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Abstract

Image tokenizers form the foundation of modern text-to-
image generative models but are notoriously difficult to train.
Furthermore, most existing text-to-image models rely on
large-scale, high-quality private datasets, making them chal-
lenging to replicate. In this work, we introduce Text-Aware
Transformer-based 1-Dimensional Tokenizer (TA-TiTok), an
efficient and powerful image tokenizer that can utilize ei-
ther discrete or continuous 1-dimensional tokens. TA-TiTok
uniquely integrates textual information during the tokenizer
decoding stage (i.e., de-tokenization), accelerating conver-
gence and enhancing performance. TA-TiTok also benefits
from a simplified, yet effective, one-stage training process,
eliminating the need for the complex two-stage distillation
used in previous 1-dimensional tokenizers. This design al-
lows for seamless scalability to large datasets. Building
on this, we introduce a family of text-to-image Masked
Generative Models (MaskGen), trained exclusively on open
data while achieving comparable performance to models
trained on private data. We aim to release both the efficient,
strong TA-TiTok tokenizers and the open-data, open-weight
MaskGen models to promote broader access and democ-
ratize the field of text-to-image masked generative models.

1. Introduction
In recent years, text-to-image generation has seen remark-
able progress across various frameworks, including dif-
fusion models [23, 50, 51], autoregressive visual mod-
els [26, 57, 58], and masked generative models [7, 12, 24].
A crucial component of these models is a robust image tok-
enizer—either discrete [61] or continuous [35]—which trans-
forms images into tokenized representations. These models
then incorporate text conditions with the tokenized repre-
sentations using methods such as cross-attention [50], con-
catenation [8], or conditioning embeddings [44], ultimately

leveraging the tokenizer to generate high-quality images
aligned with input text prompts.

Despite these advancements, replicating these models re-
mains challenging due to the substantial resources required.
Model sizes have grown from millions to billions of param-
eters, leading to prohibitively high training and inference
costs. Furthermore, many of these models rely on large-scale,
high-quality proprietary image-text datasets, which are crit-
ical for achieving high-fidelity generation but prevent the
research community from fully reproducing results. Given
these obstacles, a pivotal question arises: Can we develop
a text-to-image generative model that is both efficient and
effective using only open data, enabling reproducibility?

In this work, we address this question by building on
the recent concept of compact one-dimensional tokenizers
to facilitate both efficient and high-quality image tokeniza-
tion. Traditional tokenizers [22, 35, 61] rely on 2D grid-
based latent representations, which struggle to handle the
inherent redundancies in images, as neighboring patches of-
ten display similarities. Recently, Yu et al. [69] introduced
the Transformer-based 1-Dimensional Tokenizer (TiTok),
which efficiently tokenizes images into compact 1D latent
sequences by removing the fixed correspondence between
latent representation and 2D image patches (i.e., each 1D
token can represent any region in an image, rather than being
tied to a specific patch). This approach results in a highly
efficient tokenizer, significantly improving sampling speed
compared to previous methods [11, 22, 44, 61].

However, extending TiTok to support text-to-image gen-
eration presents three main challenges: (1) its reliance on a
complex two-stage training pipeline, which limits scalability
to larger datasets necessary for diverse text-to-image gener-
ation beyond ImageNet [17]; (2) its restriction to a Vector-
Quantized (VQ) variant, leaving unexplored the potential
benefits of a continuous Variational Autoencoder (VAE) rep-
resentation; and (3) its focus on reconstructing low-level im-
age details, which may lack the high-level semantics needed
for effective alignment with textual descriptions.
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Figure 1. Text-to-Image (T2I) Generation Results by MaskGen. MaskGen, powered by the proposed compact text-aware 1D tokenizer
TA-TiTok, is an efficient masked generative model that achieves state-of-the-art performance on multiple T2I benchmarks using only open
data. The open-data, open-weight MaskGen models are designed to promote broader access and democratize T2I masked generative models.

To address these limitations, we introduce several key
innovations. First, we streamline the training process for the
1D tokenizer by developing an efficient one-stage training
procedure, removing the need for the complex two-stage
pipeline used in the original framework [69]. This improve-
ment enables scalable training of the 1D tokenizer on large-
scale text-image datasets without multi-stage complexity.

Second, we extend the 1D tokens to continuous VAE
representations, which allow for more consistent and accu-
rate image reconstructions than the VQ counterpart. This
approach combines the sampling efficiency of 1D tokens
(due to the reduced number of tokens) with the improved
reconstruction quality afforded by the continuous VAE rep-
resentation, eliminating the quantization loss seen in VQ.

Third, we incorporate textual information during the de-
tokenization stage to enhance semantic alignment with text
prompts. Specifically, by concatenating CLIP [47] embed-
dings of captions with the tokenized image representations,
we enable higher-quality image reconstructions that better re-
tain fine details. This approach powers TA-TiTok, our novel
and efficient Text-Aware Transformer-based 1-Dimensional
Tokenizer, trained on the large-scale dataset (e.g., Data-
Comp [25]) to capture a broad and diverse range of concepts.

Building upon TA-TiTok, we introduce MaskGen, a fam-
ily of text-to-image Masked Generative models. MaskGen
is a versatile framework that supports both discrete and con-
tinuous token representations. For images represented by
discrete tokens, MaskGen is trained using cross-entropy
loss [11], while for images with continuous tokens, it lever-
ages the recent diffusion loss [39]. To encode captions as
text conditioning, we utilize CLIP [47], instead of the more
resource-intensive T5-XXL encoder [48], used in other re-
cent text-to-image models [12, 23, 51]. Although effective,
T5-XXL incurs significantly higher computational and stor-
age costs. CLIP provides a more efficient alternative, making
our approach more accessible to research groups with lim-
ited compute resources. In terms of architecture, we adopt
a straightforward design: we concatenate text conditions
with image tokens before feeding them to the Diffusion
Transformer [44], applying separate adaptive LayerNorm
(adaLN [6, 44]) parameters for text and image modalities,
as in MM-DiT [23]. Additionally, we find it beneficial to
incorporate the aesthetic score as an additional conditioning
signal via adaLN. This allows for more nuanced control over
the generated images, beyond text input alone.

To ensure reproducibility, we exclusively use images

2



from publicly available sources, including DataComp [25],
LAION [53], and CC12M [13], as well as synthetic data
from JourneyDB [56] and DALL-E 3 [9, 21]. Given the
noisiness of web-sourced text-image pairs, we filter images
based on aesthetic scores (≥ 5), resolution (aspect ratio < 2
and longer side ≥ 256), and remove any images containing
watermarks. Following the approach of DALL-E 3 [9], we
further enhance text quality by recaptioning high-aesthetic
subsets from DataComp and subsets from LAION (LAION-
pop and LAION-art [53]) using the state-of-the-art vision
language model Molmo [16].

Notably, despite being trained entirely on publicly avail-
able datasets, MaskGen achieves strong performance and
efficiency in text-to-image generation. On MJHQ-30K [36],
the lighter MaskGen-L (568M) with discrete tokens achieves
a generation FID of 7.74, outperforming Show-o [63] (14.99)
with 30.3× faster inference throughput. It also surpasses
SD-2.1 [50] (26.96) and PixArt-α [14] (9.85) while requir-
ing only 2% and 21% of their training times, respectively.
Furthermore, the larger MaskGen-XL (1.1B) achieves FID
scores of 7.51 and 6.53 on MJHQ-30K [36] and overall
scores of 0.57 and 0.55 on the GenEval [27] benchmark
using discrete and continuous tokens, respectively.

To promote further research on text-to-image masked gen-
erative models, we will release the training code and model
weights for both TA-TiTok and MaskGen. To our knowl-
edge, MaskGen is the first open-weight, open-data masked
generative model for text-to-image synthesis to achieve per-
formance comparable to state-of-the-art models, advancing
the democratized access to high-performance masked gener-
ative models in this field.

2. Related Work
Image Tokenization. Modern generative image models rely
on image tokenization for efficient generation [11, 22, 50,
65]. During training, images are encoded into discrete [61]
or continuous [35] tokens, allowing the model to focus on
learning semantically meaningful information [50] rather
than directly working with pixels [29].

Image tokenization approaches fall into two main
paradigms. The first, discrete tokenization [61], maps
each token to a codebook entry and is well-suited to au-
toregressive [22] or masked generative models [11], as it
enables techniques directly from language models [10].
Introduced in VQ-VAE [61] and later improved in VQ-
GAN [22] with adversarial loss [28], this approach has been
further scaled through advanced codebook management tech-
niques [64, 67, 72].

The second paradigm, continuous tokenization, follows
the VAE [35] framework, enabling latent representations
drawn from a normal distribution. While less common with
masked generative models due to the simpler loss definitions
with discrete tokens, continuous tokenization was recently

adapted for such models in MAR [39], using a diffusion
module to sample tokens from the normal distribution.
Image Generation with Sequence Models. Initially devel-
oped for language tasks, sequence models like BERT [18]
and GPT [10] have been effectively adapted for image gener-
ation. Early approaches focused on autoregressive pixel gen-
eration [15, 29, 43, 60], but recent methods model the joint
distribution of image tokens, leading to two main approaches:
autoregressive [22] and masked generative models [11].

Autoregressive models predict tokens sequentially, fol-
lowing GPT’s strategy [42, 49, 57, 65, 68], while masked
generative models adopt a BERT-like objective, predicting
masked tokens simultaneously. This approach gives masked
models a substantial edge in sampling speed, as they do
not require token-by-token generation [11, 38, 62, 66, 67].
Building on these efficiency benefits, our work develops
an open-source masked generative model that leverages 1D
tokenization for efficient text-to-image generation.
Text-to-Image Generation. While diffusion models dom-
inate text-to-image generation [8, 14, 41, 44, 45, 50, 51],
sequence models have shown strong potential as well [12,
24, 26, 65]. Examples like Muse [12] and Parti [65] demon-
strate the success of masked generative and autoregressive
approaches for generating high-quality images from text. Re-
cent innovations in diffusion models, such as improved archi-
tectures [23, 44], micro-conditioning for finer control [45],
and advanced image recaptioning for better text-image align-
ment [9], offer potential benefits for masked generative mod-
els. In our work, we integrate these recent improvements
from diffusion models into the masked generative model
framework. By incorporating these improvements, we aim
to enhance the quality of generation while maintaining their
inherent advantages in sampling efficiency.

3. Preliminary

TiTok [69] is a transformer-based, 1-dimensional Vector-
Quantized (VQ) tokenizer that diverges from traditional 2D
grid-based latent space tokenization, instead opting for a
compact 1D representation that bypasses 2D spatial struc-
ture preservation. Given an input image I ∈ RH×W×3, the
tokenization phase of TiTok involves downscaling the im-
age by a factor of f , resulting in patches P ∈ R

H
f ×W

f ×D.
These patches are concatenated with a set of latent tokens
L ∈ RK×D. The combined sequence is then passed through
a Vision Transformer (ViT) [20] encoder, Enc, to generate
embeddings. Only the embeddings corresponding to the
latent tokens, Z1D ∈ RK×D, are retained, forming a com-
pact 1D latent representation. This representation is then
quantized through a quantizer Quant by mapping it to the
nearest codes in a learnable codebook.

In the de-tokenization phase, TiTok uses a sequence of
mask tokens M ∈ R

H
f ×W

f ×D, which are concatenated with
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Figure 2. Overview of TA-TiTok (Text-Aware Transformer-based 1-Dimensional Tokenizer). (a) TA-TiTok introduces three key
enhancements to TiTok [69]: First, an efficient one-stage training procedure replaces the need for a complex two-stage pipeline. Second,
TA-TiTok supports 1D tokens in both discrete (VQ) and continuous (KL) formats. Third, it incorporates textual information (using CLIP’s
text encoder) during de-tokenization to improve semantic alignment with text captions. (b) A comparison of reconstruction results shows
that TA-TiTok achieves superior reconstruction quality over TiTok.

the quantized codes. The resulting sequence is processed by
a ViT decoder, Dec, to reconstruct the image Î. Formally,
with ⊕ denoting concatenation, the tokenization and de-
tokenization processes in TiTok can be represented as:

Z1D = Enc(P⊕ L),

Î = Dec(Quant(Z1D)⊕M).

Masked Generative Models with Discrete Tokens [11, 66]
adapt the masked language modeling framework [18] for im-
age generation. During training, a portion of image tokens is
masked, and a bidirectional transformer predicts these tokens
using the surrounding context. The model employs a classifi-
cation head to select tokens from a predefined codebook [61]
and uses cross-entropy loss for training.

During sampling, the model iteratively predicts tokens for
masked positions, retaining high-confidence tokens while
re-masking uncertain ones until all positions are filled [11].
The completed sequence of tokens is then de-tokenized into
pixel space to form the final image.
Masked Generative Models with Continuous Tokens
maintain a conceptual similarity to discrete-token models
but operate on continuous tokens, which reduces information
loss from quantization. Recently, the diffusion loss [24, 39]
was introduced, enabling these models to approximate the
distribution of each image token independently. In this frame-
work, Transformers generate a conditioning vector for each
masked token, which is then input to a small multi-layer
perceptron (MLP) that learns a denoising function [33] con-
ditioned on it. This per-token conditioning and denoising
allow the sampling process to directly apply to the probabil-
ity distribution of each token [39].

4. Method

In this section, we first present TA-TiTok, a text-aware
transformer-based 1-dimensional tokenizer (Sec. 4.1), fol-
lowed by MaskGen, a family of text-to-image (T2I) masked
generative models built upon TA-TiTok (Sec. 4.2).

4.1. TA-TiTok: Text-aware 1D Tokenizer

TA-TiTok is a novel text-aware image tokenizer that intro-
duces three key enhancements to TiTok [69]. First, we de-
velop an improved one-stage training approach; second, we
extend TiTok to support both discrete and continuous to-
kens; and third, we incorporate textual information during
de-tokenization to enhance semantic alignment. Each im-
provement is detailed below.
Improved One-Stage Training Recipe. The recently
proposed class-conditional masked generative model,
MaskBit [62], introduced several techniques to enhance
VQGAN [22] training, two of which we incorporate in the
training of our proposed TA-TiTok. First, MaskBit demon-
strated that using ResNet50 [30] for perceptual loss [34]
yields richer features than the VGG network [54] used in
LPIPS [71], thereby improving tokenizer training. Second,
we strengthen the PatchGAN [22] discriminator by replac-
ing traditional average pooling with blur kernels [70] and
adding LeCAM regularization [59] during training. Our ex-
periments, consistent with MaskBit’s findings, confirm that
these enhancements lead to improved image reconstruction
quality through 1D tokens.
Extending TiTok to Support Continuous Tokens. To max-
imize the efficiency of the TiTok framework in diffusion-
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based models, we extend its discrete 1D tokens to continu-
ous 1D VAE representations. Rather than using a quantizer
Quant to map the 1D latents Z1D to the nearest codebook
entries, we model Z1D as a Gaussian distribution and ap-
ply KL divergence regularization, resulting in a compact
1D VAE representation. This continuous representation re-
tains the efficiency and structure of the TiTok framework,
consistently improving reconstruction quality by avoiding
the information loss associated with quantization. More-
over, this KL variant of TiTok integrates seamlessly with
diffusion models, serving as a drop-in replacement for stan-
dard 2D VAEs [39, 50, 55]. In the supplementary materials
(Tab. 14 in Appendix Sec. F), we validate this approach us-
ing the state-of-the-art image generation model MAR [39]
on ImageNet [17], where our modification achieves a signifi-
cant reduction in training costs and an increase in inference
speed, all while maintaining comparable performance. This
enhancement thus contributes to both the efficiency and flex-
ibility of diffusion-based generation. For clarity, we refer to
both variants collectively as TiTok, using the labels VQ and
KL to denote the discrete and continuous versions, respec-
tively, in the following text.
Text-aware De-tokenization. While TiTok effectively uti-
lizes compact 1D tokens to capture richer semantic infor-
mation than traditional 2D tokenizers, its primary focus re-
mains on reconstructing low-level image details in the de-
tokenization stage. Additionally, previous image tokenizers
have largely overlooked the potential of textual information
to enhance high-level semantic alignment, even when such
information is available. This gap motivates us to introduce
TA-TiTok, a text-aware, transformer-based 1D tokenizer de-
signed to improve alignment with textual descriptions.

As shown in Fig. 2(a), the tokenization stage in TA-TiTok
mirrors that of TiTok, transforming images into compact 1D
tokens, either discrete or continuous. In the de-tokenization
stage, however, TA-TiTok incorporates text guidance by
using text embeddings generated by a pre-trained vision-
language model (e.g., CLIP’s text encoder [47]). These text
embeddings are projected through a linear layer to align with
the channel dimensions of our TA-TiTok’s ViT decoder, re-
sulting in T ∈ RN×D, where N is the number of context
tokens predefined by the vision-language model (e.g., 77
for CLIP’s text encoder). This text embedding is then con-
catenated with the latent tokens Z1D and the mask tokens
M before passing through the decoder Dec, yielding the
reconstructed image Î.

Formally, the de-tokenization phase of the VQ variant
can be expressed as:

Î = Dec(Quant(Z1D)⊕T⊕M).

For the KL variant, the de-tokenization phase follows a simi-
lar formulation but omits the quantizer Quant, as it operates
on continuous representations directly.

TA-TiTok Design Discussion. Notably, TA-TiTok incurs
minimal additional computational cost compared to TiTok.
By extending the de-tokenization sequence length by N (i.e.,
the total number of tokens becomes N +K, where N = 77
for CLIP’s text tokens and K represents 32, 64, or 128 la-
tent tokens), TA-TiTok still requires fewer computations
than typical 2D tokenizers [39], which utilize 256 tokens.
This design enables TA-TiTok to retain high efficiency while
achieving reconstructions that closely align with text descrip-
tions, effectively mitigating the information loss associated
with compact 1D tokenization, as shown in Fig. 2(b).

The design of TA-TiTok incorporates text tokens exclu-
sively into the tokenizer decoder with minimal modifications.
To validate this approach, we also experimented with adding
text tokens to both the encoder and decoder. The results
showed similar performance to the decoder-only approach,
suggesting that incorporating textual information during de-
tokenization is sufficient for capturing high-level semantic
information. Based on these findings, we adopt the simpler
decoder-only design. For additional details, see Tab. 9 in
Appendix Sec. E.

4.2. MaskGen: T2I Masked Generative Model

To fully leverage TA-TiTok’s capabilities, we propose
MaskGen, a family of text-to-image (T2I) masked generative
models. As illustrated in Fig. 3, MaskGen utilizes TA-TiTok
to tokenize images into tokens and a CLIP [47] text encoder
to extract both global and pooled text embeddings. Inspired
by [23], we concatenate the global text embedding with the
image tokens, feeding this combined sequence into multi-
modal Diffusion Transformer (MM-DiT) blocks [23, 44] for
attention operations. To accommodate the distinct properties
of text and image embeddings, we apply separate adaptive
LayerNorm (adaLN [6, 44]) layers, where the scale and shift
parameters are computed based on the sum of the embedding
vectors of the pooled text embedding and the time step em-
bedding. We note that while a more powerful text encoder,
such as T5-XXL [48], could be directly integrated into the
pipeline to enhance performance, as demonstrated in stud-
ies like [12, 23, 51], we choose CLIP for its computational
efficiency and reduced storage demands, making MaskGen
more accessible in resource-constrained settings.

We also incorporate aesthetic scores [53] as another condi-
tion by projecting them similarly into sinusoidal embeddings
and appending them to the pooled text embedding. This
feature provides an extra layer of control over the image
quality and style during sampling, making the generation
process more adaptable and flexible.

MaskGen is a versatile framework that accommodates
both discrete and continuous tokens produced by TA-TiTok.
For discrete tokens, MaskGen is trained with a cross-entropy
loss, as in [11, 12], to predict the correct one-hot code-
book index for masked tokens. In the case of continuous
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Figure 3. Overview of MaskGen. MaskGen is a family of text-to-image masked generative models that supports both discrete (VQ
variant) and continuous (KL variant) token representations. For discrete tokens, MaskGen is trained with cross-entropy loss [11], while for
continuous tokens, it employs diffusion loss [39]. The architecture is designed by concatenating text conditions with TA-TiTok’s latent
tokens (both masked and unmasked) and feeding them into Diffusion Transformer blocks [44], with separate adaptive LayerNorm (adaLN)
layers for text and image modalities, following MM-DiT [23]. Additionally, aesthetic scores are incorporated as conditioning signals via
adaLN. To encode captions, MaskGen uses the CLIP text encoder [47] instead of the more resource-intensive T5-XXL [48], making it more
accessible to research groups with limited computational resources.

tokens, MaskGen leverages the recently proposed diffusion
loss [39], applying a small MLP to directly approximate the
distribution of each masked token. This adaptability makes
MaskGen capable of handling various token types with ease.
Additionally, thanks to the compact 1D token sequence pro-
duced by TA-TiTok, MaskGen is highly efficient, reducing
training costs and enhancing sampling speed by minimiz-
ing token count. Together, these features help MaskGen to
democratize access to efficient, high-performance masked
generative models for text-to-image generation.

5. Experimental Results
In this section, we provide the implementation details of TA-
TiTok and MaskGen in Sec. 5.1. We then present ablation
studies on key design choices in Sec. 5.2. The main results
are further discussed in Sec. 5.3.

5.1. Implementation Details
We implement TA-TiTok based on TiTok [69] with minimal
modifications. We then introduce MaskGen model variants
and the datasets used for training, along with the training
and evaluation protocols applied in our study.
TA-TiTok Model Variants. We present three variants of our
TA-TiTok, each containing K = 32, 64, or 128 1D latent to-
kens, following the architecture of TiTok. Both the tokenizer
and de-tokenizer utilize a patch size of f = 16. For the
VQ variant, the codebook is configured with 8192 entries,
where each entry is a vector with 64 channels. For the KL
variant, we use a continuous embedding with 16 channels,
following MAR [39]. For the encoder (Enc) and decoder
(Dec), we find that increasing the size of Dec to ViT-L [20]

model depth width mlp heads #params
MaskGen-L 16 1024 4096 16 568M
MaskGen-XL 20 1280 5120 16 1.1B

Table 1. Architecture Configuration of MaskGen. Following
prior work, we scale up MM-DiT blocks across two configurations.

is beneficial when training on large-scale datasets across all
variants. For Enc, we adopt ViT-B for all variants except
the KL variant with 128 tokens, where ViT-S is sufficient.
MaskGen Model Variants. We introduce two variants
of MaskGen: MaskGen-L (large, 568M parameters) and
MaskGen-XL (extra-large, 1.1B parameters), with configura-
tions detailed in Tab. 1. For continuous token processing in
MaskGen, we incorporate an additional DiffLoss MLP [39],
comprising 8 MLP layers with channel sizes aligned to the
transformer’s, adding an extra 44M and 69M parameters
for MaskGen-L and MaskGen-XL, respectively. To offset
the additional training and inference cost introduced by the
DiffLoss MLP, we use 128 tokens for the discrete MaskGen
variant and 32 tokens for the continuous MaskGen variant.
Ablation studies on the impact of token count for MaskGen
are provided in the Appendix.
Dataset (recaption). For training TA-TiTok and MaskGen,
we utilized various open-source datasets: DataComp-
1B [25], CC12M [13], LAION-aesthetic [1], LAION-art [3],
LAION-pop [4], JourneyDB [56], and DALLE3-1M [21].
All training images are filtered to ensure their longer side is
greater than 256 pixels and their aspect ratio is less than
2. TA-TiTok is trained exclusively with DataComp-1B.
MaskGen undergoes a two-stage training process: first, it
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tokenizer arch training setting #tokens rFID↓ IS↑
TiTok [69] VQ 1-stage [22] 64 5.15 120.5
TiTok VQ our 1-stage 64 2.43 179.3

Table 2. Ablation on Improved One-Stage Training Recipe.
Both models are trained and evaluated on ImageNet.

is pre-trained for image-text alignment using DataComp-
1B, CC12M, and LAION-aesthetic, where DataComp-1B
and CC12M are additionally filtered to include only im-
ages with aesthetic scores [2] higher than 5.0. Following
pre-training, MaskGen is fine-tuned using aesthetic images
from LAION-art, LAION-pop, JourneyDB, DALLE3-1M,
and DataComp-1B (filtered for aesthetic scores above 6.0).
For LAION-art, LAION-pop, and the filtered DataComp-1B
datasets, we enhance the image captions using Molmo [16],
employing one of four different prompts along with the orig-
inal caption. Details regarding the dataset preparation and
recaptioning process are provided in the Appendix.

Training. We adhere strictly to the hyperparameters used to
train TiTok across all TA-TiTok variants. Specifically, TA-
TiTok is trained with a batch size of 1024 for 1 epoch (650k
steps) on the filtered DataComp dataset, using a maximum
learning rate of 1e-4 and a cosine learning rate schedule. For
MaskGen with discrete tokens, we employ a batch size of
4096, leveraging weight tying [46] to stabilize training, with
a cosine learning rate schedule and a maximum learning rate
of 4 × 10-4. For MaskGen with continuous tokens, to accom-
modate the diffusion loss, we use a constant learning rate
schedule with a maximum rate of 1 × 10-4 and a batch size
of 2048. Masked tokens are sampled by randomly selecting
the masking rate from [0, 1] on a cosine schedule, following
MaskGIT [11], and text conditioning is randomly dropped
with a 0.1 probability to enable classifier-free guidance [32].
Full training hyperparameters are in the Appendix.

Evaluation. Our evaluation pipeline closely follows prior
works [12, 65]. The images are generated from text prompts
without rejection sampling, and classifier-free guidance [32]
has been used to enhance generation quality. Unless speci-
fied otherwise, MaskGen uses 16 and 32 sampling steps for
VQ and KL architectures, respectively. To assess different
aspects of our models’ performance, we employ multiple
evaluation metrics. For TA-TiTok, we measure reconstruc-
tion quality using reconstruction FID (rFID) [31] and incep-
tion score (IS) [52] on ImageNet [17] validation set. For
MaskGen’s text-to-image generation capabilities, we utilize
a comprehensive set of metrics: FID on MJHQ [37] to as-
sess aesthetic quality, and GenEval [27] score to measure
the alignment between text prompts and their corresponding
generated images.

arch tokens TiTok TA-TiTok
# c rFID↓ IS↑ rFID↓ IS↑

VQ
32 - 7.72 98.3 4.09 (-3.63) 215.9 (+117.6)
64 - 4.25 138.0 2.68 (-1.57) 213.5 (+75.5)

128 - 2.63 168.1 1.78 (-0.85) 216.9 (+48.8)

KL
32 16 2.56 171.7 1.53 (-1.03) 222.0 (+50.3)
64 16 1.64 198.0 1.47 (-0.17) 220.7 (+22.7)

128 16 1.02 209.7 0.90 (-0.12) 227.7 (+18.0)

Table 3. Ablation on Text-Aware De-tokenization Design. To
ensure fairness, all models are trained using our improved one-stage
training recipe on the DataComp dataset and evaluated in a zero-
shot setting on the ImageNet validation set. Relative improvements
for text-aware variants are highlighted in blue. #: Number of tokens.
c: Channels of continuous tokens.

tokenizer arch #tokens text guidance rFID↓ IS↑

TA-TiTok KL 32 ID 1.62 213.6
Embedding 1.53 222.0

Table 4. Ablation on Text Guidance Type. Models are trained
on DataComp and zero-shot evaulated on ImageNet validation
set. ID refers to numerical IDs extracted by CLIP text tokenizer,
Embedding denotes text features extracted by CLIP text encoder.

5.2. Ablation Studies
Improved One-Stage Training Recipe. Tab. 2 summarizes
the performance gains achieved by our improved one-stage
training recipe compared to the original training schemes
in [69]. As shown, the adopted one-stage training signifi-
cantly outperforms the original one-stage training with an
rFID improvement of 2.72.
Effect of Text-Aware De-Tokenization. We evaluate the
impact of text-aware de-tokenization (TA-TiTok) in Tab. 3.
For consistency, all models are trained using our improved
one-stage training recipe. Tokenizers are trained on the Dat-
aComp dataset [25] and evaluated in a zero-shot setting on
the ImageNet validation set [17], where the caption is simply
represented as “A photo of class” without any prompt en-
gineering. We compare two architectures—discrete tokens
(VQ) and continuous tokens (KL)—and vary the token count
between 32, 64, and 128. As shown in the table, continu-
ous tokens consistently outperform discrete tokens, aligning
with findings in [22]. Additionally, TA-TiTok consistently
outperforms TiTok (the non-text-aware variant) across all
configurations. Notably, the performance gain is most pro-
nounced with a smaller number of tokens (e.g., 32) and with
discrete tokens. We attribute this to the fact that the latent
tokens primarily capture low-level image details, while high-
level semantics provided by text embeddings enrich these
representations. Consequently, the improvement is more sub-
stantial with fewer tokens (where learning semantic detail is
more challenging) and with vector-quantized tokens (where
quantization introduces information loss).

7



tokenizer arch type generator #params resolution open-data T↓ I↑ FID↓
VQGAN [57] VQ AR LlamaGen [57] 775M 512 × 512 ✗ - - 25.59
MAGVIT-v2 [63] VQ AR Show-o [63] 1.3B 256 × 256 ✓ - 1.0 14.99
TA-TiTok VQ Mask. MaskGen-L (ours) 568M 256 × 256 ✓ 20.0 30.3 7.74
TA-TiTok VQ Mask. MaskGen-XL (ours) 1.1B 256 × 256 ✓ 35.0 18.5 7.51

VAE [50] KL Diff. Stable-Diffusion-2.1 [50] 860M 768 × 768 ✓ 1041.6 - 26.96
VAE [50] KL Diff. PixArt-α [14] 630M 256 × 256 ✗ 94.1 7.9 9.85
VAE [45] KL Diff. SDXL [45] 2.6B 1024 × 1024 ✗ - - 8.76
TA-TiTok KL Mask. MaskGen-L (ours) 568M + 44M 256 × 256 ✓ 18.5 11.1 7.24
TA-TiTok KL Mask. MaskGen-XL (ours) 1.1B + 69M 256 × 256 ✓ 30.5 9.1 6.53

Table 5. Zero-Shot Text-to-Image Generation Results on MJHQ-30K. Comparison of MaskGen with state-of-the-art open-weight models.
“VQ” denotes discrete tokenizers and “KL” stands for continuous tokenizers. “type” indicates the generative model type, where “AR”, “Diff.”
and “Mask.” refer to autoregressive models, diffusion models and masked transformer models, respectively. T: Generator training cost,
measured in 8 A100 days using float16 precision. I: Generator inference throughput, measured in samples per second on a single A100 with
batch size 64 using float16 precision. We compare inference throughput with methods using the same resolution.

tokenizer arch generator #params open-data S. Obj. T. Obj. Count. Colors Position C. Attri. Overall↑
VQGAN [57] VQ LlamaGen [57] 775M ✗ 0.71 0.34 0.21 0.58 0.07 0.04 0.32
MAGVIT-v2 [63] VQ Show-o [63] 1.3B ✓ 0.95 0.52 0.49 0.82 0.11 0.28 0.53
TA-TiTok VQ MaskGen-L (ours) 568M ✓ 0.98 0.57 0.46 0.80 0.11 0.25 0.53
TA-TiTok VQ MaskGen-XL (ours) 1.1B ✓ 0.99 0.61 0.55 0.81 0.13 0.31 0.57

VAE [50] KL Stable-Diffusion-1.5 [50] 860M ✓ 0.97 0.38 0.35 0.76 0.04 0.06 0.43
VAE [50] KL PixArt-α [14] 630M ✗ 0.96 0.49 0.47 0.79 0.06 0.11 0.48
VAE [50] KL Stable-Diffusion-2.1 [50] 860M ✓ 0.98 0.51 0.44 0.85 0.07 0.17 0.50
VAE [45] KL SDXL [45] 2.6B ✗ 0.98 0.74 0.39 0.85 0.15 0.23 0.55
TA-TiTok KL MaskGen-L (ours) 568M + 44M ✓ 0.99 0.57 0.36 0.80 0.11 0.29 0.52
TA-TiTok KL MaskGen-XL (ours) 1.1B + 69M ✓ 0.99 0.58 0.47 0.77 0.13 0.34 0.55

Table 6. Zero-Shot Text-to-Image Generation Results on GenEval. Comparison of MaskGen with state-of-the-art open-weight models.

Text Guidance Type. In our text-aware de-tokenization
design, we can use either the numerical IDs from the CLIP
text tokenizer or the embeddings from the CLIP text encoder.
We ablate this design choice in Tab. 4, where the latter option
yields a marginal improvement.

5.3. Main Results

MJHQ-30K. We report the zero-shot text-to-image genera-
tion results on MJHQ-30K [37] in Tab. 5. MaskGen-XL (dis-
crete tokens) achieves a significantly better FID compared
to recent autoregressive models like LlamaGen [57] (7.51 vs.
25.59) and Show-o [63] (7.51 vs. 14.99), both of which also
use VQ tokenizers. Additionally, it offers a 18.5× improve-
ment in inference throughput over Show-o, with further gains
(30.3× faster) achieved by the lighter MaskGen-L model,
albeit with a slight performance drop. MaskGen also demon-
strates remarkable resource efficiency. MaskGen-L com-
pletes training in just 20.0 8-A100 days, while MaskGen-XL
finishes within 35.0 8-A100 days, showcasing both strong
performance and efficiency.

For continuous tokens, MaskGen delivers competitive
results against recent diffusion models. With only 32 tokens,
the MaskGen-L outperforms PixArt-α [14] (630M) (7.24 vs.

9.85), offering 1.4× faster inference throughput while using
fewer parameters and requiring less than one fifth of the
training resources (18.5 vs. 94.1 8-A100 days). MaskGen-
XL further improves the FID score to 6.53, achieving much
better performance compared to SDXL [45] (6.53 vs. 8.76),
a 2.6B-parameter model trained on high-quality private data,
despite MaskGen-XL being trained exclusively on open data
for approximately 30.5 8-A100 days.

GenEval. Tab. 6 summaries the zero-shot text-to-image
generation results on GenEval [27]. Using discrete tokens,
MaskGen-L (568M) achieves an overall score of 0.53, sig-
nificantly outperforming the recent autoregressive model
LlamaGen [57] by 0.21 and performing on par with the
larger Show-o [63] (1.3B). Moreover, the larger MaskGen-
XL achieves the highest overall score on the benchmark, with
a score of 0.57. This result notably surpasses SDXL [45],
a 2.6B-parameter model (2.36× larger than MaskGen-XL)
trained on proprietary data.

Meanwhile, our MaskGen-XL with continuous tokens
also achieves an overall score of 0.55, comparable to recent
diffusion models [50], but with much lower training costs
and exclusively trained on open data.
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6. Conclusion
We introduced TA-TiTok, a text-aware 1D tokenizer that
improves semantic alignment in text-to-image generation,
and MaskGen, a versatile masked generative model support-
ing both discrete and continuous tokens. Through compact
1D tokenization, MaskGen reduces training costs and accel-
erates sampling, making efficient, high-quality generation
more accessible. By leveraging publicly available data and
an efficient tokenizer design, MaskGen democratizes access
to high-performance masked generative models. Our release
of training code and model weights aims to drive further
progress in text-to-image generation.
Limitations and Future Work. While MaskGen achieves
competitive generation quality and benchmark scores compa-
rable to recent text-to-image models, including those lever-
aging proprietary training data, we acknowledge several
aspects for future exploration.

First, the current KL variant of MaskGen is designed to
use 32 tokens. While increasing the token count improves
tokenization quality, leading to better-reconstructed samples,
it also significantly raises training costs due to longer conver-
gence times. Additionally, scaling up the generator remains
a challenge, as the current MaskGen-XL is constrained to
1.1B parameters due to limited computational resources.

Second, the current implementation of MaskGen operates
at a resolution of 256× 256. However, the scalability of its
core architectural design—1-dimensional tokenization and
masked generation—has been validated in high-resolution
implementations like Muse [12].

This work emphasizes establishing a fully open-source,
open-data text-to-image masked generative model using
compact text-aware 1-dimensional tokenization. Future work
will focus on optimizing convergence speed, model scaling
up, and enabling high-resolution outputs.

Appendix
We provide additional information in the supplementary ma-
terial, as outlined below:
• Sec. A: Further implementation details, including dataset

filtering, recaptioning, and MaskGen training hyperparam-
eters.

• Sec. B: Ablation studies on the place of text guidance in
TA-TiTok.

• Sec. C: Comparisons between MaskGen using discrete
and continuous tokens.

• Sec. D: Ablation studies on the number of tokens and
aesthetic score condition in MaskGen.

• Sec. E: Additional zero-shot text-to-image generation re-
sults on COCO validation set.

• Sec. F: Results demonstrating the performance of our KL
variant of TiTok on ImageNet.

• Sec. G: More qualitative examples generated by MaskGen.

A. More Implementation Details
Dataset Filtering. To prepare training data, we applied three
filtering criteria: resolution, aesthetic, and watermark filter-
ing. Details of applied filtering criteria and the total size of
the dataset after filtering are presented in Tab. 7. Resolution
filtering was applied to all datasets during the training of
both TA-TiTok and MaskGen. This filtering ensured that the
longer side of each image exceeded 256 pixels and main-
tained an aspect ratio below 2. For MaskGen training, we
implemented aesthetic filtering using the LAION-aesthetic-
v2 predictor [2] to retain only high-quality images. Images
with scores above 5.0 were kept during the pre-training stage,
while a stricter threshold of 6.0 was applied during fine-
tuning to ensure even higher quality. Additionally, we em-
ployed watermark filtering for MaskGen using the LAION-
WatermarkDetector [5], removing images with watermark
probability exceeding 0.5 to prevent unwanted watermark
artifacts in generated images. Synthetic datasets such as
JourneyDB [56] and DALLE3-1M [21] were exempted from
these filtering processes as they inherently met our high
resolution and quality standards.
Dataset Recaptioning. To improve the text quality of Dat-
aComp [25], LAION-art [3], and LAION-pop [4], we uti-
lize state-of-the-art vision-language models, Molmo-7B-D-
0924 [16], to enhance captions based on both the image
and its original caption. Specifically, we randomly sample
one of four prompts as shown in Fig. 4 to generate updated
captions. Since the augmented captions are often signifi-
cantly longer than the original ones and frequently start with
similar patterns (e.g., “The image depicts/displays/showcas-
es/shows/features...”), we apply prefix filtering to remove
these repetitive prefixes, preventing information leakage.
During training, we further address this by employing a 95:5
ratio, randomly sampling between augmented and original
captions to ensure balanced learning, following [9]. A few
recaption results are shown in Fig. 5, highlighting how the
augmented captions provide richer details and align better
with the image content.
Training Hyper-parameters. Tab. 8 provides the complete
list of hyper-parameters used for training MaskGen with
both discrete and continuous tokenizers.

B. Ablation on Text Guidance Place in TA-
TiTok

In the design of TA-TiTok, we only incorporate the text
guidance (i.e., the text tokens from CLIP) into the tokenizer
decoder to better capture high-level semantics and align with
textual descriptions during both reconstruction and gener-
ation. In this study, we investigate whether injecting text
guidance into both the encoder and decoder of TA-TiTok can
further enhance the quality of the encoded latent tokens. This
evaluation is conducted on the ImageNet validation set [17]
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model dataset filtering recaptioning samplesresolution aesthetic watermark
TA-TiTok: tokenizer DataComp [25] ✓ 685.8M

MaskGen: pre-training
DataComp [25] ✓ ✓ (5.0) ✓ 219.8M

CC12M [13] ✓ ✓ (5.0) ✓ 4.8M
LAION-aesthetic [1] ✓ ✓ 28.3M

MaskGen: fine-tuning

DataComp [25] ✓ ✓ (6.0) ✓ ✓ 3.6M
LAION-art [3] ✓ ✓ ✓ 4.2M
LAION-pop [4] ✓ ✓ ✓ 0.4M

DALLE3-1M [21] 1.0M
JourneyDB [56] 4.1M

Table 7. Training Data Details. Filtering criteria applied to each publicly available dataset include resolution (aspect ratio < 2 and longer
side ≥ 256), aesthetic score (predicted score exceeding the specified value in parentheses), and watermark detection (removal of images
predicted to contain watermarks). For datasets with noisy web-crawled captions, Molmo [16] is used for recaptioning. The final column
shows the number of text-image pairs remaining after filtering.

1. Describe the image in detail while
considering the provided caption:
'{original_caption}'. Correct any errors
and improve the caption, ensuring the final
description is in English and within 77
tokens. Return only the corrected caption.

2. Analyze the image and the caption
'{original_caption}'. Write a detailed and
accurate description of the image in
English, correcting any mistakes or
low-quality aspects of the original
caption. Keep the final caption under 77
tokens, and return only the caption.

3. Use the caption '{original_caption}' as a
reference to create a detailed and improved
description of the image in English.
Correct any errors and make sure the new
caption is concise and within 77 tokens.
Return only the revised caption.

4. Given the image and the original caption
'{original_caption}', describe the image in
a detailed and accurate way in English,
improving upon the original caption where
necessary. Ensure the description is within
77 tokens. Return only the corrected caption.

Figure 4. Prompts Used for Recaptioning. One of
the four prompts are used when recpationing each image.
{original_caption} is replaced with the original caption
paired with the image.

using reconstruction metrics in a zero-shot setting, where
the caption is represented as “A photo of class” without any
prompt engineering. As shown in Tab. 9, injecting textual
guidance into both the encoder and decoder has negligible
impact on reconstruction quality. This finding suggests that
incorporating text guidance in the decoder alone is sufficient
to provide semantic information to the model.

hyper-parmeters discrete continuous
optimizer AdamW AdamW
β1 0.9 0.9
β2 0.96 0.95
weight decay 0.03 0.02
lr (pre-training) 0.0004 0.0002
lr (fine-tuning) 0.0001 0.0002
lr scheduling cosine constant
lr warmup steps 10K 50k
batch size 4096 2048
training steps (pre-training) 500K 1000k
training steps (fine-tuning) 250K 500k

Table 8. Training Hyper-parameters for MaskGen.

arch tokens Encoder + Decoder Decoder Only
# c rFID↓ IS↑ rFID↓ IS↑

KL
32 16 1.65 218.4 1.53 222.0
64 16 1.39 221.5 1.47 220.7

128 16 0.92 227.1 0.90 227.7

Table 9. Ablation on Text Guidance Place. In the TA-TiTok
design, we ablate on adding the text guidance to both encoder and
decoder or just decoder. Adding text guidance to only the decoder
results in similar reconstruction performances but enjoys a simpler
structure. Models are trained on DataComp and zero-shot evaulated
on ImageNet validation set.

C. Comparisons Between MaskGen Using Dis-
crete and Continuous Tokens

Performance Comparisons Between VQ and KL Vari-
ants. The KL variant of MaskGen consistently outperforms
the VQ variant on MJHQ-30K FID but performs slightly
worse on GenEval’s overall score. We hypothesize that the
KL variant excels in generating diverse, high-aesthetic im-
ages, contributing to improved FID on MJHQ-30K. However,
it falls behind on GenEval, which emphasizes object-focused
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original cap+on: Pre/y Dress with 
Matching Hat 3-6 Months Old

new caption: A charming white dress with red polka 
dot trim, featuring a large bow at the waist and smaller 
bows on the shoulders. The dress is adorned with a 
delightful pattern of blue and pink teacups, butterflies, 
and flowers. A matching bonnet with a red bow 
complements the outfit. The ensemble is displayed on a 
colorful wooden surface, with wooden puzzle pieces 
showing the numbers 3, 6, and M nearby.

original caption: J.L. Jensen: Kamelier og 
rhododendron - Fineart photography by 
Art Classics

new caption: J.L. Jensen's "Kamelier og 
rhododendron" (Carnations and Rhododendrons) is a 
stunning fine art photograph showcasing a lush floral 
arrangement. The image features vibrant carnations in 
shades of pink and red, accompanied by elegant 
rhododendron blooms in white and pink. Dark green 
leaves provide a striking contrast against the colorful 
flowers. The composition is set against a deep black 
background, enhancing the vividness of the blooms.
This exquisite piece captures the beauty and diversity
of these two iconic flower species in a visually 
captivating manner.

Figure 5. Re-captioning Results. Augmented captions, generated by Molmo [16], offer richer details and improved alignment with image
content.

MJHQ-30K GenEval
tokenizer arch type generator #params resolution T↓ I↑ FID↓ Overall↑
TA-TiTok VQ Mask. MaskGen-L (ours) 568M 256 × 256 20.0 30.3 7.74 0.53
TA-TiTok VQ Mask. MaskGen-XL (ours) 1.1B 256 × 256 35.0 18.5 7.51 0.57

TA-TiTok KL Mask. MaskGen-L (ours) 568M + 44M 256 × 256 18.5 11.1 7.24 0.52
TA-TiTok KL Mask. MaskGen-XL (ours) 1.1B + 69M 256 × 256 30.5 9.1 6.53 0.55

Table 10. Comparison of MaskGen using Discrete and Continuous Tokens on MJHQ-30K and GenEval. “VQ” denotes discrete
tokenizers and “KL” stands for continuous tokenizers. “type” indicates the generative model type, where “Mask.” refer to masked transformer
models. T: Generator training cost, measured in 8 A100 days using float16 precision. I: Generator inference throughput, measured in
samples per second on a single A100 with batch size 64 using float16 precision. FID: MJHQ-30K FID. Overall: GenEval average score.

compositional properties such as position, count, and color.
In contrast, the VQ variant, constrained by a finite codebook,
generates less diverse but more compositionally accurate
images, leading to higher scores on GenEval. Fig. 7 vi-
sually compares generated samples, where the KL variant
demonstrates slightly better overall generation quality.
Training and Inference Cost Comparisons Between VQ
and KL Variants. The VQ variant of MaskGen benefits
from faster training and significantly faster inference, primar-
ily due to inherent differences in the diffusion process used
in the KL variant. While the KL variant excels in generating
more diverse and higher-aesthetic images, this advantage
comes with increased computational demands. To address
this gap in training and inference efficiency, we employ 128
tokens for the VQ variant and 32 tokens for the KL vari-
ant, effectively controlling the training cost to remain at a
comparable level, as shown in Tab. 10.

D. Ablation Studies for MaskGen

Experimental Setup. For efficient ablation experiments,
we utilize the discrete version of MaskGen. Performance is
evaluated using the FID metric on MJHQ-30K [37] and the
overall GenEval [27] score.
Number of Tokens. Tab. 11 presents an ablation study

MJHQ-30K GenEval
arch generator #tokens T↓ I↑ FID↓ Overall↑

VQ MaskGen-L
32 16.0 47.6 9.11 0.43
64 17.5 40.2 7.85 0.50
128 20.0 30.3 7.74 0.53

Table 11. Zero-Shot Text-to-Image Generation Results on
MJHQ-30K and GenEval with Varying Number of Tokens.
MaskGen achieves better generation quality with more tokens but
incurs longer training times and slower inference speeds. T: Gener-
ator training cost, measured in 8 A100 days using float16 precision.
I: Generator inference throughput, measured in samples per second
on a single A100 with batch size 64 using float16 precision.

on the number of tokens used for text-to-image generation
with MaskGen. As observed, increasing the token count
improves generation quality but comes at the expense of
longer training times and slower inference speeds.
Aesthetic Score Conditioning. Tab. 12 illustrates the im-
pact of incorporating aesthetic score conditioning signals.
As shown, using aesthetic scores improves the quality of
the generation. In Fig. 6, generated images using differ-
ent aesthetic score conditioning are presented. Images are
generated using the same hyper-parameters and prompts,
except for the aesthetic score used for conditioning. The
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Figure 6. Generated Images with Varying Aesthetic Score Con-
ditioning. Conditioning on higher aesthetic scores produces gener-
ated images with enhanced fine-grained details.

MJHQ-30K GenEval
arch generator #tokens aesthetic FID↓ Overall↑

VQ MaskGen-L 64 ✗ 8.66 0.49
✓ 7.85 0.50

Table 12. Zero-Shot Text-to-Image Generation Results on
MJHQ-30K and GenEval with Ablation of Additional Con-
ditions. Incorporating aesthetic scores as conditioning signals
enhances generation quality.

tokenizer arch generator #params open-data FID-30K↓
MAGVIT-v2 [63] VQ Show-o [63] 1.3B ✓ 9.24
TA-TiTok VQ MaskGen-L (ours) 568M ✓ 13.62
TA-TiTok VQ MaskGen-XL (ours) 1.1B ✓ 13.01

VAE [50] KL LDM [50] 1.4B ✓ 12.64
VAE [50] KL Stable-Diffusion-1.5 [50] 860M ✓ 9.62
VAE [50] KL PixArt-α [14] 630M ✗ 7.32
TA-TiTok KL MaskGen-L (ours) 568M + 44M ✓ 9.66
TA-TiTok KL MaskGen-XL (ours) 1.1B + 69M ✓ 8.98

Table 13. Zero-Shot Text-to-Image Generation Results on
COCO-30K. Comparison of MaskGen with state-of-the-art open-
weight models.

results show that the aesthetic score correlates highly with
the dramatic lighting and fine-grained detail. For example,
in the third row, we can observe that a higher aesthetic score
leads to more detailed depictions of trees and stars in the
night sky, while using a low aesthetic score leads to simpler
representation. This enables more fine-grained control of the
generated images based on the user’s needs.

tokenizer arch tokens rFID↓ generator gFID↓ IS↑ T↓ I↑# c
VAE [39] KL 256 16 0.54 MAR [39] 2.45 275.5 8.0 1.0

TiTok (ours) KL 64 16 1.54 MAR [39] 2.96 246.9 2.1 8.1
128 16 1.31 2.70 252.9 3.2 3.2

Table 14. Class-conditional ImageNet-1K 256×256 Generation
Results Evaluated with ADM [19], using continuous tokens (i.e.,
KL architecture). #: Number of tokens. c: Channels of continuous
tokens. T: Generator training cost, measured in 8 A100 days using
float32 precision. I: Generator inference throughput, measured in
samples per second on a single A100 with float32 precision.

E. Zero-Shot Text-to-Image Generation Results
on COCO

In Tab. 13, we evaluate zero-shot text-to-image generation
on the COCO dataset [40] by randomly sampling 30K image-
caption pairs from the COCO 2014 validation split and re-
porting the FID, as is standard in the literature. Since the fine-
tuning stage of MaskGen often generates more aesthetically
appealing images that deviate from the COCO dataset distri-
bution, we perform the evaluation using MaskGen at the pre-
training stage to ensure consistency with the dataset’s charac-
teristics. Notably, MaskGen-L (KL variant with continuous
tokens) achieves an FID-30K of 9.66, while MaskGen-XL
(KL variant) further improves to 8.98. These results demon-
strate that MaskGen achieves performance comparable to
other state-of-the-art text-to-image models, highlighting its
effectiveness even in the zero-shot setting.

F. KL variant of TiTok on ImageNet

We evaluate the KL variant of TiTok as a drop-in replacement
for standard 2D VAEs [35, 39] in class-conditional image
generation on ImageNet [17]. Results, reported in Tab. 14,
are based on the MAR [39] framework with its base model,
after 400 epochs using unchanged MAR hyper-parameters.
MAR with TiTok (our KL variant) achieves significant train-
ing time reductions (3.8× with 64 tokens, 2.7× with 128
tokens) and inference speedups (8.1× with 64 tokens, 3.2×
with 128 tokens), thanks to its efficient 1D token design.
Despite the substantial reduction in computational overhead,
MAR with TiTok maintains performance comparable to
MAR with conventional 2D VAEs using 256 tokens, high-
lighting TiTok’s potential as an efficient and robust image
tokenizer for class-conditional generation.

G. Qualitative Examples of MaskGen

Fig. 8, Fig. 9, Fig. 10, Fig. 11, Fig. 12, Fig. 13, and Fig. 14
showcase additional qualitative examples of text-to-image
generation using MaskGen. By utilizing the efficient and
compact text-aware tokenizer TA-TiTok, MaskGen demon-
strates its ability to produce high-fidelity and diverse images.
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‘astronaut cat 100 Moon in 

the background 60 fullcolor 

200 …’

‘a beautiful wolf head with a 

surrounding floral design in 

detailed drawing style …’

‘cartoon style, watercolor of 

cute baby rabbit, huge eyes, 

vector style’

‘apple tree, you bow your 

head to the apple tree in 

quiet simplicity, receive …’

‘vintage beautiful botanic 

flowers, graphic design, 

seamless repeating …’

‘crazy psychotic darth vader 

with glowing red eyes with a 

beautiful sunset …’

‘fireflies reflected off of a 

small forest pond, colorful 

sunset …’

‘A black MercedesBenz SL 

Roadster with the headlights 

illuminated parked …’

KL

VQ

KL

VQ

Figure 7. Generated Images by MaskGen with Different Tokenizer Types. For each caption, the top row displays images generated using
continuous tokens (KL), while the bottom row shows images generated using discrete tokens (VQ). Long prompts are truncated for brevity.
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‘A space explorer discovering an alien jungle planet under a purple sky’

‘A space explorer discovering an alien jungle planet under a purple sky’

‘A person standing on the desert, desert waves, half red, 
half blue, sand, illustration, outdoor’

‘A golden hourglass, half-filled with flowing silver sand, 
placed on a rich velvet cloth’

‘A Pikachu with an angry expression and red eyes, with 
lightning around it, hyper realistic style’

‘A gorgeous mountain landscape at sunset.  Masterful 
painting by Rembrandt’

Figure 8. Qualitative examples of Text-to-Image (T2I) Generation with MaskGen. MaskGen, equipped with the efficient and compact
text-aware 1D tokenizer TA-TiTok, generates high-fidelity and diverse images.
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‘A mountain village built into the cliffs of a canyon, where bridges connect houses carved into rock, and waterfalls flow 
down into the valley below’

‘A cozy cabin in the middle of a snowy forest, surrounded by tall trees with lights glowing through the windows, a 
northern lights display visible in the sky’

‘A cloud dragon flying over mountains, its body swirling 
with the wind’

‘A window with raindrops trickling down, overlooking a 
blurry city’

‘A vintage typewriter with paper spewing out like a 
waterfall’

‘A medieval knight standing on a cliff overlooking a vast 
battlefield’

Figure 9. Qualitative examples of Text-to-Image (T2I) Generation with MaskGen. MaskGen, equipped with the efficient and compact
text-aware 1D tokenizer TA-TiTok, generates high-fidelity and diverse images.
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‘Hot air balloons and flowers, collage art, photorealism, muted colors, 3D shading beautiful eldritch, mixed media, 
vaporous’

‘Isometric style farmhouse from RPG game, unreal engine, vibrant, beautiful, crisp, detailed, ultra detailed, intricate’

‘A dog that has been meditating all the time’ ‘A lion with a dragon's head’

‘A painting depicting a red wave outside, trapped 
emotions depicted, full body, Jon Foster, depth, Dima 

Dmitriev, fisheye effects, Ray Collins’

‘A cute fluffy sentient alien from planet Axor, in the 
andromeda galaxy, the alien have large innocent eyes 

and is digitigrade, high detail’

Figure 10. Qualitative examples of Text-to-Image (T2I) Generation with MaskGen. MaskGen, equipped with the efficient and compact
text-aware 1D tokenizer TA-TiTok, generates high-fidelity and diverse images.
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‘A still life of a vase overflowing with vibrant flowers, painted in bold colors and textured brushstrokes, reminiscent of van 
Gogh's iconic style’

‘A vibrant yellow banana-shaped couch sits in a cozy living room, its curve cradling a pile of colorful cushions. on the 
wooden floor, a patterned rug adds a touch of eclectic charm, and a potted plant sits in the corner, reaching towards the 

sunlight filtering through the window’

‘knolling of a drawing tools and books, knowledge, white 
background’

‘A snowy mountain’ ‘A man looks up at the starry sky, lonely’

‘A deep forest clearing with a mirrored pond reflecting a 
galaxy-filled night sky’

Figure 11. Qualitative examples of Text-to-Image (T2I) Generation with MaskGen. MaskGen, equipped with the efficient and compact
text-aware 1D tokenizer TA-TiTok, generates high-fidelity and diverse images.
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‘an astronaut rides a pig through in the forest. next to a river, with clouds in the sky’

‘paper artwork, layered paper, colorful Chinese dragon surrounded by clouds’

‘’

‘A alpaca made of colorful building blocks, cyberpunk’

‘Chinese painting of grapes’ ‘Crocodile in a sweater’

‘Cthulhu, alien, in a huge towering church, an evil statue 
with a skeleton in his hand’

Figure 12. Qualitative examples of Text-to-Image (T2I) Generation with MaskGen. MaskGen, equipped with the efficient and compact
text-aware 1D tokenizer TA-TiTok, generates high-fidelity and diverse images.
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‘Chinese architecture, ancient style,mountain, bird, lotus, pond, big tree, Unity, octane rendering’

‘a traveler navigating via a boat in countless mountains, Chinese ink painting’

‘a Emu, focused yet playful, ready for a competitive 
matchup, photorealistic quality with cartoon vibes’

‘An image of a chrome sphere reflecting a vibrant city 
skyline at sunset’

‘how world looks like in 100 A car made out of 
vegetables years, intricate, detailed’

‘stars, water, brilliantly, gorgeous large scale scene, a 
little girl, in the style of dreamy realism’

Figure 13. Qualitative examples of Text-to-Image (T2I) Generation with MaskGen. MaskGen, equipped with the efficient and compact
text-aware 1D tokenizer TA-TiTok, generates high-fidelity and diverse images.
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‘beautiful scene with mountains and rivers in a small village’

‘A silhouette of a grand piano overlooking a dusky cityscape viewed from a top-floor penthouse, rendered in the bold and 
vivid style of a vintage travel poster’

‘A dark forest under a full moon, with twisted, gnarled 
trees, shadows lurking behind every branch, and a lone 

figure holding a glowing lantern’

‘an illustration of an stylish swordsma’ ‘Futurist painting of the building’

‘A tranquil scene of a Japanese garden with a koi pond, 
painted in delicate brushstrokes and a harmonious blend 

of warm and cool colors’

Figure 14. Qualitative examples of Text-to-Image (T2I) Generation with MaskGen. MaskGen, equipped with the efficient and compact
text-aware 1D tokenizer TA-TiTok, generates high-fidelity and diverse images.
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