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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
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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
(GANs), 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-

2



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 {Wk}Kk=1 of short video clips, indicated
by the dotted boxes in Fig. 1(a). The generation of cur-
rent window Wk is conditioned on the temporally over-
lapping image Itemp

k from the previous window Wk−1, 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 {Ispat

i }Mi=1, each paired with an input pose Pi

and a generated depth map Di. We identify the two spa-
tial conditioning images (Ispat

i1
, Ispat

i2
) with the largest com-

mon area with the current window, illustrated by the green
frustums. These spatial and temporal conditioning images
(Ispat

i1
, Ispat

i2
, Itemp

k ) 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 Cspat = {Ispat

i ,Pi}i=i1,i2 , the temporal condition
Ctemp = {Itemp

k }, a text prompt T, and the novel view poses
Pnov = {Pj}Nj=1, the goal is to model the conditional distri-
bution of generated images for novel views x = {xj}Nj=1:

x ∼ pθ(x|Cspat,Ctemp,T,Pnov), (1)

where θ represents the model parameters, and N 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 (Ispat

i1
, Ispat

i2
).
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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 Fspat

i1
and Fspat

i2
are rendered into novel views Fnov

and temporally compressed to the latent space of CogVideoX, resulting in zspat. Simultaneously, the temporal conditioning image (blue
box on the right) is encoded to replace the corresponding latent in zspat, resulting in the spatiotemporal condition zst-cond, which conditions
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 Plücker coordinates [47] as additional inputs. The
complete LRM input is {Ispat

i , D̂spat
i , P̂

spat
i }i=i1,i2 , includ-

ing the RGB image Ispat
i ∈ RH×W×3, the depth map

D̂spat
i ∈ RH×W×1 predicted by Depth Anything V2 [67],

and the Plücker coordinates P̂spat
i ∈ RH×W×6 derived from

the input pose Pi, 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 {Dspat

i }i=i1,i2 and feature
maps {Fspat

i }i=i1,i2 corresponding to the two condition-
ing views. Note that, unlike the scale-free D̂spat

i obtained
from monocular depth prediction, the regressed Dspat

i 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 Pnov = {Pj}Nj=1, obtaining the novel view features
Fnov = {Fnov

j }Nj=1 and depth maps Dnov = {Dnov
j }Nj=1:

Fnov,Dnov = R({Fspat
i ,Dspat

i ,Pi}i=i1,i2 ,P
nov). (2)

The invisible regions in Fnov are filled with zeros. In this
way, the structure, appearance, camera motion, and visibil-
ity information are encoded in Fnov, 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. Fnov

j ∈
Rh×w×c, and train a small causal compression network to
compress the temporal dimension of Fnov ∈ RN×h×w×c

from N to n, resulting in zspat ∈ Rn×h×w×c. Following
CogVideoX [68], every four frames except the first one are
compressed into one frame, resulting in n = 1+(N−1)/4.
Spatiotemporal Condition. Previous methods typically
support temporal conditioning by tuning the backbone T2V
model into an I2V 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
zspat. Specifically, the temporal conditioning image Itemp

k is
fed into the pretrained VAE encoder to obtain a latent ztemp

k .
For conditioning on the first frame, the first latent frame
in zspat is directly replaced with ztemp

k . 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 zspat, which is re-
placed with ztemp

k . The replaced latent is denoted as zst-cond,
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:

L = λdepthLdepth + λlatentLlatent + λdiffusionLdiffusion, (3)

where λdepth = 0.05, λlatent = 0.1, and λdiffusion = 1.0 in our
experiments. The first term Ldepth supervises the rendered
depth map Dnov to train LRM. We use the scale-free loss:

Ldepth =
∑

j∈Snov

∥∥∥π(1/Dnov
j )− π(1/D̂nov

j )
∥∥∥2 , (4)

where Snov denotes an evenly sampled subset of novel
views. |Snov| = 3 in our experiments for efficiency. D̂nov

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

π(1/D) =
1/D−min(1/D)

max(1/D)−min(1/D)
. (5)

The second term Llatent supervises the latent zspat to train
both LRM and causal compression network:

Llatent =
∥∥zspat − E(x)

∥∥2 , (6)

where E denotes the pretrained VAE encoder, and x is the
groundtruth novel view images. The third term Ldiffusion is
the traditional diffusion loss:

Ldiffusion = Ex, t,T, zst-cond, ϵ

∥∥ϵθ (zt, t,T, zst-cond)− ϵ
∥∥2 ,

(7)
where ϵθ is the denoising network with model parameters
θ, zt is the noisy latent corrupted by known noise ϵ, and t
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-
ities.

Dataset RealEstate-10K ACID

Method PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓
pixelNeRF* [70] 20.43 0.589 0.550 20.97 0.547 0.533
GPNR* [52] 24.11 0.793 0.255 25.28 0.764 0.332
AttnRend* [18] 24.78 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] 28.31 0.912 0.088 28.84 0.891 0.101
ViewCrafter# [71] 24.23 0.790 0.217 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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Input Groundtruth StarGen (ours) ViewCrafter [71] MVSplat [13]
(a

)c
a3

8b
62

97
7d

9b
da

a7
(b

)3
6b

c6
91

8e
9f

c8
37

c
(c

)d
23

5e
28

53
aa

43
92

59

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↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓
InfNat0 [34] 12.29 0.435 0.632 10.78 0.251 0.699
LucidDreamer [36] 22.27 0.766 0.204 16.13 0.482 0.385
MotionCtrl [59] 15.86 0.520 0.431 13.02 0.321 0.584

ViewCrafter [71] 22.60 0.754 0.195 17.25 0.489 0.341
StarGen (ours) 23.52 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 256×256. The

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

6
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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 RealEstate-10K ACID

Setup FID↓ Rdist↓ Tdist↓ FID↓ Rdist↓ Tdist↓
Ours 41.72 2.088 0.453 40.73 3.542 0.618
w/o spatial cond. 43.21 11.70 1.643 53.09 4.076 0.684
w/o temporal cond. 54.12 7.551 1.314 53.37 3.593 0.626

Table 3. Ablation of the proposed spatiotemporal autoregression
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

Dataset RealEstate-10K ACID

Setup PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓
Ours 28.49 0.894 0.088 29.69 0.876 0.116
w/ DUSt3R [55] 26.94 0.863 0.123 26.74 0.823 0.157
w/o spatial cond. 23.01 0.738 0.170 25.47 0.781 0.176
w/o depth input 27.32 0.867 0.099 28.99 0.835 0.127
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

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-
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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 256×256. For models not orig-
inally designed for this resolution, the outputs are cropped
to 256 × 256 before metric calculation. For long-range
perpetual view generation, we also compute rotation dis-
tance Rdist and translation distance Tdist. We use MASt3R-
SfM [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 Rdist and Tdist). 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
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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.
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