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Abstract

Diffusion models have emerged as the mainstream approach
for visual generation. However, these models usually suf-
fer from sample inefficiency and high training costs. This
issue is particularly pronounced in the standard diffusion
transformer architecture due to its quadratic complexity rel-
ative to input length. Recent works have addressed this
by reducing the number of tokens processed in the model,
often through masking. In contrast, this work aims to im-
prove the training efficiency of the diffusion backbone by
using predefined routes that store this information until it
is reintroduced to deeper layers of the model, rather than
discarding these tokens entirely. Further, we combine mul-
tiple routes and introduce an adapted auxiliary loss that
accounts for all applied routes. Our method is not limited
to the common transformer-based model - it can also be ap-
plied to state-space models. Unlike most current approaches,
our method, TREAD, achieves this without architectural
modifications. Finally, we show that our method reduces the
computational cost and simultaneously boosts model perfor-
mance on the standard benchmark ImageNet-1K 256× 256
in class-conditional synthesis. Both of these benefits mul-
tiply to a convergence speedup of 9.55× at 400K training
iterations compared to DiT and 25.39× compared to the best
benchmark performance of DiT at 7M training iterations.
Our code will be released. Our code will be released at:
https://github.com/CompVis/tread.

1. Introduction

In recent years, diffusion models [20, 41, 45] have become a
powerful generative technique for image synthesis [22, 41].
They have also been successfully extended to the 3D [38] and
video domains [3]. While diffusion models avoid some train-
ing challenges faced by their predecessors, such as GANs
[14], they incur high costs [26] due to slow convergence
and sample inefficiency [31]. Currently, the Diffusion Trans-
former (DiT) [35] is the main approach for scaling these mod-
els, building on the established Transformer architecture [53].
However, the Transformer architecture has computational
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Figure 1. Our proposed diffusion training strategy, TREAD, offers
better fidelity while retaining the computational efficiency of previ-
ous methods. We compare using FID as a measure for fidelity, and
the required compute is presented using A100 hours. We show clear
compute-efficiency improvements compared to DiT [35] and other
existing methods that aim to reduce computational cost [13, 58, 59].
In our experimental setup, we outperform all presented methods,
reaching a FID = 6.58 at only 256 A100 hours while MDT re-
quires 2,724 A100 hours for comparable results and DiT reaches
the best reported FID = 9.62 on ImageNet-1K 256 × 256 using
4,180 A100 hours.

cost limitations, as it scales quadratically with token length
and converges slowly, further increasing the expense of train-
ing diffusion models. Training a DiT on standard bench-
marks alone requires thousands of A100 GPU hours without
reaching convergence, and text-to-image models demand
even more—Stable Diffusion [41], for instance, required
about 150,000 A100 GPU hours. Despite ongoing efforts
to reduce computational demands through improved infras-
tructure, implementation, and hardware, democratizing the
training of diffusion models remains a distant goal. Several
works have proposed methods to accelerate the training con-
vergence utilizing external self-supervised features [21, 55],
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improved flow-based theory [27] or optimized data com-
binations [52, 57]. Another way to reduce computational
resource requirements involves limiting the flow of infor-
mation during training. This can be achieved by selecting
information and directing it to specific computational blocks.
Therefore, these tokens skip all computations along the way
to reduce the overall workload. This is referred to as rout-
ing [40]. In addition to routing, the computational budget
can be allocated to only a subset of the available informa-
tion. This subset can be determined either by random chance
[58] or through learned heuristics [32, 54], where the re-
maining information is disregarded indefinitely, a strategy
known as masking [6, 17]. These methods have two pos-
sible advantages: (1) reducing compute requirements by
processing fewer tokens [16, 58], and (2) enhancing conver-
gence by encouraging contextual relation learning [2, 13],
thereby addressing data efficiency and lowering computa-
tional demands. While masking has been extensively studied
for both benefits and is a well-established technique in self-
supervised and representation learning [2, 17], routing has
primarily been considered from the standpoint of compute
reduction alone [18, 40]. This work explores the routing
technique for diffusion models using predefined routes that
pass tokens from one layer deeper into the network. In con-
trast to masking, the loss of information is only temporary,
as information will be reintroduced. We do this by defining a
route with a start and end layer and a fixed ratio with which
tokens are randomly selected. This is done only during train-
ing and without any dynamic adaptations based on iterations
or timesteps. Extending this concept, we demonstrate the
impact that multiple routes can have on the performance of
a diffusion model and test the variance of different route
configurations for robustness. Our main contributions can
be summarized as follows:

• We investigate token-specific computational bypass tech-
niques for diffusion models, providing insights into their
underlying mechanisms. We introduce a training strategy
based on these techniques that requires no architectural
modifications while simultaneously improving both quali-
tative performance and training speed.

• Building on our initial exploration, we extend our ap-
proach from single-route to multi-route. Our framework
enhances diffusion models across various architectures,
demonstrating improvements in convergence speed for
both the standard DiT and state space models.

• Most importantly, we not only match the performance
of DiT with an FID of 19.47 but also improve upon it,
achieving an FID of 10.63 under the same number of
iterations and identical settings in the standard benchmark
of class-conditional synthesis on ImageNet-1K 256×256.
This results in a 9.55× convergence speedup. Using the
best FID of 9.62 reported by DiT-XL/2 as a baseline, we
achieve a speedup of 25.39× and reach a better FID of

9.32 within 41 hours.

2. Related Work

Diffusion Models and Efficient Generative Backbones
Score-based models [46, 47], such as Denoising Diffusion
Probabilistic Models (DDPM) [20], have become the domi-
nant framework for image synthesis in recent years. These
models start with a Stochastic Differential Equation (SDE)
and gradually add Gaussian noise to real data in the forward
process. This process transforms the complex real distri-
bution into a Gaussian distribution. An iterative denoising
process is then used to reverse this transformation and gener-
ate samples. A key improvement in the efficiency of early
diffusion models was moving the training to a compressed
latent space [41].

Building on the foundation of score-based models, early
diffusion models [7, 20, 41] used the UNet architecture [42]
as their backbone. However, more recently, token-based
models like DiT [35] have become a preferred backbone
choice [5, 8, 58]. However, these models face challenges
due to their quadratic complexity with respect to the number
of tokens.

To address the computational challenges associated with
token-based models, recent studies have proposed caching
mechanisms to accelerate diffusion models based on UNets
[29] or DiTs [30]. Unlike these approaches, our routing
scheme does not skip the computation of network layers for
each token. Instead, we introduce a routing mechanism that
operates only during training. This mechanism transports
tokens from one network layer to another, enhancing the
model’s efficiency without omitting necessary computations.

In addition to diffusion transformers, state space models
(SSMs) have recently been shown to be promising alterna-
tives to DiTs [10, 12, 22, 51] to alleviate the quadratic com-
plexity. However, largely owing to their recent rise, there are
currently few works that push the efficiency of SSMs in a
generative setting. Token pruning [56], token masking [50],
and mixture-of-experts [37] for SSMs have been explored
so far, although not for diffusion backbones. Different from
them, we consider the token routing technique in state-space
models to improve the training efficiency.

Token-based Routing, Pruning and Masking Several
recent methods [11, 34, 49] utilize the sparse Mixture-of-
Experts (MoE) [23, 44] technique to improve the efficiency
of diffusion transformers. Typically, MoE is implemented
as a router module that divides the network into subsets, or
experts. The router then determines which expert processes
each token, thereby reducing computational overhead com-
pared to applying every parameter to every token. Another
strategy, Mixture-of-Depths (MoD) [40], involves a router
module that decides the computation paths for each token



within the network, allowing tokens to skip certain compu-
tational blocks. MoD has been shown to decrease runtime
costs while maintaining model performance in transformer-
based language models. In contrast to these methods, our
approach does not require a routing module. Instead, we
introduce a training strategy that enhances efficiency without
modifying the base architecture.

To further address the scalability issues associated with
the attention mechanism, numerous studies [9, 32, 39, 54]
have focused on pruning tokens based on their content, such
as similarity or redundancy. This token pruning helps re-
duce the computational burden of the attention mechanism
by eliminating less important tokens. While our approach
also selects tokens to be disregarded, it differs from these
prior works in that our routing scheme does not rely on the
content of the tokens. Instead of pruning based on token
characteristics, our method employs a routing mechanism
that directs tokens through the network irrespective of their
content, maintaining computational efficiency without sacri-
ficing necessary computations.

In addition to pruning-based methods, recent advance-
ments like MaskDiT [58] have proposed token masking
schemes applicable to DiTs. MaskDiT improves conver-
gence speed by significantly lowering the cost per iteration
and accelerating training, all while matching the perfor-
mance of standard DiTs. Building on this, SD-DiT [59]
enhances generative quality by incorporating a discrimina-
tive loss alongside the masking strategy. Similar to these
approaches, our scheme removes tokens at random. How-
ever, unlike MaskDiT, which replaces masked tokens with
learnable embeddings, our method routes tokens back to
later layers in the network.

3. Prerequisites
We adopt the framework established by Song et al. [48],
which explores the forward diffusion and backward denois-
ing processes of diffusion models in a continuous time
context through the use of stochastic differential equations
(SDEs). The forward diffusion process gradually trans-
forms real data x0 ∼ pdata(x0) into a noise distribution
xT ∼ N (0, σ2

maxI) with the following SDE:

dx = f(x, t) dt+ g(t) dW, (1)

where f represents the drift coefficient, g is the diffusion
coefficient, W denotes a standard Wiener process, and the
time variable t ranges from 0 to T .

In the reverse process, the generation of x0 samples is
achieved through another SDE expressed as:

dx =
[
f(x, t)− g(t)2∇x log pt(x)

]
dt+ g(t) dW̄ , (2)

where W̄ signifies a reverse-time Wiener process, and dt
represents an infinitesimal negative timestep. This reverse

SDE can be reformulated into a probability flow ordinary
differential equation (ODE), which retains the same marginal
distributions pt(x) as the forward SDE at each timestep t:

dx =

[
f(x, t)− 1

2
g(t)2∇x log pt(x)

]
dt. (3)

Utilizing the formulation of Karras et al. [24] (EDM), we
simplify the drift term by setting f(x, t) := 0 and defining
the diffusion coefficient as g(t) :=

√
2t. Consequently, the

forward SDE simplifies to the expression

xt = x0 + n, (4)

where n ∼ N (0, t2I). The corresponding probabil-
ity flow ODE can be formulated with the score function
s(x, t) := ∇x log pt(x):

dx = −t s(x, t) dt. (5)

To estimate s(xt, t), the EDM approach parameterizes a
denoising function Dθ(xt, t) which minimizes the denoising
score matching loss:

Ex0∼pdataEn∼N (0,t2I) ∥Dθ(x0 + n, t)− x0∥2 , (6)

where xt = x0 + n, from this formulation, s(xt, t) can be
approximated as

ŝ(xt, t) =
Dθ(xt, t)− x

t2
. (7)

A common choice to formulate the denoising function
Dθ(·, ·) is the usage of a Diffusion Transformer or other
scalable architectures like SSMs [22, 36]. We adopt the DiT
due to its community-wide usage as our main model used
for ablations shown in Section 5.

Masking-based Training Objective Using a standard
training strategy for diffusion models, one can apply Equa-
tion (6) to the entire token set. However, if the diffusion
model is trained only on a subset of tokens, either through
masking, pruning or routing, the task becomes more chal-
lenging [58]. Specifically, the model must form predictions
across the full set of tokens while only having access to a
partial set. To address this, He et al. [17] propose to decom-
pose the loss into two parts: 1) the denoising score matching
loss and 2) the Masked AutoEncoder (MAE) loss. While the
former one is applied only to the visible tokens, the MAE
loss acts as auxiliary task for reconstructing masked tokens
from visible ones. Zheng et al. [58] reason that the additional
MAE loss can promote the model to develop a more global
understanding of the full image.

For this, we first define the operators Vm and its com-
plement V̄m to yield the partial token sets by applying a
randomly sampled binary mask m ∈ {0, 1}P , where P
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Figure 2. TREAD: Our method for efficient diffusion train-
ing. On the left, a simplified standard DiT architecture is shown
consisting of B computational blocks. On the right, we show our
training strategy, which does not affect the B computational blocks
themselves. Instead, two routes r0,i−1 and rj,k−1 are shown that
modulate the way these B blocks receive and process tokens. In
this example, the blue tokens are affected by one or more routes
while the orange tokens are affected by none, which is equivalent
to the standard training strategy. All computational blocks contain
the same structure and parameter number as their vanilla counter-
parts. Their respective width only corresponds to the number of
processed tokens during training.

is the number of total patches. Therefore, we can define
Vm(x) = (1−m)⊙ x and V̄m(x) = m⊙ x.

We then apply our denoising score matching loss (Equa-
tion (6)) to the token set V̄ which yields:

Ldsm = Ex0∼pdata,n∼N (0,t2I),m∥∥V̄m(Dθ(x0 + n, t) −x0)∥2 , (8)

where ⊙ is element-wise multiplication. We then formulate
the second MAE loss solely on the token set in Vm. This
leads us to:

Lmae = Ex0∼pdata,n∼N (0,t2I),m

∥Vm(Dθ(x0 + n, t)− x0)∥2 . (9)

We combine those two terms with a weighting coefficient λ:

L = Ldsm + λLmae. (10)

4. TREAD
In this work, we introduce a broadly applicable diffusion
training strategy using routes. These routes serve as a unidi-
rectional mechanism to transport tokens across layers. For-
mally we define a route as:

r = { (Dli
θ , D

lj
θ ) | 0 ≤ i < j ≤ B }, (11)

where:
• B + 1 is the total number of layers in the network Dθ,
• L = {Dl1

θ , Dl2
θ , . . . , DlB

θ } is the set of layers in Dθ .
• Each pair (Dli

θ , D
lj
θ ) ∈ r represents a connection from the

start layer Dli
θ to the end layer Dlj

θ .
For simplicity, we denote r(Dli

θ , D
lj
θ ) as ri,j , where i is

the starting layer and j is the ending layer. As illustrated
in Figure 2, a selected route transports tokens from one
layer to another. When the route ri,j is active, the tokens
are bypassed by all intermediate layers it spans. Once the
route completes, these tokens become available again, al-
lowing layer Dlj

θ to receive information from layer Dli
θ . We

propose that the capability of Transformer-based models to
interpret the output of preceding layers [18, 29, 30, 40] can
be used during training to enhance the convergence speed
of the noise-to-image mapping. This characteristic is also
demonstrated using the cosine similarity between the pro-
duced outputs by each layer of a trained DiT in Figure 3.
Although the exact underlying mechanisms are not yet fully
theoretically grounded, our empirical results in Section 5
demonstrate the effectiveness of this token transportation
method. We hypothesize that the semantic importance of
the noise space [4, 43] plays a crucial role. By repeatedly
supplying information about xt to the network, the learning
of the noise-image mapping becomes more efficient. This is
effectively achieved by using a route r0,j .

Additionally, each route ri,j decreases the computational
cost along its length, as tokens are not involved in any com-
putation up to their reintroduction. However, similar to
masking, there may exist a combination of selection rate of
a given route ri,j and the enhancements in convergence it
enables.

Multi-Route RN for further acceleration. Intuitively,
this principle promotes the exploration of consecutive routes,
ensuring that more segments of the network can access the
noise-space information more regularly. However, applying
multiple routes, specifically r0,i and rj,k, is more complex
than using a single route. This complexity arises because
when the first route r0,i terminates, tokens are transferred
from the input to layer Dli+1

θ , filling the set of tokens back
up to its original size. At this point, a new representation that
spans the entire set of tokens is created. As a result, there
are two primary objectives that need to be considered:
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1. Introducing xt via route rj,k to layer Dlk+1

θ ,
2. Utilizing the already computed information from the lay-

ers between r0,i and rj,k to utilize the models capacity
efficiently.

To address these objectives without forcing a binary decision
between them, we choose to use a linear combination of xt

and the representation produced by the direct predecessor of
rj,k, which is layer Dlj−1

θ . Specifically, this combination is
defined as:

γt,j−1 = xt +D
lj−1

θ (·, ·) (12)

This approach allows both objectives to be satisfied si-
multaneously by blending the new input with the existing
representation from the preceding layer. The multi-route
design is further illustrated in Figure 2, which provides a
visual representation of how the routes interact within the
network.

Multi-Route Ensemble Loss. In Section 3, we noted that
withholding tokens increases task complexity. This added
complexity can be managed by adjusting the loss functions,
as defined in Equation (8) and Equation (9). The mask
operator m determines which tokens the loss function Lmae
applies to, with the mask corresponding to a specific route
ri,j .

When we apply multiple routes r, however, we must
consider multiple masks m to avoid ignoring the effect of
withholding a significant amount of information. Existing
literature and formulations typically handle only a single

mask operator m, lacking the flexibility to support multiple
masking scenarios.

To address this, we extend the formulation by introducing
a set of routesR. Here,Rk denotes the k-th route in the set,
where each route rk ∈ RN includes its own binary mask.
We define Vk

m as an operator that selects tokens for the k-th
route based on a random mask m. We also introduce V̄k

m,
the complement operator.

With these definitions, we update the loss functions Ldsm
and Lmae accordingly.

Lk
dsm = Ex0∼pdata,n∼N (0,t2I),m∥∥∥V̄k

m(DRk

θ (x0 + n, t) −x0)∥2 , (13)

and

Lk
mae = Ex0∼pdata,n∼N (0,t2I),m∥∥∥Vk

m(DRk

θ (x0 + n, t)− x0)
∥∥∥2 , (14)

where DRk

θ (·, ·) represents the subnetwork of Dθ(·, ·) de-
fined by the k-th route inR. Our final multi-route ensemble
loss is formulated as L:

L =
1

N

N∑
k=1

(
Lk

dsm + λLk
mae

)
, (15)

where N denotes the total number of sequential routes em-
ployed.

5. Experiment
5.1. Experimental Details

Model Architecture. The overall structure of our model
follows the two-stage training process of Latent Diffusion
Models (LDM) [41] where we first train an autoencoder that
translates back and forth between the pixel-level image space
and its latent space. We use the pre-trained VAE from Stable
Diffusion with the standard downsampling factor of 8. Even
though the main requirement for our method is the usage of
tokens, we choose a standard DiT [35] in the size XL and
a patch size of 2 as our main model for ablation. Further,
we also show the generalizability to other architectures like
Diffusion-RWKV [12]. For ablations that do not require the
largest model size, we either switch to model size B or S and
use a patch size of 4, depending on the task. Any changes are
clearly stated for each experiment. The application of our
method is marked by the additional -TREAD. Additionally,
the number of routes applied during training will be noted
using TREAD-1 for a single one while we use the respective
increment for each additional route.
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Figure 4. TREAD outperforms the baseline DiT [35] and other compute-efficient methods [58]. We display FID versus Training
Hours and FID versus Training Iterations to highlight TREAD’s faster convergence and fewer total iterations, amplified by a lower cost per
iteration. While MDT-XL/2 achieves similar convergence in terms of iterations, its higher computational cost results in slower iteration
speeds. MaskDiT performs comparably to DiT-XL/2 but is more efficient. TREAD strikes a balance between these methods, offering similar
computational costs to MaskDiT with better per-iteration performance than MDT-XL/2. Values for DiT-XL/2, MDT-XL/2, and MaskDiT are
cited from Zheng et al. [58]. Iterations per second were measured using an A100 GPU setup (batch size 64), corresponding to a batch size of
256 on four A100 GPUs, as used in our experiments.

Training Setup. We follow the standard of existing works
on diffusion models and train models on ImageNet-1K
256 × 256 and a batch size of 256. Further, we follow the
standard setting for the AdamW from the original DiT [35]
with a learning rate of 1e-4 and no weight decay and the
standard β-parameters of 0.9 and 0.999 respectively. Except
for experiments that specifically state otherwise, we apply
a selection rate of 50% for each route. Further, we use an
EMA model with an update rate of 0.9999. All results are
computed using this EMA model. We do not employ any
kind of data augmentation. All experiments are conducted
on 4 × 80GB-A100 GPUs, resulting in a batch size of 64
per GPU. Therefore, the most impactful difference to the
vanilla DiT in implementation is our adjusted loss formula-
tion (Equation (15)). Further, we use precomputed latents of
ImageNet-1K 256×256, leading to a 32×32 representation.
All of our runs are done with a mixed precision of bf16 if
not otherwise specified. Following Zheng et al. [58] we apply
a weight λ of 0.1 on the MAE loss. For Transformer-based
structures, we use random selection, while for sequential
models like RWKV, we find that row selection works better.

Evaluation We utilize the Frèchet Inception Distance
(FID) [19] as our main metric to evaluate the quality of
our models and report the values on 50,000 samples if not
otherwise specified as this is standard procedure for cur-
rent ImageNet-based benchmarks [35, 55, 58]. We utilize
ADM´s evaluation suite [7] to provide fair comparisons to
prior works and baselines.

5.2. Main Result

Comparison with baseline architectures. We show the
improvement using our proposed training strategy over DiT
(see Table 1) and RWKV (see Table 2) with our method
clearly improving upon the base architectures in any con-
figurations. We compare our DiT S, B, and XL models
to their respective counterparts while we present further
comparisons to other efficiency-oriented methods using XL-
sized models in Table 3. Notably, the improvements ex-
tend positively to larger models, leading to an FID of 12.47
with DiT-XL/2+TREAD-1 . As discussed in Section 4, we
also investigate the application of multiple routes. Using
DiT-XL/2+TREAD-2 we are almost able to cut the FID in
half (FID 19.47→ 10.63) at 400K steps. Further, we also
show DiT-B/2+TREAD-1 (random) as a baseline for randomly
selecting the ending location of the route r with a measured
FID of 36.80. Its minimal difference to a predefined route
(e.g. DiT-B/2+TREAD-1 ) indicates robusteness against loca-
tion configuration. This is exlpored in Table 6 in a more
thorough manner. Lastly, Table 2 shows the extension of
our method to SSMs with RWKV as a representative model.
To adjust TREAD to RWKV, the used routes apply a row
selection instead of random selectio which shows perfor-
mance improvements (FID = 53.79) compared to our own
Diffusion-RKWV baseline (FID = 59.84).

Comparison with Mask-based methods. First, we ex-
amine the speed measured in iterations per second using a
single A100 with a batch size of 64 to indicate the cost per
iterationn and therefore one factor of the required compu-



Model #Param(M) Iter. FID↓
DiT-S/2 [35]

33 400K
68.40

+ TREAD-1 58.65
+ TREAD-2 54.79

DiT-B/2 [35]

130 400K

43.47
+ TREAD-1 (random) 36.80
+ TREAD-1 35.78
+ TREAD-2 28.80

DiT-XL/2 [35]
675 400K

19.47
+ TREAD-1 12.47
+ TREAD-2 10.63

Table 1. Performance comparison between the standard training
method for diffusion models and our method using the same ar-
chitectures each trained up to a maximum of 400k iterations. We
demonstrate better performance across all model sizes.

Model #Param(M) Iter. FID↓
RWKV [12] 210 400K 59.84

+ TREAD-1 53.79

Table 2. Result of Diffusion-RWKV+TREAD-1 with the RWKV[36]
backbone to represent a broader application space.

tational budget. This is illustrated in Figure 4, where DiT,
MaskDiT and MDT are used as baselines to compare abso-
lute (FID vs. Iterations) and relative performance (FID vs.
Training Houres) and the cost per iteration (it/s). TREAD
peforms favorably against all baselines across all presented
ways that serve as measurement for convergence speed. With
(it/s = 3.03) TREAD exhibits higher speed and therefore
lower costs compared to MaskDiT (it/s = 2.98), the baseline
DiT (it/s = 1.86) and MDT (it/s = 1.02) under identical
settings. Next, we calculate the overall convergence speedup
compared to a vanilla DiT. For this, we refer to the values
in Table 3. Specifically we compare our DiT-XL/2+TREAD-2
at 400K steps (FID = 10.63) to DiT-XL/2 at 2352K steps
(FID = 10.67) which results in a 5.88× speedup. Taking the
cost per iteration into account as shown in Figure 4, we reach
a convergence speedup of 9.55. Taking the FID = 9.62 as a
base, which is achieved by the vanilla DiT at 7M steps, we
are able to provide a speedup factor of 25.39. This speedup
is demonstrated in Figure 1. While we reach comparable per-
formance to MDT-XL/2, DiT-XL/2+TREAD-2 only requires
nearly 1/10 of the iterations. Additionally, we offer extrap-
olations of required training time, based on our measured
iteration speed in Table 3.

5.3. Performance on other benchmark settings

We chose ImageNet512 in addition to our main results on Im-
ageNet256 to showcase the scaling to larger token numbers.

Model Iter. FID ↓ Time [h]

MaskDiT-XL/2 [58] 400K 20.81 37.66
MDT-XL/2 [13] 400K 16.42 108.93

DiT-XL/2 [35] 400K 19.47 60.06
+ TREAD-2 400K 10.63 36.79

ADM [7] 1980K 10.94 –
MaskDiT-XL/2 [58] 2500K 10.06 235.40
MDT-XL/2 [13] 2500K 7.41 680.82
MDT-XL/2 [13] 6500K 6.23 1770.15
SD-DiT-XL/2 [59] 2400K 7.21 –

DiT-XL/2 [35] 7000K 9.62 1051.05
+ TREAD-2 700K 6.58 64.38

Table 3. Performance comparison between various DiT-based archi-
tectures that apply masking, vanilla DiT, and our routing training
strategy. All models are based on the XL/2 type and are trained
on ImageNet 256 × 256 with a batch size of 256 in the class-
conditional setting, and sampling was done without classifier-free
guidance.

Further, we transition to a text-to-image setting using the MS-
COCO dataset. For both tasks we use the B/2 model size and
evaluate the FID on 10,000 samples, without classifier-free
guidance after 400K training iterations. We do not adapt our
method in any way to the new tasks and utilize an identical
setup to our main study on ImageNet256.

ImageNet 512

Model Iter. FID ↓ FLOPS (G)

DiT 400K 62.8 21.81
+ TREAD-2 400K 40.9 13.65

MS-COCO

DiT 400K 35.68 28.47
+ TREAD-2 400K 20.55 20.31

Table 4. Performance comparison of DiT-B/2 and
DiT-B/2+TREAD-2 on the ImageNet 512 × 512 and MSCOCO
datasets. FID scores indicate the quality of generated images,
where lower values are better. The number of training iterations
was set to 400K for all experiments and the number of FLOPS is
calculated for a training pass that includes the application of routes.
For both settings we achieve significantly better performance while
being offering a more efficient training setup.

5.4. Ablation Study

We conduct multiple ablation studies to examine the effect
that each component has on the performance of TREAD.
All experiments are conducted using a DiT-B/2 model and
evaluated using 50,000 samples except in Table 6 presented



results which use a DiT-S/2 and 10,000 samples for evalua-
tion.

Selection Rate. In this experiment, we ablate the impact
of the selection ratio on performance, which is shown in
Table 5. We notice a significant boost in performance when
employing a random selection rate of 0.25 (FID = 39.30)
and 0.5 (FID = 35.78) outperforming the vanilla DiT-B/2
(FID = 43.47) on top of the significant reduction of cost
per iteration. Interestingly, the medium selection rate of 0.5
resulted in better FID than 0.25. We attribute this behav-
ior to the fact that the selection rate directly influences the
number of tokens that first get withheld but, more impor-
tantly, get reintroduced into deeper layers of the network.
Consequently, this means that the reintroduction of a larger
portion of tokens can make up for lacking information in
previous parts of the network. Further, we find the rate of
0.75 (FID = 0.75) to be too high, resulting in degraded
performance compared to its vanilla counterpart. This in-
dicates a optimal spot that maximizes the combination of
performance and cost reduction between 0.5 and 0.75.

Model Type Selection Rate FID ↓

DiT-B/2+TREAD-1(random)

0.25 39.30
0.50 35.78
0.75 72.30

Table 5. Token selection ratios for the predefined routes using
r0,8 on DiT-B/2. We notice a better performance with a moderate
rate of 0.5 in comparison to the low 0.25 and high 0.75 rates.
The gap between low and moderate rates especially underlines the
usefulness of convergence that our proposed strategy provides.

Route Location. Next, we experiment with the locations
inside of our model that we determine as the start and end of
our token route r. For this, iterate over the grid of possible
combinations of route ri,j . The results of this are shown in
Table 6. We find that the choice of i and j seems to be fairly
arbitrary with the exception of r8,10, which resulted in the
worst performance (FID = 232.53). We attribute this to the
fact that the model does not have enough capacity after the
tokens get reintroduced to process them appropriately. How-
ever, disregarding this exception, we notice that the specific
variants of ri,j do not have immense impacts on the overall
performance of the model. This is also underlined by the
near equal performance of DiT-B/2+TREAD-1 (FID = 35.78)
and DiT-B/2+TREAD-1 (random) (FID = 36.80) as shown in Ta-
ble 1. Therefore, we optimize for long routes to leverage the
positive effects that routing has on the computational cost.

Multi-Route Loss. Applying multiple routes r and there-
fore also multiple binary masks associated with each leads

End(j)
Start(i) 0 2 4 6 8

2 103.40 – – – –
4 97.02 93.21 – – –
6 95.17 94.98 94.11 – –
8 96.27 102.64 97.69 108.29 –

10 118.10 101.39 103.41 103.49 232.53

Table 6. Comparisons of FID between different route configurations
ri,j on S/4 models trained on 400K iterations and evaluated using
10,000 samples. It is notable that all evaluations are numerically
fairly close, with the distinction of ri,10 showing a substantially
worse FID. We attribute this to the fact that the model lacks signifi-
cant computational power to recover from the masking and utilize
the introduced information.

Model FID ↓
DiT-B/2 43.47

+ TREAD-2 28.80
w/o xt 37.65
w/o D

lj−1

θ (·, ·) w.r.t. rj,k 50.31

w/o Multi-Route Loss 44.54

Table 7. Ablation over the components in the linear combina-
tion γt,j−1 and the effect of the Multi-Route Loss on FID in a
DiT-B/2+TREAD-2 . We demonstrate that every presented compo-
nent is vital to the performance of the model, with xt having
the least impact on FID while still significantly falling behind
DiT-B/2+TREAD-2 . Not utilizing previously formed representations
over the entire token set Dlj−1

θ (·, ·) deteriorates the performance
significantly, and not incorporating all routes r and their corre-
sponding binary masks into the loss sees similar results.

to a shuffle between V̄1
m(xt) and V̄k

m(D
lj−1

θ (·, ·)) which ren-
ders the loss presented in Equation (10) insufficient. There-
fore, we apply the in Equation (15) presented loss. In Table 7,
the effect of leaving out this Multi-Route Loss is demon-
strated by using two routes and only reflecting the effect of
the first r into the loss.

Linear Combination of Feature Maps. As mentioned in
Section 4, all routes, except for the first, face the choice be-
tween incorporating xt or the last formed representation over
all tokens Dlj−1

θ (·, ·) w.r.t. some route ri,j . This decision is
circumvented by using a linear combination γt,j−1 of both
with the advantages that the introduction of xt brings without
disregarding already formed representations. In Table 7, it is
demonstrated how leaving out one of these components can
impact the performance respectively. As expected, the result-
ing DiT-B/2 models show deteriorated performance without
D

lj−1

θ (·, ·) as this forces more task complexity into deeper
layers due to missing intermediate representations. Not in-



cluding xt still shows higher FID than DiT-B/2+TREAD-2 as
well, underlining its importance.

6. Conclusion
In this work, we propose a diffusion training strategy,
TREAD, that can be applied to any architecture without
requiring extensions or adaptations. It offers increased per-
formance and lower computational cost simultaneously by
routing noisy tokens into deeper layers. Further, it offers
great flexibility while retaining good robustness through ar-
bitrary route locations. Overall, this results in convergence
speedups on ImageNet-1K 256 × 256 by roughly one order
of magnitude compared to the standard training of diffusion
models. Our extensive experiments demonstrate that we
achieve competitive benchmark results, even with limited
computational resources.
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A. Implementation Details

A.1. Experimental Configuration

In contrast to DiT [35] and MDT [13], which leverage the ADM framework [7], our experimental approach is grounded in
the formulation of EDM [24]. Specifically, we implement EDM’s preconditioning through a σ-dependent skip connection,
utilizing the standard parameter settings.

This approach eliminates the necessity to train ADM’s noise covariance parameterization, as required by DiT. For the
inference phase, we adopt the default temporal schedule defined by:

ti<N =

(
t
1
ρ
max +

i

N − 1

(
t
1
ρ

min − t
1
ρ
max

))ρ

, (16)

where the parameters are set to N = 40, ρ = 7, tmax = 80, and tmin = 0.002. Furthermore, we employ Heun’s method as the
ODE solver for the sampling process. This choice has been shown to achieve FID scores comparable to those obtained with
250 DDPM steps while significantly reducing the number of required steps [24, 58].

The noise distribution adheres to the EDM configuration, defined by:

ln(pσ) ∼ N (Pmean, Pstd), (17)

with Pmean = −1.2 and Pstd = 1.2. For detailed information, refer to the EDM paper [24].

A.2. Network Details

Specific Routes In Table 8, we specify the exact routes r used for each model type. We ensure that the first route always
begins at Dl0

θ to maximize the potential length that the route r spans. Given that the design space of TREADis inherently
constrained by the number of layers, we choose different route endings for various model sizes. In the multi-route setting, we
leverage the insights from Table 6 and introduce a few computational blocks between two distinct routes.

Model # of Routes Route

DiT-S 1 r0,8
DiT-S 2 r0,4, r6,9
DiT-B 1 r0,8
DiT-B (random) 1 r0,g
DiT-B 2 r0,4, r6,9
DiT-XL 1 r0,21
DiT-XL 2 r0,10, r13,21
RWKV 1 r0,8

Table 8. The exact routes ri,j applied to each model size. DiT-B (random) applies a random route for each forward pass with g ∈ [2, 8].

Model # of Parameters (Millions)

DiT 675
DiT+TREAD 675
MaskDiT 730
SD-DiT 740

Table 9. Comparison of the number of network parameters. MaskDiT and SD-DiT add a substantial number of parameters, approximately
10% of those in XL-sized DiT models. This additional parameter count is fixed across different model sizes [58, 59], which can slow down
smaller models since the relative size of the added decoder components increases.



Parameter Comparison As previously discussed, our method does not require any modifications to the architecture
itself, whereas other methods incorporate a predefined decoder head on top of the standard DiT structure. This introduces
computational overhead that is particularly noticeable in smaller models. Since our method does not need these additional
parameters, we reduce the computational cost associated with the decoder head. This is demonstrated in Table 9.

Diffusion-RWKV Setting Due to the nature of RWKV and other state-space models (SSMs) [1, 15, 22], a row selection
strategy is applied instead of a random selection. Additionally, we adhere to the DiT configuration in the RWKV setting.
Nevertheless, we are able to improve upon our own Diffusion-RWKV [12] baseline using TREAD. The poor performance of
our RWKV baseline can be attributed to the number of layers; our model consists of only 12 layers, whereas [12] recommends
using 25 or even 49 layers.

Pruning, Masking & Routing In Figure 5, we provide an overview of pruning, masking, and routing. While pruning can
be seen as a subcategory of masking where tokens are removed based on importance or a learned heuristic, routing does not
remove tokens but merely withholds them from computational blocks.

Layer

Random Token Selection

Layer

Layer

Random Token Selection

Regular Token

Routed Token

Learnable Token
Layer

Layer

Importance-based Token
Selection

Layer

Removed Tokens

Figure 5. Comparison of three techniques for reducing the number of processed tokens: token pruning (left), masking (middle), and routing
(right). Token pruning involves decreasing the token count by eliminating redundant tokens and retaining only the most important ones.
This method can be considered a subset of masking, which broadly encompasses techniques that reduce the number of tokens by randomly
selecting and discarding them. In contrast, routing aims to achieve the primary goal of reducing computational resource usage through
fundamentally different mechanisms. Routing can be implemented either randomly or via a learned function, as demonstrated by Raposo
et al. [40]. Importantly, routing does not result in permanent information loss; instead, the omitted tokens are merely withheld from specific
computational blocks, ensuring that information remains accessible within the model.



A.3. Pseudocode for a forward pass with a single route

Algorithm 1 Forward Pass with Routes in TREAD

Require:
1: Input tokens x
2: Timestep t
3: Class label y
4: Route strategy route strat (Vector indicating route actions at each layer)
5: Initialize:
6: x← Embed(x)
7: c← Condition(t, y)
8: xorig ← x
9: for i = 1 to B do

10: action← route strat[i]
11: if action = 1 then ▷ Route starts at layer i
12: xskip ← x
13: x← ApplySelection(x, route)
14: end if
15: x← ProcessLayer(x, c)
16: if action = −1 then ▷ Route ends at layer i
17: xreintro ← xorig + xskip
18: x← ReintroduceTokens(x,xreintro)
19: end if
20: end for
21: return x

B. More Extensive Comparison
In this work, we consider FID [19] to still be the main metric of comparison between generative methods for class-conditional
image synthesis even though other metrics exist [25, 33] exist. In Table 10, we provide a more extensive evaluation against
both our baselines and as well as an additional set of methods that are often referred to.

Method FID↓ sFID↓ IS↑ Prec.↑ Rec.↑
Pixel-based diffusion methods

ADM [7] 10.94 6.02 100.98 0.69 0.63
ADM-U [7] 7.49 5.13 127.49 0.72 0.63

Latent-based diffusion methods
U-Net-based architectures

LDM-8 [41] 15.51 - 79.03 0.65 0.63
LDM-4 [41] 10.56 - 209.52 0.84 0.35

Transformer-based architectures
DiT-XL/2 [35] 9.62 6.85 121.50 0.67 0.67
DiT-XL/2+TREAD-2 (ours) 6.58 6.32 136.82 0.76 0.56
SiT-XL/2 [28] 8.61 6.32 131.65 0.68 0.67
SD-DiT-XL/2 [59] 7.21 5.17 144.68 0.72 0.61
MDT-XL/2 [13] 6.23 5.23 143.02 0.71 0.65
MaskDiT-XL/2 [58] 5.69 10.34 177.99 0.74 0.60

Table 10. Absolute performance comparison of various diffusion-based methods categorized by type and architectures without considering the
computational cost (iterations and batch size). FID [19] and sFID [33] measure fidelity, IS represents Inception Score, and Precision/Recall
[25]. For both FID and sFID, the lower, the better, while for IS and Precision/Recall, higher is better.



Classifier-free Guidance We apply Classifier-free Guidance (CFG) to our DiT-XL/2+TREAD-2 . We reach an FID of 3.40
after only 700K training iterations with routing, which is competitive with other efficiency-based methods [58, 59]. We further
show the FID without CFG (CFG=1.0) and with CFG (CFG=1.5) during the progress of training in Figure 6
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Figure 6. Comparison between FID (CFG=1.0) against FID (CFG=1.5) across training iterations of a DIT-B/2 and DiT-B/2+TREAD-2 model
using 10K samples. We show that our method outpeforms our standard baseline using the no classifier-free guidance (CFG=1.0) as well as
the standard scale (CFG=1.5) for ImageNet256.



C. Examples
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Figure 7. Selected samples produced with DiT-XL/2+TREAD-2 (+CFG). We use 40 deterministic EDM [24] steps.
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Figure 8. Selected samples produced with DiT-XL/2+TREAD-2 (+CFG). We use 40 deterministic EDM [24] steps.
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