2501.05763v1 [cs.CV] 10 Jan 2025

arXiv
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Figure 1. Overview of the proposed method: (a) We introduce a spatiotemporal autoregression framework for long-range scene generation.
The generated scene is represented as a set of sparsely sampled posed images. The generation of the current sliding window of images
(blue dotted box) is conditioned on spatially adjacent images that are generated previously (green frustums) and temporally overlapping
image (blue solid box) from the preceding window. (b) The spatial conditioning images are processed by a large reconstruction model,
which extracts the 3D information and renders the reconstructed latent features to each novel view. These spatial features, together with the
temporal conditioning image, are used to condition the generation of the current window through a video diffusion model and a ControlNet.
(c) The framework is used to implement three downstream tasks, including sparse view interpolation, perpetual view generation, and layout-

conditioned city generation.

Abstract

Recent advances in large reconstruction and generative
models have significantly improved scene reconstruction
and novel view generation. However, due to compute limita-
tions, each inference with these large models is confined to a
small area, making long-range consistent scene generation
challenging. To address this, we propose StarGen, a novel
framework that employs a pre-trained video diffusion model
in an autoregressive manner for long-range scene genera-
tion. The generation of each video clip is conditioned on
the 3D warping of spatially adjacent images and the tem-

*indicates equal contribution.
"indicates corresponding author.

porally overlapping image from previously generated clips,
improving spatiotemporal consistency in long-range scene
generation with precise pose control. The spatiotemporal
condition is compatible with various input conditions, fa-
cilitating diverse tasks, including sparse view interpolation,
perpetual view generation, and layout-conditioned city gen-
eration. Quantitative and qualitative evaluations demon-
strate StarGen’s superior scalability, fidelity, and pose ac-
curacy compared to state-of-the-art methods. Project page:
https://zju3dv.github.io/StarGen.

1. Introduction

In recent years, the rapid development of large models has


https://zju3dv.github.io/StarGen

driven significant progress in 3D reconstruction and gen-
eration, with the two fields increasingly intertwining and
complementing each other. On the reconstruction side,
the emergence of large reconstruction models [30, 70, 75]
has successfully reduced the reliance on dense multi-view
captures. Meanwhile, generation models have been lever-
aged to address the challenge of filling invisible regions
in sparsely captured views [40, 61, 71]. On the genera-
tion side, 3D reconstruction techniques have facilitated the
lifting of 2D generation models to 3D generation tasks,
either by distilling 2D distributions into a 3D representa-
tion [36, 48, 58], or by reconstructing the 3D represen-
tation from 2D generated images [15, 29, 74]. In addi-
tion, large reconstruction models have also been utilized to
enhance consistency among generated 2D multi-view im-
ages [21, 71, 81].

One major limitation of these large reconstruction and
generation models is that, under limited compute resources,
only a restricted number of tokens can be processed in a sin-
gle inference. Consequently, current methods are typically
confined to generating single objects or short-range scenes,
making it challenging to support long-range scene genera-
tion. While there are temporal autoregression methods that
condition the first frames of a current video clip on the last
frames of the previously generated clip to enable long-range
video generation, they only maintain temporal consistency
over short periods [16, 22]. As time progresses, errors ac-
cumulate, and spatial consistency becomes difficult to pre-
serve. For example, when moving back and forth within the
same area, each pass may generate inconsistent content at
the same location.

In this work, we present StarGen, a SpatioTemporal
AutoRegression  framework for long-range scene
Generation.  As illustrated in Fig. 1, the key idea is
to condition the generation of each video clip not only on
temporally adjacent images but also on spatially adjacent
ones that share common content with the current window.
We introduce a large reconstruction model that extracts
3D information from the spatial conditioning images and
renders the reconstructed latent features to each novel view,
guiding the generation with precise pose control. Our
contributions are summarized as follows:

* We propose StarGen, a novel autoregression framework
that combines both spatial and temporal conditions to
support long-range scene generation with precise pose
control.

* We present a novel architecture that complements a care-
fully designed large reconstruction model with a pre-
trained video diffusion model for spatiotemporal condi-
tioned video generation.

* We demonstrate the versatility of StarGen by implement-
ing three tasks within the framework, including sparse
view interpolation, perpetual view generation, and layout-

conditioned city generation.

* We conduct quantitative and qualitative evaluations
demonstrating that StarGen achieves superior scalability,
fidelity, and pose accuracy compared to state-of-the-art
methods.

2. Related Work

The Reconstruction Models. The traditional 3D recon-
struction pipeline includes Structure from Motion for cam-
era pose estimation [69, 73], Multi-View Stereo for point
cloud reconstruction [12, 23], and mesh extraction with tex-
turing for novel view synthesis [14, 45]. Recent advances,
like neural radiance fields (NeRF) [3, 4, 8, 44], use MLPs to
represent geometry and appearance implicitly, significantly
improving novel view synthesis quality but at the cost of
longer rendering times. The 3D-GS [33] method, which
uses 3D Gaussian point clouds and efficient Gaussian splat-
ting, significantly improves the rendering efficiency. Fur-
ther research [9, 31, 42, 72] has enhanced its rendering
quality and geometric accuracy, while also extending its
application to dynamic scenes [35, 78]. However, dense
multi-view captures are still required, which limits broader
applicability. To address this, recent work has focused on
feed-forward regression models for sparse view reconstruc-
tion. PixelNeRF [70] pioneered this approach by regressing
pixel-aligned neural radiance fields, and later NeRF-based
methods have enhanced feature matching [7], 3D repre-
sentation [7, 64], and model architecture design [18, 50].
Concurrently, methods such as SplatterImage [53], Pix-
elSplat [6], and similar works [13, 56, 65] adopt 3D-
GS as a lightweight alternative to NeRF. More recently,
transformer-based architectures [30, 54, 66, 75] have been
introduced, leveraging their scalability. Despite these ad-
vancements, the reconstruction of occluded or invisible re-
gions from sparse views remains a significant challenge.

The Generation Models.  The early era of generation
models was dominated by Generative Adversarial Networks
(GANSs), which learn to generate data through an adversar-
ial process between a generator and a discriminator [24, 32,
80]. Later, diffusion models emerged and demonstrated su-
perior performance over GANs in a wide range of tasks,
leveraging a gradual denoising process that transforms ran-
dom noise into high-quality samples [28, 49, 51]. Recently,
Diffusion Transformers (DiT) [11, 43, 46] have established
themselves as a more powerful alternative to traditional
UNet-based architectures, becoming the mainstream back-
bone for diffusion models due to their scalability and ability
to model long-range dependencies. ControlNet-like mech-
anisms [ 10, 76] further improve the controllability of diffu-
sion models through conditional inputs, allowing for fine-
grained control over generated content. These advances
have been expanded into video generation by training on
video data, enabling the creation of coherent image se-



quences [5, 25, 68]. Recent works [26, 59] have also in-
troduced motion control mechanisms to guide the tempo-
ral dynamics of generated videos, significantly enhancing
their practicality for real-world applications. The 2D dif-
fusion models have also be lifted to 3D generation tasks.
Early methods achieve this by distilling 2D distributions
into 3D representations [37, 41, 48], but they are typically
limited to generating single objects. Other approaches at-
tempt to generate larger scenes through incremental inpaint-
ing [20, 29, 36]. However, due to the lack of spatial con-
straints between different generation steps, they often suffer
from poor long-term consistency.

Combining Reconstruction and Generation. Nowadays,
the task of reconstruction and generation are beginning to
merge, gradually alleviating the limitations of each individ-
ual task [40, 61, 71]. These methods use large reconstruc-
tion models [55, 70] to reconstruct visible regions while em-
ploying diffusion models [49, 63] to fill in the invisible ar-
eas, enabling sparse view reconstruction and even perpetual
view generation. Specifically, ReconFusion [61] uses Pixel-
NeRF [70] for reconstruction of visible regions, and image
diffusion [49] for generation of invisible regions. However,
since the images are generated independently, inconsisten-
cies can arise between consecutive frames. NeRF recon-
struction is used to mitigate these inconsistencies by aver-
aging them out, though it can introduce some blurriness.
Concurrent works ReconX [40] and ViewCrafter [71] im-
prove temporal consistency through video diffusion mod-
els. However, under limited compute resources, only a short
clip of images can be processed by a video diffusion model
in a single inference. As a result, only intra-clip consis-
tency can be guaranteed. To improve inter-clip consistency,
ReconX treats adjacent sparse input images as the first and
last frames of a generated clip. It employs DUSt3R [55] to
reconstruct the point cloud from the two images, which is
encoded as a condition for the next clip generation. Sim-
ilarly, ViewCrafter uses point cloud as a global represen-
tation, projecting the previously reconstructed point cloud
onto the current clip as the condition. After generating
current clip, the generated images are used to reconstruct
and expand the global point cloud, enabling perpetual view
generation in the autoregressive manner. However, due to
inherent errors in point cloud reconstruction, which accu-
mulate from one clip to the next, scalability is limited. In
contrast, the proposed StarGen samples generated images
as the global representation to mitigate error accumulation
and improve scalability.

3. Method

An overview of the proposed method is presented in Fig. 1.
The approach is an autoregression framework for long-
range scene generation, where each step generates a sliding
window of images conditioned on the previously generated

content, as illustrated in Fig. 1(a) and explained in Sec. 3.1.
Within each step, the method for generating the current slid-
ing window is shown in Fig. 1(b) and detailed in Sec. 3.2.
The framework is used to implement three downstream
tasks as depicted in Fig. 1(c) and described in Sec. 3.3.

3.1. Spatiotemporal Autoregression

Given a long-range pose trajectory, StarGen generates an
image for each pose. Similar to previous temporal autore-
gression methods based on video diffusion models [16, 22],
the long-range generation progresses through overlapping
sliding windows {W,}< | of short video clips, indicated
by the dotted boxes in Fig. 1(a). The generation of cur-
rent window Wy, is conditioned on the temporally over-
lapping image I;:’mp from the previous window Wy_q, as
indicated by the blue solid box. To handle cases where
temporally non-adjacent images may share common con-
tent with current window, we introduce spatially adjacent
images to enhance spatial consistency. Specifically, we
represent the generated scene as a set of sparsely sam-
pled images {I;"}M,, each paired with an input pose P;
and a generated depth map D,. We identify the two spa-
tial conditioning images (I, I;"™) with the largest com-
mon area with the current window, illustrated by the green
frustums. These spatial and temporal conditioning images
(I, I I,"™) are fed into a spatiotemproal-conditioned
video generation model to generate the current clip, which
is illustrated in Fig. 1(b) and will be detailed in Sec. 3.2. Fi-
nally, two images are evenly sampled from the current clip
and added to the set of sampled images, and the window
slides forward.

3.2. Spatiotemporal-Conditioned Video Generation

We carefully design a large reconstruction model that is
combined with a pretrained video diffusion model to gen-
erate a video clip conditioned on the previously generated
content, as illustrated in Fig. 2. Formally, given the spatial
condition C** = {I;* P;},_;, ;,, the temporal condition
Ctemp = {T7™P}, a text prompt T, and the novel view poses
Pv = {P;}¥ | the goal is to model the conditional distri-

j=1>
bution of generated images for novel views x = {x; }é\’:l:
X ~ p9 (X|Cspat’ Ctemp’ r]:\7 PHOV)7 (1)

where 6 represents the model parameters, and [V is the num-
ber of images in each video clip. This formulation enables
the model to leverage both spatial and temporal conditions
to guide the generation of novel view images.

Spatial Condition. Inspired by latenSplat [60], we predict
the scene structure from the two spatial conditioning im-
ages, and render the reconstructed latent features into each
novel view to guide the generation. Specifically, we uti-
lize a Large Reconstruction Model (LRM) to predict scene

structure from two spatial conditioning images (LF", L"),
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Figure 2. Spatiotemporal-Conditioned Video Generation. Given two posed images as spatial conditions (green box on the left), the large
reconstruction model regresses their depth maps and feature maps. The two feature maps F*** and F>" are rendered into novel views F"

and temporally compressed to the latent space of CogVideoX, resulting in z
box on the right) is encoded to replace the corresponding latent in z°

the generation of CogVideoX through a ControlNet.

Unlike existing methods [6, 13, 56], which rely solely on
color information, our approach incorporates a prior depth
map and Pliicker coordinates [47] as additional inputs. The
complete LRM input is {I**, D™ PsPat}zzil,iz, includ-
ing the RGB image I:Pat € RH XWX?’, the depth map
ﬁzpa[ € RHXWx1 predicted by Depth Anything V2 [67],
and the Pliicker coordinates PP € R *Wx6 derived from
the input pose P;, where H and W are image height and
width respectively. Following GS-LRM [75], we stack,
patchify, and concatenate the LRM inputs into a sequence
of tokens. These tokens are fed into a transformer net-
work to regress the depth maps {D3*"},_;, ;, and feature
maps {F},_; ;, corresponding to the two condition-
ing views. Note that, unlike the scale-free ]f):pat obtained
from monocular depth prediction, the regressed D™ is ex-
pected to be scale-aligned with the input poses. So we can
render the features into novel views given the novel view
poses P™ = {P;}X |, obtaining the novel view features

j=1
FroV = {F7*"}/_, and depth maps D" = {D}*"} )
F™, D™ = R{FP DP P;lici, i, P™).  (2)

The invisible regions in F™V are filled with zeros. In this
way, the structure, appearance, camera motion, and visibil-
ity information are encoded in F"*, which will condition
the generation process to ensure that the visible regions are
consistent with the spatial conditioning images, the invisi-
ble regions are identified and inpainted, and the input pose
trajectory is followed. To align the condition to the latent
space of video diffusion model, we set the dimension of

each feature map to match the latent dimension, i.e. F}* €

R"Xwxc and train a small causal compression network to

compress the temporal dimension of FV ¢ RNxhxwxe

, resulting in the spatiotemporal condition z

P4 Simultaneously, the temporal conditioning image (blue

steond " which conditions

from N to n, resulting in zP* € R"*h>xwx¢  Pollowing

CogVideoX [68], every four frames except the first one are
compressed into one frame, resultinginn = 14+ (N —1)/4.
Spatiotemporal Condition. Previous methods typically
support temporal conditioning by tuning the backbone T2V
model into an 12V model [68], resulting in the need to
train different backbones for conditioning at different posi-
tions [63]. To enhance the versatility without backbone tun-
ing, we directly replace the corresponding latent frame in
z*?. Specifically, the temporal conditioning image I;™ is

fed into the pretrained VAE encoder to obtain a latent z,,
For conditioning on the first frame, the first latent frame
in z*" is directly replaced with z)"". For conditioning on
other frame, we modify the novel view pose trajectory by in-
serting three duplicated poses at frame k. These four static
frames will be compressed into one in z***, which is re-
placed with z)™". The replaced latent is denoted as z***",
which serves as the condition for CogVideoX through a
ControlNet [10] to generate a video consistent with the spa-
tial and temporal conditions.

Training Loss. The training loss combines three weighted
terms:

temp

L= )\depthﬁdeplh + )\latent»clatent + )\diffusionﬁdiffusiona (3)

where /\depth = 0.05, )\latem = 0.1, and )\diffusion = 1.0in our
experiments. The first term Lyeps supervises the rendered
depth map D" to train LRM. We use the scale-free loss:

©(1/D5)

Lapn =Y ||r(1/D3) - ‘2, )

jeSnov

where S§™V denotes an evenly sampled subset of novel
views. |S"| = 3 in our experiments for efficiency. D}*Y



is predicted by Depth Anything V2. (-) normalizes the
inverse depth to [0, 1], defined as:

1/D — min(1/D)

max(1/D) — min(1/D)" ®)

©(1/D) =

The second term Liyene supervises the latent zSP to train
both LRM and causal compression network:

Liatent = stpat - E(X) H2 , (6)

where £ denotes the pretrained VAE encoder, and x is the
groundtruth novel view images. The third term Lgifrusion 1S
the traditional diffusion loss:

£diffusion = ]Ex, t, T, zscond ¢ HEQ (zt7 t, T7 ZSt-cond) - €H2 ’
(7
where €y is the denoising network with model parameters
0, z,; is the noisy latent corrupted by known noise ¢, and ¢

denotes the diffusion timestep.

3.3. Downstream Tasks

Sparse view interpolation is a key step in sparse view re-
construction, as demonstrated by concurrent works [40, 71]
closely related to ours. Given the start and end frames, it
generates the intermediate images. In the framework of
StarGen, we distinguish two cases based on overlap be-
tween the two input images. In cases where the two in-
put images have large overlapping regions, they serve as
both spatial and temporal conditions, which are fed into the
spatiotemporal-conditioned video generation model to gen-
erate an interpolated video. For long-range scenes where
the start and end frames share minimal or even no com-
mon region, we propose a two-pass approach. In the first
pass, the process is similar to the previous approach, but the
pose difference between adjacent generated images is larger
compared to the first case, resulting in a set of sparsely sam-
pled images for the next pass. In the second pass, each
pair of adjacent images from the first pass is treated as the
start and end frames of a clip. All clips are then generated
sequentially using the proposed spatiotemporal autoregres-
sion.

Perpetual view generation is the task of generating novel
views of a scene from a single image while allowing pose
control [39, 71]. In the framework of StarGen, the input im-
age serves as both the spatial and temporal condition for the
first generated clip. The remaining clips are then generated
using the proposed spatiotemporal autoregression. Com-
pared to the task of sparse view interpolation, where both
the start and end frames provide constraints, perpetual view
generation only has a constraint on the first frame. As a re-
sult, it is more sensitive to error accumulation and places
higher demands on the scalability of the generation model,
making it an excellent demonstration of StarGen’s capabil-
1ties.

Dataset ‘ RealEstate-10K ‘ ACID

Method | PSNRT SSIM LPIPS|| PSNRT SSIM{ LPIPS,
pixelNeRF* [70] | 20.43 0.589 0.550 | 20.97 0.547 0.533
GPNR" [52] 24.11 0.793 0.255 | 2528 0.764 0.332
AttnRend” [18] 2478 0.820 0.213 | 26.88 0.799 0.218
MuRF" [64] 26.10 0.858 0.143 | 28.09 0.841 0.155

pixelSplat’ [6] 25.89 0.858 0.142 | 28.14 0.839 0.150
MVSplat' [13] 26.39 0.839 0.128 | 28.25 0.843 0.144
GS-LRM' [75] 28.10 0.892 0.114 | - - -
DepthSplat™ [65] | 27.44 0.887 0.119 | - - -

ReconX' [40] 2831 0.912 0.088 | 28.84 0.891 0.101
ViewCrafter” [71]| 2423 0.790 0217 | 23.48 0.660 0.299
StarGen (ours)* | 28.49 0.894 0.088 | 29.69 0.876 0.116

Table 1. Quantitative comparison of sparse view interpolation.
The upper part shows pure reconstruction-based methods, and
the lower part shows the combined reconstruction and generation-
based methods. Superscript * indicates results from MVSplat [13],
" refers to results from their original papers, and * denotes results
run by ourselves.

Layout-conditioned city generation is the task of generat-
ing images given city layout and observation poses [16, 62].
First, we render the city layout into depth and semantic
videos based on the observation poses. We then train two
separate ControlNets for the depth and semantic maps, sim-
ilar to the approach in [10]. These two ControlNets are
combined to generate the first clip. The remaining clips are
then generated using the proposed spatiotemporal autore-
gression. The spatiotemporal condition can be effectively
combined with the depth and semantic conditions, thanks
to the combination capabilities of ControlNets and the flex-
ibility of our proposed framework.

4. Experiments

We first describe the experiment setup in Sec. 4.1, fol-
lowed by qualitative and quantitative evaluations for the
three downstream tasks in Secs. 4.2 to 4.4, respectively. Fi-
nally, we conduct ablation studies in Sec. 4.5.

4.1. Experiment Setup

Implementation Details. Our model is composed of a large
reconstruction model (LRM), a causal compression network
(CCN), and a video diffusion model (VDM) with Control-
Net. For the LRM, we use vision transformer architec-
ture [17], which consists of 12 layers with a hidden size
of 768, an MLP size of 4096, and 12 attention heads, to-
taling 114M parameters. For the CCN, we implement a
Conv3d layer with both input and output channels set to
16, a kernel size of (3, 3, 3), a stride of (1, 1, 1), a dila-
tion of (1, 1, 1), and a padding of (0, 0, 0). For the VDM,
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Figure 3. Qualitative comparison of sparse view interpolation on the RealEstate-10K [79] test dataset under challenging scenario where the
two input images have minimal or no overlap. In these situations, our method demonstrates better performance compared to other methods.
We encourage readers to watch our supplementary video to better appreciate the differences.

Dataset ‘ RealEstate-10K ‘ Tanks-and-Temples
Method ‘ PSNR?T SSIM1 LPIPSH PSNR?T SSIMT LPIPS|
InfNatO [34] 1229 0435 0.632 | 10.78 0.251 0.699
LucidDreamer [36] | 22.27 0.766 0.204 | 16.13 0.482 0.385
MotionCtrl [59] 1586 0.520 0431 | 13.02 0.321 0.584
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ViewCrafter [71] 22.60 0.754 0.195 | 17.25 0.489 0.341
StarGen (ours) 2352 0.792 0.162 | 19.52 0.552 0.332

Table 2. Quantitative comparison of perpetual view generation.
Both ViewCrafter and our method are trained on RealEstate-10K
and not on the Tanks-and-Temples dataset, demonstrating the gen-
eralization capability of both methods.

we use the pretrained CogVideoX-2B-T2I [68] without any
fine-tuning. The ControlNet model contains 6 layers, which
are the trainable copies of the first 6 layers of CogVideoX-
2B-T2I.

Training Details. For the efficiency of training, the pro-
posed model is trained at a resolution of 256x256. The

50 100 150 200 50 100 150 200 50 100 150 200
frames frames frames

(a) (b) ()

Figure 4. Scalability comparison of perpetual view generation on
long-range videos on the RealEstate-10K [79] test dataset. For a
fair FID comparison across different desired numbers of frames,
for each desired frame number N, we generate 5K/N results
for each method. Our method significantly outperforms existing
methods in terms of both fidelity (a) and pose accuracy (b)(c).

training process includes: 1) training the LRM+CCN from
scratch using consecutive frames with a batch size of 384,
starting with 1K warm-up steps and continuing for a to-
tal of 40K steps; 2) training the LRM+CCN using 1 ~ 3
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Figure 5. Qualitative comparison of perpetual view generation on long-range videos on the RealEstate-10K [79] test dataset. While
ViewCrafter exhibits significant degradation as the generated video becomes longer, our method is able to generate reasonable content
throughout the entire sequence. We encourage readers to watch our supplementary video to better appreciate the differences.

Layout StarGen (ours) CityDreamer [62]

Layout StarGen (ours) CityDreamer [62]

Figure 6. Qualitative comparison of layout-conditioned city generation, where the depth and semantic maps are rendered from the Open-
StreetMap dataset [2]. Both CityDreamer [62] and our method can effectively follow the desired layout, but our method achieves signifi-
cantly better fidelity. We encourage readers to watch our supplementary video to better appreciate the differences.

Dataset |  RealBEstate-10K | ACID Dataset |  RealEstate-10K | ACID
Setup | FID,  Rawl Tl | FIDL  Ragd Tal Setup | PSNRT SSIM{ LPIPS| PSNRT SSIM{ LPIPS|
Ours 41.72 2.088 0.453 | 40.73 3.542 0.618 Ours 2849 0.894 0.088 | 29.69 0.876 0.116
w/o spatial cond. 4321 11.70 1.643 | 53.09 4.076 0.684 w/ DUSt3R [55] | 26.94 0.863 0.123 | 26.74 0.823 0.157
w/o temporal cond. | 54.12 7.551 1.314 | 53.37 3.593 0.626 w/o spatial cond. | 23.01 0.738 0.170 | 2547 0.781 0.176
w/o depth input | 27.32 0.867 0.099 | 28.99 0.835 0.127
Table 3. Ablation of the proposed spatiotemporal autoregression w/o depth loss 27.63 0.887 0.093 | 29.12 0.867 0.121
fix LRM 27.15 0.873 0.097 | 28.73 0.863 0.125

on the task of perpetual view generation with 100-frame videos.

frame intervals, with a batch size of 384 for 20K steps; 3)
joint training of the LRM+CCN and ControlNet, also using
1 ~ 3 frame intervals, with a batch size of 240 for 15K
steps. For the task of layout-conditioned city generation,
we additionally train two ControlNets for depth and seman-
tic control, using a batch size of 128 over 20K steps. We
also fine-tune our model by training the LRM+CCN with a
batch size of 16 for 11K steps, followed by separately train-
ing the ControlNet with a batch size of 80 for another 11K

Table 4. Ablation of the proposed spatiotemporal-conditioned
video generation on the task of sparse view interpolation with
single-clip videos.

steps.

Training Datasets. The training data includes RealEstate-
10K [79], ACID [39], and DL3DV-10K [38]. We filter
out short video clips, resulting in a final dataset of 66,859
videos. For the task of layout-conditioned city genera-
tion, we additionally use the CityGen dataset from City-



Dreamer [62], which consists of city layout data from Open-
StreetMap [2] and renderings from Google Earth Studio [1].
The dataset includes 400 trajectories, each originally with
60 frames, which we interpolated to 600 frames.

Metrics. For short-range videos, which are defined as
videos with frames N < 49 (the maximum number of
frames supported by CogVideoX in a single clip), we use
PSNR, SSIM [57], and LPIPS [77] metrics to assess the
similarity between generated images and the groundtruth.
For long-range perpetual view generation, which contains
more than 49 frames and thus require multiple clips, most of
the content is not visible in the first frame and is freely gen-
erated. We use FID [27] to measure the distributional dis-
tance between the generated and groundtruth images. Each
FID calculation is based on 5K images. These metrics are
calculated at a resolution of 256 x 256. For models not orig-
inally designed for this resolution, the outputs are cropped
to 256 x 256 before metric calculation. For long-range
perpetual view generation, we also compute rotation dis-
tance Ry and translation distance 7yis,. We use MASt3R-
StM [19] to estimate the pose of the generated results. The
generated pose trajectories are aligned with the first frame
of the groundtruth, then normalized to match the scale of
the groundtruth trajectory.

4.2. Sparse View Interpolation

Large Overlap. We conduct quantitative comparisons on
sparse input views. The competitors include NeRF-based
methods [64, 70], light field-based methods [18, 52], 3D-
GS based methods [6, 13, 65, 75], and two concurrent works
ReconX [40] and ViewCrafter [71] which are closely related
to our approach as they both combine a large reconstruction
model with a video diffusion model. Note that except for
ViewCrafter and ours, all other methods explicitly recon-
struct the 3D representation and then render it to the novel
views, while ViewCrafter and our approach directly gener-
ate images between the input images with pose control. As
listed in Tab. 1, both ReconX and ours are among the best.

Small Overlap. We further conduct qualitative compar-
isons on more challenging scenarios where the two in-
put images have minimal or no overlap. The competi-
tors include the pure reconstruction-based MVSplat [13]
and the combined reconstruction and generation-based
ViewCrafter. As shown in Fig. 3, MVSplat struggles to
inpaint invisible regions, resulting in holes or distortions.
ViewCrafter relies on the reconstructed point clouds from
input images. When the overlap is too small, it gener-
ates many unreasonable contents or ghosting artifacts. In
contrast, our method can interpolate reasonable content be-
tween input images with precise pose control.

4.3. Perpetual View Generation

Short-Range Video. We conduct quantitative comparisons
on short-range video generation. To ensure a fair com-
parison with ViewCrafter, which supports a maximum of
25 frames per clip, we uniformly evaluate the first gener-
ated 25 frames for all methods. As listed in Tab. 2, our
method consistently achieves the best results in all met-
rics. In short-range video generation, most of the content
is derived from the first frame, with only a small portion
being generated. Therefore, the high similarity scores pri-
marily reflect the superior fidelity and pose accuracy of our
method. Additionally, compared to RealEstate-10K, the
videos in Tanks-and-Temples exhibit faster motion speeds,
leading to varying degrees of performance decline across
all methods. Despite not being trained on this dataset, our
model still achieves commendable metrics, demonstrating
its strong generalization capability.

Long-Range Video. We compare the scalability on long-
range videos. Typically, as the generated video becomes
longer, the fidelity tends to degrade, and the content gradu-
ally deviates from the input trajectory. As shown in Fig. 4,
the scalability of our method significantly outperforms ex-
isting methods in terms of both fidelity (measured by FID)
and pose accuracy (measured by Rgis; and Tgii). The in-
crease in these metrics by our method is significantly slower
compared to other methods. As illustrated in Fig. 5, this
trend is further confirmed. While ViewCrafter exhibits sig-
nificant degradation as the generated video becomes longer,
our method is able to generate reasonable content through-
out the entire sequence.

4.4. Layout-Conditioned City Generation

We conduct qualitative comparison with CityDreamer [62],
a state-of-the-art method for layout-conditioned city gen-
eration. City maps are randomly sampled from Open-
StreetMap [2], and camera trajectories are randomly gen-
erated to render depth and semantic maps, as shown in the
“Layout” column of Fig. 6. Both methods can effectively
follow the desired layout, but our method achieves signifi-
cantly better fidelity.

4.5. Ablation Study

Spatiotemporal Autoregression. We conduct ablation ex-
periments on the task of perpetual view generation with
100-frame videos to evaluate the impact of our proposed
spatial and temporal conditions. As shown in Tab. 3, the
temporal conditions are crucial for maintaining fidelity,
while the spatial conditions enable accurate pose control.
When both components are combined in our method, there
is a significant improvement in both visual fidelity and pose
accuracy, underscoring the benefits of leveraging both spa-
tial and temporal information together.

Spatiotemporal-Conditioned Video Generation. We



conduct ablation experiments on the task sparse view in-
terpolation with single-clip videos to evaluate the impact
of each design choice in the proposed spatiotemporal-
conditioned video generation, as shown in Tab. 4. “w/
DUSt3R” replaces the proposed LRM with DUSt3R, as
done in ViewCrafter. “w/o spatial cond.” refers to a pure
video interpolation method where only the input images are
fixed, without the inclusion of LRM. “w/o depth input” ex-
cludes depth maps predicted by DepthAnything as input,
while “w/o depth loss” omits the novel view depth loss. Fi-
nally, “fix LRM” involves freezing the LRM parameters in
the third training stage, training only the ControlNet. The
results indicate that excluding any of these design choices
leads to performance degradation.

5. Conclusion

In this work, we propose a novel autoregression framework
that combines both spatial and temporal conditions to sup-
port long-range scene generation with precise pose con-
trol. The framework is used to implement three downstream
tasks, including sparse view interpolation, perpetual view
generation, and layout-conditioned city generation. The
quantitative and qualitative evaluations demonstrate that the
proposed method achieves superior scalability, fidelity, and
pose accuracy compared to state-of-the-art methods.

One limitation of our method is handling large loops.
Without absolute constraints, the content generated in the
last clip before closing a loop might significantly differ from
the content at the other end of the loop. The subsequent
clip that closes the loop will attempt to interpolate between
these mismatched sections, leading to unrealistic and unrea-
sonable results. Additionally, we have not yet reconstructed
the generated video into a 3D representation. To fully cover
a large-scale scene, the planned generation trajectory might
need to contain complex loops, making the spatial consis-
tency among the generated video clips crucial for 3D recon-
struction. These are areas for our future research.

References

[1] https://earth.google.com/studio/. 8

[2] https://www.openstreetmap.org/. 7,8

[3] Jonathan T. Barron, Ben Mildenhall, Dor Verbin, Pratul P.
Srinivasan, and Peter Hedman. Mip-NeRF 360: Unbounded
Anti-Aliased Neural Radiance Fields. In IEEE/CVF Confer-
ence on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, CVPR
2022, New Orleans, LA, USA, June 18-24, 2022, pages
5460-5469. IEEE, 2022. 2

[4] Jonathan T. Barron, Ben Mildenhall, Dor Verbin, Pratul P.
Srinivasan, and Peter Hedman. Zip-NeRF: Anti-Aliased
Grid-Based Neural Radiance Fields. In IEEE/CVF Interna-
tional Conference on Computer Vision, ICCV 2023, Paris,
France, October 1-6, 2023, pages 19640-19648. IEEE,
2023. 2

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

[10]

(11]

(12]

[13]

(14]

Andreas Blattmann, Tim Dockhorn, Sumith Kulal, Daniel
Mendelevitch, Maciej Kilian, Dominik Lorenz, Yam Levi,
Zion English, Vikram Voleti, Adam Letts, Varun Jam-
pani, and Robin Rombach. Stable video diffusion: Scal-
ing latent video diffusion models to large datasets. CoRR,
abs/2311.15127, 2023. 3

David Charatan, Sizhe Lester Li, Andrea Tagliasacchi, and
Vincent Sitzmann. PixelSplat: 3D gaussian splats from
image pairs for scalable generalizable 3D reconstruction.
In IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, CVPR 2024, Seattle, WA, USA, June 16-22,
2024, pages 19457-19467. IEEE, 2024. 2,4, 5, 8

Anpei Chen, Zexiang Xu, Fugiang Zhao, Xiaoshuai Zhang,
Fanbo Xiang, Jingyi Yu, and Hao Su. MVSNeRF: fast gener-
alizable radiance field reconstruction from multi-view stereo.
In 2021 IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer
Vision, ICCV 2021, Montreal, QC, Canada, October 10-17,
2021, pages 14104-14113. IEEE, 2021. 2

Anpei Chen, Zexiang Xu, Andreas Geiger, Jingyi Yu, and
Hao Su. TensoRF: Tensorial Radiance Fields. In Computer
Vision - ECCV 2022 - 17th European Conference, Tel Aviv,
Israel, October 23-27, 2022, Proceedings, Part XXXII, pages
333-350. Springer, 2022. 2

Danpeng Chen, Hai Li, Weicai Ye, Yifan Wang, Weijian Xie,
Shangjin Zhai, Nan Wang, Haomin Liu, Hujun Bao, and
Guofeng Zhang. PGSR: Planar-based Gaussian Splatting for
Efficient and High-Fidelity Surface Reconstruction. CoRR,
abs/2406.06521, 2024. 2

Junsong Chen, Yue Wu, Simian Luo, Enze Xie, Sayak Paul,
Ping Luo, Hang Zhao, and Zhenguo Li. Pixart-4: Fast and
controllable image generation with latent consistency mod-
els. CoRR, abs/2401.05252, 2024. 2,4, 5

Junsong Chen, Jincheng Yu, Chongjian Ge, Lewei Yao, Enze
Xie, Zhongdao Wang, James T. Kwok, Ping Luo, Huchuan
Lu, and Zhenguo Li. Pixart-o:: Fast training of diffusion
transformer for photorealistic text-to-image synthesis. In The
Twelfth International Conference on Learning Representa-
tions, ICLR 2024, Vienna, Austria, May 7-11, 2024. Open-
Review.net, 2024. 2

Rui Chen, Songfang Han, Jing Xu, and Hao Su. Point-Based
Multi-View Stereo Network. In 2019 IEEE/CVF Interna-
tional Conference on Computer Vision, ICCV 2019, Seoul,
Korea (South), October 27 - November 2, 2019, pages 1538—
1547. 1IEEE, 2019. 2

Yuedong Chen, Haofei Xu, Chuanxia Zheng, Bohan Zhuang,
Marc Pollefeys, Andreas Geiger, Tat-Jen Cham, and Jianfei
Cai. MVSplat: efficient 3d gaussian splatting from sparse
multi-view images. In European Conference on Computer
Vision, pages 370-386. Springer, 2025. 2,4, 5, 6, 8

Jaehoon Choi, Rajvi Shah, Qinbo Li, Yipeng Wang, Ayush
Saraf, Changil Kim, Jia-Bin Huang, Dinesh Manocha,
Suhib Alsisan, and Johannes Kopf. LTM: lightweight Tex-
tured Mesh Extraction and Refinement of Large Unbounded
Scenes for Efficient Storage and Real-Time Rendering. In
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, CVPR 2024, Seattle, WA, USA, June 16-22,
2024, pages 5053-5063. IEEE, 2024. 2


https://earth.google.com/studio/
https://www.openstreetmap.org/

[15]

[16]

(17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

(21]

(22]

(23]

[24]

Jaeyoung Chung, Suyoung Lee, Hyeongjin Nam, Jaerin Lee,
and Kyoung Mu Lee. LucidDreamer: Domain-free genera-
tion of 3D gaussian splatting scenes. CoRR, abs/2311.13384,
2023. 2

Boyang Deng, Richard Tucker, Zhengqi Li, Leonidas J.
Guibas, Noah Snavely, and Gordon Wetzstein. Streetscapes:
Large-scale consistent street view generation using autore-
gressive video diffusion. In ACM SIGGRAPH 2024 Confer-
ence Papers, SIGGRAPH 2024, Denver, CO, USA, 27 July
2024- 1 August 2024, page 27. ACM, 2024. 2,3, 5

Alexey Dosovitskiy, Lucas Beyer, Alexander Kolesnikov,
Dirk Weissenborn, Xiaohua Zhai, Thomas Unterthiner,
Mostafa Dehghani, Matthias Minderer, Georg Heigold, Syl-
vain Gelly, Jakob Uszkoreit, and Neil Houlsby. An image
is worth 16x16 words: Transformers for image recognition
at scale. In 9th International Conference on Learning Rep-
resentations, ICLR 2021, Virtual Event, Austria, May 3-7,
2021. OpenReview.net, 2021. 5

Yilun Du, Cameron Smith, Ayush Tewari, and Vincent Sitz-
mann. Learning to render novel views from wide-baseline
stereo pairs. In IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vi-
sion and Pattern Recognition, CVPR 2023, Vancouver, BC,
Canada, June 17-24, 2023, pages 4970-4980. IEEE, 2023.
2,5,8

Bardienus Pieter Duisterhof, Lojze Zust, Philippe Weinza-
epfel, Vincent Leroy, Yohann Cabon, and Jérdme Revaud.
MASt3R-SfM: a fully-integrated solution for unconstrained
structure-from-motion. CoRR, abs/2409.19152, 2024. 8

Rafail Fridman, Amit Abecasis, Yoni Kasten, and Tali Dekel.
Scenescape: Text-driven consistent scene generation. In Ad-
vances in Neural Information Processing Systems 36: An-
nual Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems
2023, NeurIPS 2023, New Orleans, LA, USA, December 10
- 16, 2023,2023. 3

Ruiqi Gao, Aleksander Holynski, Philipp Henzler, Arthur
Brussee, Ricardo Martin-Brualla, Pratul P. Srinivasan,
Jonathan T. Barron, and Ben Poole. CAT3D: create any-
thing in 3d with multi-view diffusion models. CoRR,
abs/2405.10314, 2024. 2

Shenyuan Gao, Jiazhi Yang, Li Chen, Kashyap Chitta, Yi-
hang Qiu, Andreas Geiger, Jun Zhang, and Hongyang Li.
Vista: A generalizable driving world model with high fidelity
and versatile controllability. CoRR, abs/2405.17398, 2024.
2,3

Michael Goesele, Noah Snavely, Brian Curless, Hugues
Hoppe, and Steven M. Seitz. Multi-View Stereo for Commu-
nity Photo Collections. In IEEE 11th International Confer-
ence on Computer Vision, ICCV 2007, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil,
October 14-20, 2007, pages 1-8. IEEE Computer Society,
2007. 2

Ian J. Goodfellow, Jean Pouget-Abadie, Mehdi Mirza, Bing
Xu, David Warde-Farley, Sherjil Ozair, Aaron C. Courville,
and Yoshua Bengio. Generative adversarial nets. In Ad-
vances in Neural Information Processing Systems 27: An-
nual Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems
2014, December 8-13 2014, Montreal, Quebec, Canada,
pages 2672-2680, 2014. 2

10

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

(29]

(30]

(31]

(32]

(33]

(34]

(35]

Yuwei Guo, Ceyuan Yang, Anyi Rao, Zhengyang Liang,
Yaohui Wang, Yu Qiao, Maneesh Agrawala, Dahua Lin,
and Bo Dai. Animatediff: Animate your personalized text-
to-image diffusion models without specific tuning. In The
Twelfth International Conference on Learning Representa-
tions, ICLR 2024, Vienna, Austria, May 7-11, 2024. Open-
Review.net, 2024. 3

Hao He, Yinghao Xu, Yuwei Guo, Gordon Wetzstein, Bo
Dai, Hongsheng Li, and Ceyuan Yang. Cameractrl: En-
abling camera control for text-to-video generation. CoRR,
abs/2404.02101, 2024. 3

Martin Heusel, Hubert Ramsauer, Thomas Unterthiner,
Bernhard Nessler, and Sepp Hochreiter. Gans trained by a
two time-scale update rule converge to a local nash equilib-
rium. In Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems
30: Annual Conference on Neural Information Processing
Systems 2017, December 4-9, 2017, Long Beach, CA, USA,
pages 6626-6637, 2017. 8

Jonathan Ho, Ajay Jain, and Pieter Abbeel. Denoising dif-
fusion probabilistic models. In Advances in Neural Informa-
tion Processing Systems 33: Annual Conference on Neural
Information Processing Systems 2020, NeurIPS 2020, De-
cember 6-12, 2020, virtual, 2020. 2

Lukas Hollein, Ang Cao, Andrew Owens, Justin Johnson,
and Matthias NieBner. Text2Room: Extracting textured 3D
meshes from 2D text-to-image models. In IEEE/CVF Inter-
national Conference on Computer Vision, ICCV 2023, Paris,
France, October 1-6, 2023, pages 7875-7886. IEEE, 2023.
2,3

Yicong Hong, Kai Zhang, Jiuxiang Gu, Sai Bi, Yang Zhou,
Difan Liu, Feng Liu, Kalyan Sunkavalli, Trung Bui, and
Hao Tan. LRM: large reconstruction model for single image
to 3D. In The Twelfth International Conference on Learn-
ing Representations, ICLR 2024, Vienna, Austria, May 7-11,
2024. OpenReview.net, 2024. 2

Binbin Huang, Zehao Yu, Anpei Chen, Andreas Geiger, and
Shenghua Gao. 2D Gaussian Splatting for Geometrically Ac-
curate Radiance Fields. In ACM SIGGRAPH 2024 Confer-
ence Papers, SIGGRAPH 2024, Denver, CO, USA, 27 July
2024- 1 August 2024, page 32. ACM, 2024. 2

Tero Karras, Samuli Laine, and Timo Aila. A style-based
generator architecture for generative adversarial networks. In
IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recogni-
tion, CVPR 2019, Long Beach, CA, USA, June 16-20, 2019,
pages 4401-4410. Computer Vision Foundation / IEEE,
2019. 2

Bernhard Kerbl, Georgios Kopanas, Thomas Leimkiihler,
and George Drettakis. 3D Gaussian Splatting for Real-
Time Radiance Field Rendering. ACM Trans. Graph., 42
(4):139:1-139:14, 2023. 2

Zhengqi Li, Qiangian Wang, Noah Snavely, and Angjoo
Kanazawa. InfiniteNature-Zero: Learning Perpetual View
Generation of Natural Scenes from Single Images. In Com-
puter Vision - ECCV 2022 - 17th European Conference, Tel
Aviv, Israel, October 23-27, 2022, Proceedings, Part I, pages
515-534. Springer, 2022. 6

Zhan Li, Zhang Chen, Zhong Li, and Yi Xu. Spacetime
Gaussian Feature Splatting for Real-Time Dynamic View



(36]

(37]

(38]

(39]

(40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

Synthesis. In IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision
and Pattern Recognition, CVPR 2024, Seattle, WA, USA,
June 16-22, 2024, pages 8508-8520. IEEE, 2024. 2

Yixun Liang, Xin Yang, Jiantao Lin, Haodong Li, Xiaogang
Xu, and Yingcong Chen. LucidDreamer: towards high-
fidelity text-to-3D generation via interval score matching.
In IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, CVPR 2024, Seattle, WA, USA, June 16-22,
2024, pages 6517-6526. IEEE, 2024. 2, 3, 6

Chen-Hsuan Lin, Jun Gao, Luming Tang, Towaki Takikawa,
Xiaohui Zeng, Xun Huang, Karsten Kreis, Sanja Fidler,
Ming-Yu Liu, and Tsung-Yi Lin. Magic3D: High-resolution
text-to-3D content creation. In IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, CVPR 2023, Van-
couver, BC, Canada, June 17-24, 2023, pages 300-309.
IEEE, 2023. 3

Lu Ling, Yichen Sheng, Zhi Tu, Wentian Zhao, Cheng
Xin, Kun Wan, Lantao Yu, Qianyu Guo, Zixun Yu, Yawen
Lu, Xuanmao Li, Xingpeng Sun, Rohan Ashok, Aniruddha
Mukherjee, Hao Kang, Xiangrui Kong, Gang Hua, Tianyi
Zhang, Bedrich Benes, and Aniket Bera. DL3DV-10K: A
large-scale scene dataset for deep learning-based 3D vision.
In IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, CVPR 2024, Seattle, WA, USA, June 16-22,
2024, pages 22160-22169. IEEE, 2024. 7

Andrew Liu, Ameesh Makadia, Richard Tucker, Noah
Snavely, Varun Jampani, and Angjoo Kanazawa. Infinite Na-
ture: perpetual view generation of natural scenes from a sin-
gle image. In 2021 IEEE/CVF International Conference on
Computer Vision, ICCV 2021, Montreal, QC, Canada, Octo-
ber 10-17, 2021, pages 14438-14447. IEEE, 2021. 5, 7
Fangfu Liu, Wenqiang Sun, Hanyang Wang, Yikai Wang,
Haowen Sun, Junliang Ye, Jun Zhang, and Yueqi Duan. Re-
conx: Reconstruct any scene from sparse views with video
diffusion model. CoRR, abs/2408.16767, 2024. 2, 3,5, 8
Ruoshi Liu, Rundi Wu, Basile Van Hoorick, Pavel Tok-
makov, Sergey Zakharov, and Carl Vondrick. Zero-1-to-3:
Zero-shot one image to 3D object. In IEEE/CVF Interna-
tional Conference on Computer Vision, ICCV 2023, Paris,
France, October 1-6, 2023, pages 9264-9275. IEEE, 2023.
J

Tao Lu, Mulin Yu, Linning Xu, Yuanbo Xiangli, Limin
Wang, Dahua Lin, and Bo Dai. Scaffold-GS: Structured 3D
Gaussians for View-Adaptive Rendering. In IEEE/CVF Con-
ference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, CVPR
2024, Seattle, WA, USA, June 16-22, 2024, pages 20654—
20664. IEEE, 2024. 2

Nanye Ma, Mark Goldstein, Michael S. Albergo,
Nicholas M. Boffi, Eric Vanden-Eijnden, and Saining
Xie. Sit: Exploring flow and diffusion-based generative
models with scalable interpolant transformers. CoRR,
abs/2401.08740, 2024. 2

Ben Mildenhall, Pratul P. Srinivasan, Matthew Tancik,
Jonathan T. Barron, Ravi Ramamoorthi, and Ren Ng. NeRF:
representing scenes as neural radiance fields for view synthe-
sis. Commun. ACM, 65(1):99-106, 2022. 2

Richard A. Newcombe, Shahram Izadi, Otmar Hilliges,
David Molyneaux, David Kim, Andrew J. Davison, Push-

11

[46]

[47]

(48]

[49]

(50]

[51]

(52]

(53]

[54]

[55]

meet Kohli, Jamie Shotton, Steve Hodges, and Andrew W.
Fitzgibbon. KinectFusion: Real-time dense surface map-
ping and tracking. In /0th IEEE International Symposium on
Mixed and Augmented Reality, ISMAR 2011, Basel, Switzer-
land, October 26-29, 2011, pages 127-136. IEEE Computer
Society, 2011. 2

William Peebles and Saining Xie. Scalable diffusion models
with transformers. In IEEE/CVF International Conference
on Computer Vision, ICCV 2023, Paris, France, October 1-
6, 2023, pages 4172-4182. IEEE, 2023. 2

Julius Plucker. Xvii. on a new geometry of space. Philo-
sophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London, (155):
725-791, 1865. 4

Ben Poole, Ajay Jain, Jonathan T. Barron, and Ben Milden-
hall. DreamFusion: Text-to-3D using 2D diffusion. In The
Eleventh International Conference on Learning Representa-
tions, ICLR 2023, Kigali, Rwanda, May 1-5, 2023. OpenRe-
view.net, 2023. 2, 3

Robin Rombach, Andreas Blattmann, Dominik Lorenz,
Patrick Esser, and Bjorn Ommer. High-resolution image syn-
thesis with latent diffusion models. In IEEE/CVF Conference
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, CVPR 2022,
New Orleans, LA, USA, June 18-24, 2022, pages 10674—
10685. IEEE, 2022. 2, 3

Mehdi S. M. Sajjadi, Henning Meyer, Etienne Pot, Urs
Bergmann, Klaus Greff, Noha Radwan, Suhani Vora,
Mario Lucic, Daniel Duckworth, Alexey Dosovitskiy, Jakob
Uszkoreit, Thomas A. Funkhouser, and Andrea Tagliasac-
chi. Scene representation transformer: Geometry-free novel
view synthesis through set-latent scene representations. In
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, CVPR 2022, New Orleans, LA, USA, June 18-
24, 2022, pages 6219-6228. IEEE, 2022. 2

Yang Song and Stefano Ermon. Generative modeling
by estimating gradients of the data distribution. In Ad-
vances in Neural Information Processing Systems 32: An-
nual Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems
2019, NeurIPS 2019, December 8-14, 2019, Vancouver, BC,
Canada, pages 11895-11907, 2019. 2

Mohammed Suhail, Carlos Esteves, Leonid Sigal, and
Ameesh Makadia. Generalizable patch-based neural render-
ing. In European Conference on Computer Vision, pages
156-174. Springer, 2022. 5, 8

Stanislaw Szymanowicz, Christian Rupprecht, and Andrea
Vedaldi. Splatter Image: ultra-fast single-view 3D recon-
struction. In IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, CVPR 2024, Seattle, WA, USA, June
16-22, 2024, pages 10208-10217. IEEE, 2024. 2

Jiaxiang Tang, Zhaoxi Chen, Xiaokang Chen, Tengfei Wang,
Gang Zeng, and Ziwei Liu. LGM: large multi-view gaussian
model for high-resolution 3D content creation. In Computer
Vision - ECCV 2024 - 18th European Conference, Milan,
Italy, September 29-October 4, 2024, Proceedings, Part IV,
pages 1-18. Springer, 2024. 2

Shuzhe Wang, Vincent Leroy, Yohann Cabon, Boris
Chidlovskii, and Jérome Revaud. DUSt3R: Geometric 3D
vision made easy. In IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer



[56]

(571

(58]

[59]

(60]

[61]

[62]

[63]

[64]

[65]

Vision and Pattern Recognition, CVPR 2024, Seattle, WA,
USA, June 16-22, 2024, pages 20697-20709. IEEE, 2024. 3,
7

Yunsong Wang, Tianxin Huang, Hanlin Chen, and Gim Hee
Lee.  Freesplat: Generalizable 3D gaussian splatting
towards free-view synthesis of indoor scenes. CoRR,
abs/2405.17958, 2024. 2, 4

Zhou Wang, Alan C. Bovik, Hamid R. Sheikh, and Eero P.
Simoncelli. Image quality assessment: from error visibility
to structural similarity. IEEE Trans. Image Process., 13(4):
600-612, 2004. 8

Zhengyi Wang, Cheng Lu, Yikai Wang, Fan Bao, Chongxuan
Li, Hang Su, and Jun Zhu. ProlificDreamer: High-fidelity
and diverse text-to-3D generation with variational score dis-
tillation. In Advances in Neural Information Processing Sys-
tems 36: Annual Conference on Neural Information Process-
ing Systems 2023, NeurIPS 2023, New Orleans, LA, USA,
December 10 - 16, 2023, 2023. 2

Zhouxia Wang, Ziyang Yuan, Xintao Wang, Yaowei Li,
Tianshui Chen, Menghan Xia, Ping Luo, and Ying Shan.
Motionctrl: A unified and flexible motion controller for
video generation. In ACM SIGGRAPH 2024 Conference Pa-
pers, SIGGRAPH 2024, Denver, CO, USA, 27 July 2024- 1
August 2024, page 114. ACM, 2024. 3,6

Christopher Wewer, Kevin Raj, Eddy Ilg, Bernt Schiele, and
Jan Eric Lenssen. Latentsplat: Autoencoding variational
gaussians for fast generalizable 3d reconstruction. In Com-
puter Vision - ECCV 2024 - 18th European Conference, Mi-
lan, Italy, September 29-October 4, 2024, Proceedings, Part
LXXXVII, pages 456—473. Springer, 2024. 3

Rundi Wu, Ben Mildenhall, Philipp Henzler, Keunhong
Park, Ruiqi Gao, Daniel Watson, Pratul P. Srinivasan, Dor
Verbin, Jonathan T. Barron, Ben Poole, and Aleksander
Holynski. ReconFusion: 3D reconstruction with diffusion
priors. In IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, CVPR 2024, Seattle, WA, USA, June
16-22, 2024, pages 21551-21561. IEEE, 2024. 2, 3

Haozhe Xie, Zhaoxi Chen, Fangzhou Hong, and Ziwei Liu.
CityDreamer: compositional generative model of unbounded
3D cities. In IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, CVPR 2024, Seattle, WA, USA, June
16-22, 2024, pages 9666-9675. IEEE, 2024. 5,7, 8

Jinbo Xing, Menghan Xia, Yong Zhang, Hao Chen, Wangbo
Yu, Hanyuan Liu, Gongye Liu, Xintao Wang, Ying Shan, and
Tien-Tsin Wong. Dynamicrafter: Animating open-domain
images with video diffusion priors. In Computer Vision
- ECCV 2024 - 18th European Conference, Milan, Italy,
September 29-October 4, 2024, Proceedings, Part XLVI,
pages 399-417. Springer, 2024. 3, 4

Haofei Xu, Anpei Chen, Yuedong Chen, Christos Sakaridis,
Yulun Zhang, Marc Pollefeys, Andreas Geiger, and Fisher
Yu. MuRF: Multi-baseline radiance fields. In IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition,
CVPR 2024, Seattle, WA, USA, June 16-22, 2024, pages
20041-20050. IEEE, 2024. 2, 5, 8

Haofei Xu, Songyou Peng, Fangjinhua Wang, Hermann
Blum, Daniel Barath, Andreas Geiger, and Marc Pollefeys.

12

[66]

[67]

[68]

[69]

[70]

(71]

(72]

(73]

[74]

[75]

[76]

Depthsplat: Connecting gaussian splatting and depth. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2410.13862, 2024. 2, 5, 8

Yinghao Xu, Zifan Shi, Wang Yifan, Hansheng Chen,
Ceyuan Yang, Sida Peng, Yujun Shen, and Gordon
Wetzstein. GRM: large gaussian reconstruction model
for efficient 3D reconstruction and generation. CoRR,
abs/2403.14621, 2024. 2

Lihe Yang, Bingyi Kang, Zilong Huang, Zhen Zhao, Xiao-
gang Xu, Jiashi Feng, and Hengshuang Zhao. Depth any-
thing V2. CoRR, abs/2406.09414, 2024. 4

Zhuoyi Yang, Jiayan Teng, Wendi Zheng, Ming Ding, Shiyu
Huang, Jiazheng Xu, Yuanming Yang, Wenyi Hong, Xiaohan
Zhang, Guanyu Feng, Da Yin, Xiaotao Gu, Yuxuan Zhang,
Weihan Wang, Yean Cheng, Ting Liu, Bin Xu, Yuxiao Dong,
and Jie Tang. Cogvideox: Text-to-video diffusion models
with an expert transformer. CoRR, abs/2408.06072, 2024. 3,
4,6

Zhichao Ye, Chong Bao, Xin Zhou, Haomin Liu, Hujun Bao,
and Guofeng Zhang. Ec-sfm: Efficient covisibility-based
structure-from-motion for both sequential and unordered im-
ages. IEEE Trans. Circuits Syst. Video Technol., 34(1):110-
123,2024. 2

Alex Yu, Vickie Ye, Matthew Tancik, and Angjoo Kanazawa.
pixelNeRF: Neural radiance fields from one or few images.
In IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recog-
nition, CVPR 2021, virtual, June 19-25, 2021, pages 4578—
4587. Computer Vision Foundation / IEEE, 2021. 2, 3, 5,
8

Wangbo Yu, Jinbo Xing, Li Yuan, Wenbo Hu, Xiaoyu Li,
Zhipeng Huang, Xiangjun Gao, Tien-Tsin Wong, Ying Shan,
and Yonghong Tian. ViewCrafter: taming video diffu-
sion models for high-fidelity novel view synthesis. CoRR,
abs/2409.02048, 2024. 2,3,5,6,7, 8

Zehao Yu, Anpei Chen, Binbin Huang, Torsten Sattler, and
Andreas Geiger. Mip-Splatting: Alias-Free 3D Gaussian
Splatting. In IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, CVPR 2024, Seattle, WA, USA, June
16-22, 2024, pages 19447-19456. IEEE, 2024. 2

Guofeng Zhang, Haomin Liu, Zilong Dong, Jiaya Jia, Tien-
Tsin Wong, and Hujun Bao. Efficient non-consecutive fea-
ture tracking for robust structure-from-motion. [EEE Trans.
Image Process., 25(12):5957-5970, 2016. 2

Jing-Bo Zhang, Xiaoyu Li, Ziyu Wan, C. Y. Wang, and Jing
Liao. Text2NeRF: Text-driven 3D scene generation with
neural radiance fields. IEEE Trans. Vis. Comput. Graph.,
30(12):7749-7762, 2024. 2

Kai Zhang, Sai Bi, Hao Tan, Yuanbo Xiangli, Nanxuan
Zhao, Kalyan Sunkavalli, and Zexiang Xu. GS-LRM: large
reconstruction model for 3D gaussian splatting. In Com-
puter Vision - ECCV 2024 - 18th European Conference, Mi-
lan, Italy, September 29-October 4, 2024, Proceedings, Part
XXII, pages 1-19. Springer, 2024. 2,4, 5, 8

Lvmin Zhang, Anyi Rao, and Maneesh Agrawala. Adding
conditional control to text-to-image diffusion models. In
IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision,
ICCV 2023, Paris, France, October 1-6, 2023, pages 3813—
3824. IEEE, 2023. 2



(771

(78]

[79]

(80]

[81]

Richard Zhang, Phillip Isola, Alexei A. Efros, Eli Shecht-
man, and Oliver Wang. The unreasonable effectiveness of
deep features as a perceptual metric. In 2018 IEEE Con-
ference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, CVPR
2018, Salt Lake City, UT, USA, June 18-22, 2018, pages 586—
595. Computer Vision Foundation / IEEE Computer Society,
2018. 8

Hongyu Zhou, Jiahao Shao, Lu Xu, Dongfeng Bai, Weichao
Qiu, Bingbing Liu, Yue Wang, Andreas Geiger, and Yiyi
Liao. HUGS: Holistic Urban 3D Scene Understanding via
Gaussian Splatting. In IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition, CVPR 2024, Seattle, WA,
USA, June 16-22, 2024, pages 21336-21345. IEEE, 2024. 2
Tinghui Zhou, Richard Tucker, John Flynn, Graham Fyffe,
and Noah Snavely. Stereo magnification: learning view syn-
thesis using multiplane images. ACM Trans. Graph., 37(4):
65, 2018. 6,7

Jun-Yan Zhu, Taesung Park, Phillip Isola, and Alexei A.
Efros. Unpaired image-to-image translation using cycle-
consistent adversarial networks. In IEEE International Con-
ference on Computer Vision, ICCV 2017, Venice, Italy, Octo-
ber 22-29, 2017, pages 2242-2251. IEEE Computer Society,
2017. 2

Qi Zuo, Xiaodong Gu, Lingteng Qiu, Yuan Dong, Zhengyi
Zhao, Weihao Yuan, Rui Peng, Siyu Zhu, Zilong Dong,
Liefeng Bo, and Qixing Huang. VideoMV: Consistent multi-
view generation based on large video generative model.
CoRR, abs/2403.12010, 2024. 2

13



	Introduction
	Related Work
	Method
	Spatiotemporal Autoregression
	Spatiotemporal-Conditioned Video Generation
	Downstream Tasks

	Experiments
	Experiment Setup
	Sparse View Interpolation
	Perpetual View Generation
	Layout-Conditioned City Generation
	Ablation Study

	Conclusion

