossless FID of 27.31. For SD v2, our config-
uration e2 delivers a speedup of 7.25, accompanied by a
FID of 28.20. In COCO30k, our configuration h1 on SD
v1.5 attains a 7× speedup with an FID reduction of 2.17
than the original SD, while our configuration h2 on SD v2
achieves a 7.25× speedup, with an FID of 13.88. These
results highlight the effectiveness of DaTo in maintaining
high image quality while substantially reducing computa-
tional cost, outperforming other acceleration strategies.

4.3.2 Evaluation on the Stable Difussion XL model

In Tab. 2, we compare the performance of our method
with existing methods on the SDXL model using the MS
COCO validation dataset [21] to generate images with the
size of 1024 × 1024. DeepCache achieves a latency reduc-
tion with a speedup ratio of 1.75, though at the cost of a
slightly higher FID of 26.39. DeepCache & Tome further
reduces latency, achieving a speedup of 1.78, but results in
an FID increase to 31.21. In contrast, our proposed method
achieves the best balance, with the lowest FID of 23.10 and
the highest speedup ratio of 2.32, demonstrating both the
superior quality and efficiency of our method in more ad-
vanced diffusion models and high-resolution images.

Table 4. Impact of Temporal Noise Difference Score on FID across
pruning ratios and cache settings (lower FID is better).

Pruning
Ratio

Cache setting 1 Cache setting 2
w/ DiffScore w/o DiffScore w/ DiffScore w/o DiffScore

0.3 25.78 25.94 26.44 26.74
0.4 26.01 26.07 26.68 26.94
0.5 26.19 26.41 26.93 27.05
0.6 26.86 27.23 27.76 28.11
0.7 28.74 28.81 29.91 29.93

Table 5. Comparison of CLIP Score [9], Inception Score [36], La-
tency, and Speedup Ratio for different methods on SD1.5 image-
to-image generation. ↑ and ↓: lower and higher values are better.

Method CLIP Score↑ Inception Score ↑ Latency
(Second)↓

Speedup
Ratio↑

Original SD 17.45 42.91 11.09 1.0
DeepCache 17.45 42.88 4.22 2.63

Ours 17.48 42.98 2.80 3.96

4.4. Ablation Study

4.4.1 Effectiveness of DiffScore

As shown in Tab. 4, incorporating DiffScore consistently
improves FID with two kinds of cache strategy, as demon-
strated in experiments on SDv1.5 with ImageNet1k. Ad-
ditionally, Fig. 4 shows that tokens with higher temporal
differences between adjacent timesteps are identified as the
most crucial parts of the generation process. By focusing
on these high-variance tokens, DaTo enhances the fidelity
of key details and improves overall generation results.

4.4.2 The Alignment with and w/o CFG Guidance

To evaluate the impact of alignment of base tokens between
conditional and unconditional generation, the experiment
was conducted on 2,000 images generated from the Ima-
geNet dataset, with the FID score used to quantify image
quality. As shown in Tab. 3, the alignment configuration
yields progressively greater benefits as the pruning ratio in-
creases under two kinds of cache strategy, significantly en-
hancing the quality of generated images.

4.5. Performance of Our Method in Other Metrics

Tab. 5 shows a performance comparison between Origi-
nal SD, DeepCache, and our proposed method for SD1.5
image-to-image generation. Each method generates 1,000
1024×1024 images from ImageNet-1k (one per class),
where original images are generated by the SD1.5 model at
512×512 resolution and then resized to 1024×1024. We re-
port CLIP Score [9] with CLIP-ViT-g/14 model and Incep-
tion Scores [36] for image quality, Latency (in seconds) and
Speedup Ratio for processing speed. Our method achieves
the highest speedup ratio of 3.96, significantly reducing la-
tency while maintaining or slightly improving image quality
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compared to the baseline.

5. Conclusion
In this work, we introduce DaTo (Dynamics-Aware Token
Pruning), a hardware-friendly and training-free token prun-
ing approach that mitigates the quality drop typically caused
by feature caching. DaTo prunes tokens whose dynamics
across timesteps are diminished by feature caching and re-
covers them using tokens with larger dynamics. Further-
more, we propose an evolutionary method to search for the
optimal feature caching and token pruning strategy, fully
unlocking the potential of DaTo. DaTo achieves a 9×
speedup on ImageNet and 7× speed up on COCO-30k, with
lossless image quality, demonstrating the it’s significant ef-
fectiveness in improving both computational efficiency and
image quality.

9
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6. Detailed Experimental Settings
To address the optimization problem, we employ the Non-
dominated Sorting Genetic Algorithm II (NSGA-II) [5], a
widely-used approach for solving multi-objective optimiza-
tion problems. In our setup, the population size is set to 20,
meaning that each generation consists of 20 candidate solu-
tions. The initial population is generated using IntegerRan-
domSampling, ensuring that all solutions are represented as
integers. For crossover, we use Simulated Binary Crossover
(SBX) with a probability of 0.7 and a distribution index of
7, which controls the diversity of offspring solutions. Mu-
tation is performed using Polynomial Mutation (PM), with
a mutation probability of 0.4 and a distribution index of 15
to regulate the magnitude of mutations. Additionally, dupli-
cate solutions are eliminated in each generation to maintain
population diversity. The optimization process terminates
after 100 generations. We execute the optimization using
the minimize function, which integrates the problem defi-
nition, algorithm configuration, and termination conditions.
Additionally, we adopt two objectives: FID [10] for measur-
ing generation quality and Latency for computational effi-
ciency, balanced by a weight factor wm. A higher wm (e.g.,
0.16) places more emphasis on minimizing latency, while a
lower wm (e.g., 0.025) prioritizes quality.

To further illustrate our approach, we take the Ours-b1
setting as an example. Our search strategy determines the
optimal configuration of pruning ratios and cache IDs for
each step in the optimization process. Specifically, for ev-
ery step, we explore the search space to identify the best
combination of pruning ratio and cache ID. The detailed
numerical results corresponding to the Ours-b1 setting are
shown in Tab. 6.

7. Additional Qualitative Results
We provide more visualization results to demonstrate the
effectiveness of our proposed method, DaTo, when applied
to both SD1.5 and SDXL. As shown in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6,
our method consistently achieves superior results compared
to other approaches.

8. Understanding the FID Reduction under
Accelerated Conditions

Intuitively, it seems reasonable to assume that accelerated
conditions, which often result in information loss, would
negatively impact performance. However, our experimental
results show that DaTo, along with some previous accel-
eration methods such as ToMeSD[2], achieves lower FID

Original SD
1X

Cache 
4.4X

Cache&Tome
5.32X

Ours  

4.3X

Ours

 9X

Figure 5. Visual comparison on SD1.5 across methods, in-
cluding caching only (DeepCache [26]), token pruning only
(ToMeSD [2]), and a naive combination of both (DeepCache &
ToMeSD).

values compared to the original unaccelerated model under
certain experimental settings. This phenomenon can be ex-
plained through the principles of sparse coding theory.

Sparse Coding Perspective. Sparse coding seeks to rep-
resent a signal as a sparse combination of dictionary bases,
formulated as:

min
D,X

∥Y −DX∥2F s.t. ∀i, ∥xi∥0 ≤ T0 (11)

Here, Y represents the original signal, D is the dictio-
nary consisting of base signals (or atoms), and xi is the
sparse representation of each token in X . The optimization
objective is to minimize the reconstruction error, measured
as the Frobenius norm ∥Y − DX∥2F , while ensuring that
each representation xi has a sparsity level constrained by
T0. This approach effectively balances reconstruction accu-
racy and representational simplicity, promoting a compact
and efficient representation of the original signal by focus-
ing on its most salient features.

1



Table 6. Specific search strategy corresponding to the “Ours-b1” setting.

Timestep 49 48 47 46 45 44 43 42 41 40 39 38 37 36 35 34 33 32 31 30 29 28 27 26 25

Cache ID 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 12 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 12 1 1 1 1 1
Pruning Ratio 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.5 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.7 0.3 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.4 0.3 0.4

Timestep 24 23 22 21 20 19 18 17 16 15 14 13 12 11 10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 0
Cache ID 0 1 12 0 1 1 12 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 12 1 1 1 1 1 0
Pruning Ratio 0.3 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.3 0.6 0.6 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.6 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.3 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.5

Original SDXL
1 X

Cache
1.7 X

Cache+TomeSD
1.8 X

Ours

2 X
Original SDXL

1 X
Cache
1.7 X

Cache+TomeSD
1.8 X

Ours

2 X

Figure 6. Visual comparison on SDXL across methods, including caching only (DeepCache [27]), token pruning only (ToMeSD[2]), and
a naive combination of both (DeepCache & ToMeSD).

Token Pruning and Feature Caching is a Special Case of
Sparse Coding. We suggest that token pruning and fea-
ture caching can be considered as a special case of sparse
coding. In this context, Y represents the original input fea-
tures or tokens before token pruning or feature caching, D
denotes the combined set of base tokens and cached feature
representations used as a dictionary to approximate the in-
put, and X represents the sparse coefficients or mappings
that reconstruct the input features Y using the elements in
D, including both the base tokens and the cached features.
DaTo achieves an effective balance between temporal and
token-wise information reuse, maintaining sparsity in X
while enhancing the temporal dynamics captured in D. This
integration of pruning and caching not only minimizes re-
construction loss but also extends feature dynamics across
timesteps, leading to a more dynamic and efficient repre-
sentation aligned with sparse coding principles.

Token Pruning and Feature Caching (Spase Coding)
Can Improve Model Performance. Sparse coding im-
proves model performance by focusing on essential data
components and minimizing noise, as shown in Olshausen
and Field’s work [13], which demonstrated enhanced fi-
delity through sparse representations. Similar effects have

been observed with moderate sparsity in knowledge distil-
lation [45] and parameter pruning [8].

Token Pruning and Feature Caching Harm Perfor-
mance under Extreme Pruning and Infrequent Updates.
Token pruning and feature caching, while effective for im-
proving efficiency, can degrade model performance when
the pruning ratio becomes excessively high or the cache up-
date frequency is very low. In such scenarios, the model
may lose access to critical dynamic features or rely too
heavily on outdated cached representations, leading to in-
complete or inaccurate approximations of the input features.
This highlights the importance of balancing pruning and
caching strategies to maintain a sufficient level of feature
diversity and temporal relevance for optimal model perfor-
mance.

At very high pruning ratios or or under low cache update
frequencies. (e.g. DeepCache&ToMeSD-c1), sparse cod-
ing models have too few active elements in D, making high-
quality reconstruction from DX to Y difficult. This exces-
sive pruning degrades image quality, resulting in higher FID
scores, showing that overly aggressive pruning or caching
can harm performance by discarding essential information.
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