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Abstract
The Text-to-Image (T2I) diffusion model is one of the most
popular models in the world. However, serving diffusion mod-
els at the entire image level faces several problems, especially
when there are multiple candidate resolutions. First, image
based serving system prevents requests with different reso-
lutions from batching together. On the other hand, requests
with hybrid resolutions also indicate diverse locality features,
which makes it hard to apply the same cache policy to all of
them.

To this end, we propose PATCHEDSERVE, A Patch Manage-
ment Framework for SLO-Optimized Hybrid Resolution Dif-
fusion Serving that provides a patch-level management strat-
egy to gather hybrid resolution requests into batches. Specifi-
cally, PATCHEDSERVE incorporates a novel patch-based pro-
cessing workflow, significantly enhancing throughput for hy-
brid resolution inputs. Furthermore, PATCHEDSERVE designs
a patch-level cache reuse policy to fully exploit the redun-
dancy in diffusion. In addition, PATCHEDSERVE features
an SLO-aware scheduling algorithm with lightweight online
latency prediction, achieving higher SLO satisfaction rates.
We show that PATCHEDSERVE can achieve 30.1 % higher
SLO satisfaction compared to SOTA diffusion serving system
while not hurt the image quality.

1 Introduction

Over recent years, Text-to-Image (T2I) generation tasks have
become increasingly popular and have been instrumental for
many companies, including Google Imagen [40], Adobe Fire-
fly [1], and OpenAI DALL·E [31]. Behind these successful
applications, diffusion models have emerged as the dominant
paradigm for image generation [8], primarily due to their
ability to generate images with superior quality. T2I diffusion
models synthesize images from Gaussian noises by iteratively
denoising, leveraging both ResNet [13] and Transformer [43]
architectures to create photorealistic images.

Despite their remarkable success, serving such models
in real-world settings entails significant computational over-

head due to several unique characteristics. First, unlike tradi-
tional CNN models (e.g., ResNet [14] and VGG [41]) with
millisecond-scale latency or modern vision language models
(e.g., LLaVA [23]) that achieve hundreds of frames per sec-
ond, mainstream diffusion models typically require several
seconds to generate a single image. For instance, it generally
takes 3 to 4 seconds for the popular SDXL model [36] to
generate one 512×512 image on a powerful NVIDIA H100
GPU). Second, real-world serving scenarios often involve si-
multaneous requests with varying image resolutions [31, 36],
each with different latency requirements. For example, if a
new request arrives when another request with a different res-
olution is being processed on the same GPU, the new request
must wait until the previous one completes due to resolution
mismatches. This results in prolonged execution times and
inefficient GPU utilization.

Existing system optimizations for diffusion models primar-
ily consider the simplified uni-resolution input settings and
can be broadly categorized into two main approaches. One
approach focuses on exploiting the computational parallelism
of diffusion models, such as leveraging multiple GPUs or par-
titioning images into patches [20] for patch-level parallelism
within a single request. However, these methods are limited
to handling batches of images with identical resolutions and
cannot exploit the opportunity to improve GPU utilization
by batching images with misaligned shapes. Another line
of research emphasizes harnessing the locality benefits of
diffusion models. For instance, block caching [47] reduces
computational complexity by caching intermediate states at
each step. However, they can only profile the state change
pattern at the granularity of entire images, overlooking the
locality benefits at the finer granularity of image patches.

With the above insights, we propose a novel approach to
optimize diffusion model systems by reorganizing the in-
put at the patch-level granularity, enabling more flexible
cache reuse and simplifying mixed-resolution batching. Our
key observation is that most of the operations (e.g., Linear
and Cross Attention) in diffusion models focus on “local”
(small image patches) rather than “global” (entire image) in-
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Figure 1: Multiple Requests Infer. (a) Serving system without
patched inference. It fails to combine them into a single batch
due to the diverse resolution. (b) The system that processes
requests in patch granularity. Even with three requests in dif-
ferent shapes, it can split them to the same size of patches and
better leverage GPU capacity, achieving higher throughput.

formation. These operations, originally designed for entire im-
ages, can be decomposed into mini-operations targeting small
image patches. These small patches have the same shape thus
we can easily batch them together. Based on this insight, we
can reorganize images with different resolutions into patches
with uniform shapes, derived from the common factors of
their original dimensions, and then batch all patches together
to process and schedule them more efficiently. For a simple
illustration (Figure 1), there are three diffusion requests with
different resolutions. If we serve these three requests directly,
we have to process them sequentially due to misaligned input
resolutions (Figure 1(a)). In such cases, GPUs are more likely
to be underutilized since only one one resolution can be pro-
cessed at a time. Alternatively, if we segment the requests into
fine-grained image patches with the same shape, they can be
processed in a batched mannar (Figure 1(b)). Once processed,
the interrelated patches can be concatenated to reconstruct
the complete images. With patching, the diffusion serving
can exploit abundant locality and parallelism benefits across
different levels of compute and memory hierarchies, includ-
ing inter-patch computational parallelism and intra-patch data
locality, to reducing the overall execution latency.

Despite such potential performance gains from patching,
there are still several challenges preventing us from harvest-
ing them. First, dividing an image into patches can lead to the
loss of contextual information between them. For example,
GroupNorm operations in U-Net-based diffusion models will
calculate the mean and variance values of the entire image.
Although it is easy to calculate these metrics for individual
patches, it is difficult to calculate them for the whole image
due to the extensive exchange of partial results across patches.
Second, frequent caching operations can introduce severe
overhead. To effectively reuse the patch-level cache while

preserving image quality, the system must identify which
patch outputs are sufficiently similar to cached results from
the previous computation. These decisions must be made on-
line before processing each block, and this process is repeated
hundreds of times during generation. Even worse, cache man-
agement operations (such as insert, delete, query, and
re-organize) are not computationally light, demanding so-
phisticated design and optimization. Third, diverse SLO re-
quirements add complexity to scheduling. In the real world,
the SLO requirement is often 1-5× of the model execution
latency [22], meaning the SLO requirements will always be
different when the model latency changes. For instance, if a
task with a higher resolution arrives earlier than one with
a lower resolution, it is permissible for the larger task to
be started later. The more candidate resolutions there are,
the more diverse the SLO requirements will be. Such diver-
sity will enlarge the scheduling searching space significantly,
makes us hard to find the optimal solution.

To address these problems, we propose PATCHEDSERVE,
A Patch Management Framework for SLO-Optimized Hy-
brid Resolution Diffusion Serving (Figure 10). The core idea
of PATCHEDSERVE is to split images into smaller patches,
leveraging the advantages of batching while managing the
entire generation process at the patch level. First, PATCHED-
SERVEensures accurate mapping of each patch to its original
request and resolution, which is critical for efficient informa-
tion completion. To achieve this, we design a customized
format for patch management and introduce a patch edge
stitching mechanism to mitigate the significant memory over-
head associated with patch information exchange (Section 4).
Secondly, to reduce computational costs, PATCHEDSERVE
employs a patch-aware cache reuse strategy. While individual
cache operations are expensive, batching multiple queries sig-
nificantly improves overall efficiency. We implement a batch-
based cache management system to minimize the overhead
of frequent cache operations (Section 5). Finally, we observe
that the latency for processing a batch of mixed-resolution
requests is predictable due to its iterative-based execution pat-
tern. PATCHEDSERVE incorporates an SLO-aware scheduling
algorithm guided by the predicted latency to maximize the
satisfaction across requests (Section 6).

To sum up, we make the following contributions:

• We propose a novel patch-based batching strategy to
effectively handle mixed-resolution diffusion requests.
It not only promotes processing parallelism and device
utilization but also retains the context information.

• We introduce a patch-tailored online cache management
policy to control caches more efficiently and exploit the
abundant patch-level cache reuse opportunities.

• We implement a patch-aware scheduling algorithm with
agile online latency prediction and dynamic batching to
achieve higher SLO satisfaction and throughput.
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Figure 2: Latent Diffusion Model. One diffusion model con-
sists of multiple denoising steps. For each step, it processes
the same basic model. There are two choices of backbones:
U-Net and Diffusion Transformer (DiT).

• Evaluation reveals that PATCHEDSERVE can achieve
an average 30.1% higher SLO satisfaction rates with
minimum quality loss compared to the state-of-the-art
solutions.

2 Background

2.1 Diffusion Models

Text-to-Image (T2I) diffusion model [9, 36] is a probabilis-
tic model of unsupervised learning. Its training procedure
consists of a forward Markov process that gradually blurs
the information in the input image, followed by a backward
process that attempts to remove such blurred noise, producing
high-quality images from meaningless noises.

Figure 2 illustrates the workflow of T2I diffusion model.
It takes one prompt and one Gaussian noise as input. The
Prompt Encoder converts the given prompt to embeddings,
which are used during every denoising step (some specific
models may update the embeddings). The denoising step uses
such embeddings to guide the noise prediction. For each step,
the model predicts the potential noise in the original Gaussian
noise and eliminates it from the input noise. The input noise
will finally be a high-quality image after multiple denoising
steps. Within the denoising component, two primary model
architectures are commonly used, U-Net [31, 36, 38, 49] and
Diffusion Transformer (DiT) [9,21,32,35]. U-Net is a popular
model in vision tasks. It downsamples the given image and
then upsamples it, which presents a “U” like structure in
terms of hidden feature map size. In T2I diffusion models,
U-Net comprises two major building blocks – the ResNet
block and the Transformer block. The ResNet block hadles the
downsampling and upsampling of noise, while the transformer
block is to build the connection between the noise and the
prompt. As for DiT, it only has transformer blocks. It first
converts each pixel, or several pixels to tokens, then applies
Self-Attention and Cross-attention operations to help guide
noise prediction. After all of the denoising steps, a decoder
helps scale up the current image to a larger resolution.

Figure 3: Two T2I diffusion optimization techniques. (a)
Distrifusion [20] splits the image into multiple patches and
dispatches them to different GPUs to process a single genera-
tion in parallel. (b) Block Caching [47] leverages the locality
to save computations. It reuses output from the last step and
starts the next block without processing the corresponding
block in the current block.

T2I diffusion model suffers from heavy computation work-
load and iterative processing. For mixed resolution serving
system, the performance turns worse because mismatched
input (given Gaussian noise) and output (final image) shape
prevent larger batch processing. It is critical to propose a
technique to solve this problem.

2.2 System Optimizations for GenAI

To alleviate the heavy workload in T2I diffusion model, re-
searchers have proposed many techniques. We first introduce
them and demonstrate why these techniques don’t work for
the mixed-resolution scenario.

Acceleration for Transformer-based Model. Some previ-
ous works attempt to combine batch flexibly for transformer-
based models [11, 50]. ORCA [50] schedules requests at the
iteration level which enables the system to tune batch at each
iteration. Turbotransformer [11] simply pads requests with
shorter sequence length. However, in T2I diffusion model,
some key operators need to process different shapes of in-
put when serving requests with different resolutions, which
makes it hard to gain the benefits from batching with ORCA.
Moreover, Turbotransformer requires to pad when serving
two resolutions, which results in more overhead than benefits.
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Parallelism Exploration with Patching. One innovative
method is to split the whole image into several patches and
combine these patches together to form a larger batch size.
But current works [10, 20] fail to organize a larger batch.
Figure 3(a) demonstrates how Distrifusion [20] (the state-
of-the-art patching technique) works. Distrifusion first splits
the whole image into two patches and dispatches them to
two GPUs. These two GPUs process the patches in parallel.
To avoid the waiting time brought by synchronizing, Distri-
fusion processes AllGather operation asynchronously, and
then scatter the state to each GPU. When operations are in
demand of other patches’ context, Distrifusion uses the saved
state from the last step (the darker part) instead of the cur-
rent one. By employing this approach, Distrifusion overlaps
the communication overhead and computation, achieving bet-
ter parallelism. However, this technique is not effective for
mixed-resolution image generation for two reasons. First, it
restricts the number of patches per request, distributing each
request evenly across all GPUs, thereby preserving resolution
differences even after splitting. Second, it lacks the capability
to share context between patches within the same batch.

Locality Exploration with Caching Another technique
is caching. Some researchers find that the blocks’ outputs
change gradually, which means that the output from the last
step can be reused for the next step directly [27, 28, 47]. Fig-
ure 3(b) depicts the key idea of this kind of cache. For each
block, block caching [47] saves their output. Consider that the
model reaches Block-0 in Step-1. It is important to note that
Block Caching has already stored the output of Block-0 from
Step-0 as a cache. Therefore, Block Caching can either repro-
cess Block-0 or directly reuse the cached output. The decision
to reuse the cache is determined through offline profiling. If
the output of Block-0 in Step-0 consistently exhibits a high
degree of similarity to the output of Block-0 in Step-1, Block
Caching chooses to reuse the cached data. This approach re-
sults in a fixed, optimized model in which specific blocks are
pre-determined to be skipped based on the profiling results.

3 Challenges and Motivations

Unlike Distrifusion [20], which utilizes patches to enhance
parallelism, we propose aggregating multiple patches to
maximize GPU resource utilization while employing Block
Caching [47] to reduce computational overhead. However,
several challenges must be addressed: Inefficient patch index,
mismatched skipped blocks, and explosive combination.

Inefficient Patch Index: After splitting the whole image
into patches, we need some extra indices to help us identify
the patches from the same request or the same resolution. In
T2I diffusion models, there are two kinds of operations that
need extra context from other patches: Convolution and Self-
Attention. Convolution requires other patches’ boundaries to
help maintain the current patch boundary’s quality, while Self-
Attention needs to calculate the interactive relation with all

the other patches from the same request (Figure 7). We want
efficient patch management to record the patch indices so that
we can process Convolution and Self-Attention in an accurate
and efficient manner. Take Self-Attention as an example, a
naive implementation is to simply note the first patch index
and the last patch index for every request, and traverse the list
to find the next request (Figure 6(b)). However, this imple-
mentation has two drawbacks: First, it has redundant memory
access. To get the other patch indices from the same request
or image, the system has to visit two arrays, and different
patch access different location of these arrays, even if they are
from the same request. Second, such discontinuous order in
resolution prevents us from leveraging benefits from batching
when processing some operations that has to be processed
with the full image.

Mismatched Skipped Blocks: Some researchers propose
an idea that uses the cache method to eliminate the redundant
computation in T2I diffusion model [27, 47]. They usually
provide a custom model that appoints some blocks that can
use the results of the same block but from the last step. This
kind of caching method is fixed and can’t be modified with
resolution or step changes, which is not flexible for a mixed-
resolution serving system. We hold an experiment to prove
our insight. According to Block Caching [47], T2I diffusion
model skips block whose result shows little difference from
the result from the last step. They used a threshold σ to help
identify whether the difference is small enough. In our evalu-
ation, we use mean squared error (MSE), which is the most
popular metric in machine learning, to get the difference and
set the threshold as 0.1. We then select three resolutions, 512,
768, and 1024, and execute each of the resolutions for 1k times
with different seeds. We then count how many blocks the re-
quest can skip and get the average value. Figure 4 illustrates
the difference between different resolutions. As resolution
changes, T2I diffusion model skips diverse blocks. Therefore,
it is hard to give one custom model for multiple resolutions
while maintaining the quality.

Explosive Combination To schedule requests while sat-
isfying their SLO demand, the predicted latency for each
request is critical. In other works, the researchers tend to pro-
file the execution latency offline with different batch sizes
and use these data online [3, 5, 39]. However, this technique
does not work for mixed-resolution serving due to the explo-
sive combination. We evaluate the difference among different
combinations with the same batch size (We use the technique
mentioned in Section 4 to support mix resolution batching).
For 3 different resolutions, there are 8 combinations. We then
compute the average latency of each of these combinations.
Figure 5 demonstrates the diversity of the execution latency.
Here, “SML” represents there is 1 request with a Small resolu-
tion, 1 request with a Medium resolution, and 1 request with a
Large resolution. According to this figure, we can see that the
latency can be very different even if the batch size is the same.
The latency of 3 requests with large resolution is 68 % slower
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Figure 4: Average sav-
ings from skipped com-
putations.

Figure 5: Latency with
same batch size but the
different combination.
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Figure 6: Patch management policy. (a) Four input requests with different
resolutions. Each resolution may have a different number of requests. (b)
Record latent information for all patches. (c) Reorder and consider the
patches as sparse arrays. (d) Use resolution offset and Request offset to help
manage patches.

than small resolution. Thus, we have to profile the latency of
all the combinations. Assuming that one GPU can contain at
most M requests, and there are N choices of resolutions, then
we need to hold ∑

M
i=1 Ci+N−1

N−1 different choices. The number
of combinations grows quickly with the maximum batch size
and the kinds of resolution increasing. It is critical to get the
latency without that much preparation for experiments.

However, we observe certain patterns in the system’s la-
tency behavior. First, latency is directly influenced by the
number of pixels processed. As the T2I diffusion model gen-
erates more pixels, its processing speed decreases. Second,
latency is also affected by the number of resolutions involved.
We find that although “SML” computes fewer pixels than
“MML”, it may take longer time owing to an additional res-
olution “S”. Therefore, it’s necessary to build an ML-based
predictor to help us predict the model latency.

4 Patched Inference with Batching

In this section, we first introduce how we manage the patches
from different requests. Then we present how we address
the missing context during the inference. To reduce the over-
head of exchanging, we design a fused kernel to overlap data
movement with other computations.

4.1 Offset Based Compression Format
After splitting images, there should be a batch of patches. Al-
though most of the operators can be processed directly, some
of them need context information to maintain high quality.
These operators usually need information from other patches
in the same image (e.g., Convolution and Self-Attention).
However, if we record the position for each patch, we have to
traverse the whole position list to collect other patches from
the same image. On GPU, that means every thread accesses
the whole list before start the real calculation, which brings
much waste of the resource.

Compressed Sparse Row (CSR) in the sparse matrix for a

diverse range of irregular data structures (e.g., graphs), we
design a novel Offset Based Compression (OBC) to manage
the image patches efficiently (Figure 6). Assume there are
4 requests in waiting list sorted by their arrival time (Fig-
ure 6(a)). If we simply record the latent information for every
patch (Figure 6(b)), not only do we waste memory space,
but also miss the opportunity to gather all requests with the
same resolution for some operators (like Self-Attention in
Section 4.2.1). Therefore, we first reorder the requests by
resolution and then treat them as sparse arrays (Figure 6(c)).
For each sparse array, non-zero patches are always at the
left-top position, therefore we don’t need to log the location
in images for patches but only record the request and res-
olution information. After compressing the batch of sparse
images to a list of patches, we first note the offset of the
first patch in every image (Figure 6(d)). We also write down
the resolution offset for Self-Attention (We will discuss it in
Section 4.2.1). Each thread holds the index of request offset
which helps them identify the request the thread is processing.
When one operator needs the context information, GPU can
fetch other patches by simply traversing RequestOffset[index]
to RequestOffset[index+1].

4.2 Patch-Tailored Diffusion Operators
Most operators in diffusion models, such as Linear, FeedFor-
ward, and Cross Attention, are unaware of the global context
from the whole image, thus we can call them “pixel-wise”
operators. However, some other operators need to adjust for
patched processing, otherwise we will get a dissected image.

4.2.1 Patch Information Completion

There are essentially two major operators in T2I diffusion
model require extra information outside the current patch:
Self-Attention and Convolution.

Patch-based Self-Attention: Self-Attention enables each
pixel to gather associated information from all pixels in the
same image. Self-Attention operates on three inputs: query,
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Figure 7: Patch based operators in T2I diffusion model. A) Naive Self-Attention operator, which calculates the result with all
other patches. B) Naive Convolution operator. Gather the boundaries from other patches and stitch them to the current patch. C)
Boundary Stitcher that enables to stitch boundaries with GroupNorm.

key, and value, where each pixel or a fixed group of pixels
represents a token. It first computes the dot product between
the query (current token) and all keys (all tokens in the same
image), applies a Softmax function to derive attention scores,
and then computes another dot product with the values. For
unpatched images, this process is straightforward. However, it
becomes significantly more complex for patched images. As
illustrated in Figure 7 A), accurate Self-Attention for patched
requests requires each patch to consider all other patches from
the same image in the computation. This Cartesian product re-
lationship is challenging to incorporate into highly optimized
kernels. Consequently, achieving precise results prompts re-
constructing the full image from patches before performing
Self-Attention. A larger batch size is always helpful even for
a single operator. Therefore we propose to recover all the
requests with the same resolution to enlarge batch size. By
leveraging a Resolution Offset technique, all requests with
the same resolution are easy to locate and recover, improving
efficiency compared to processing each request individually.

Patch-based Convolution: Convolution operator takes a
smaller kernel, called Filter, to help gather the adjacent pix-
els’ features. The Filter size may range from 1 to 3 in T2I
diffusion models [30, 36, 38]. If the filter size is larger than
1, the computation requires neighboring pixels. Figure 7 B)
illustrates the differences between unpatched and patched
convolution. In unpatched convolution, the filter traverses
the entire image seamlessly. However, in patched convolu-
tion, challenges arise at patch boundaries. For instance, when
the filter processes the bottom-right corner of P1, it requires
boundary pixels from P2 and P3. Similarly, P1 also provides
its boundary pixels to P2 and P3. Implementing such boundary
stitching is complex due to two types of diversity: (a) Direc-
tion Diversity. each patch must stitch both row and column
boundaries. Since memory is row-major, stitching column
boundaries results in discontinuous memory access. (b) Posi-
tion Diversity. Different patches require stitching boundaries
from distinct positions. For example, P1 stitches boundaries

from the right and bottom, while P4 stitches P3’s boundary
to its left and P2’s boundary to its top. This diversity makes
batch processing of stitch operations infeasible. To address
this problem, we log the adjacency relationships during patch
splitting. For each patch, we record the indices of its adjacent
patches on the left, right, top, and bottom. During stitching,
we process all patches uniformly.

4.2.2 Boundary Stitcher

We have discussed how we tune operators to maintain qual-
ity with patches. However, for convolution operators, simply
stitching the edges with patches brings unacceptable overhead
due to fragmented kernels (stitching both column and row
from arbitrary other patches) and heavy pixel fetch cost.

To address this problem, we propose an boundary stitcher
to reduce memory footprint with only one kernel. Our key
observation is that convolution operations typically follow
behind group normalization operations in U-Net-based T2I
diffusion models [30,36,38]. Therefore, we suggest fusing the
stitching kernels with GroupNorm operator rather than running
them individually. As shown in Figure 7 C), we implement a
novel write-back strategy to eliminate repetitive memory load
and relocate the edge pixel to the expected location.

Assume that one input can be split into four patches P1 -
P4. Each thread block on GPU is in charge of one group’s
normalization of a single patch (Figure 7 C) (a)). After nor-
malizing each pixel, the thread block will check if this pixel
is at the boundary and if other patches require this pixel in the
following convolution operation. We count this information
when splitting the image, so we don’t need to repeat this when
stitching. If it is required, then the thread block first puts it
to shared memory (Figure 7 C) (b)). After completing the
current normalization, the thread block can stitch the edge
pixels on shared memory to correspond patch’s boundary no
matter whether the patch completes its normalization (Fig-
ure 7 C) (c)). When processing follows convolution, we can
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start computing without padding.

5 Exploiting Patch-Level Locality

To maintain image quality and reduce computational over-
head, we propose a patch-level cache reuse strategy. We make
the decision whether to reuse the cache dynamically before
each block. We only perform computation for patches exhibit-
ing significant differences from the cached data. To minimize
the overhead from cache operations, we employ a batch-based
cache management system.

5.1 Patch-aware Caching Strategy

Figure 8 describes how patch-level cache works. This pro-
cedure occurs before every blocks in T2I diffusion models.
When a new input comes, Cache Reuse Predictor (Later dis-
cussed in Section 7) compares input and cache from the last
step ( 1 ). The predictor generates a mask indicating which
patches can directly reuse the cache and which require recom-
putation of their output. ( 2 ). The input and generated mask
are subsequently passed to T2I diffusion ( 3 ). For pixel-wise
operators, processing unmasked patches alone is sufficient.
However, as we mentioned in Section 4.2, certain operations
require features from adjacent patches to preserve quality.
Without additional processing, using masked patch values as
input for these operations may result in mismatched shapes
(U-Net-based T2I diffusion) or significant errors. Fortunately,
Distrifusion [20] mentions that the outputs of operators from
adjacent steps are sufficiently similar, allowing us to reuse
the results from the previous step to fill the masked patches
effectively. After processing the model, the system gets an
output which part of it is imprecise due to the masked pro-
cessing pattern. Therefore, we use the mask again to replace
the masked patches with cache, which is generated from the
last step ( 4 ). Finally, the system saves the input and output
of this block for the next step.

5.2 Batching Patches in Cache
Since we should access cache every single operation to load
or save data, it is obvious that cache management affects how
many benefits we can receive from this patch-level caching
system. In SD3 [9], it takes 40 to 50 ms to process one step
with 24 blocks, which means we have to use less than 2 ms
to complete all the cache operations, otherwise we cannot
gain any profits even if all of the blocks can be skipped. To
manage the cache system, we need to implement at least three
operators: query, delete, and update/insert.

To efficiently manage the cache system, we implement
a batching strategy to reduce the overhead associated with
cache operations. For patch-level caching, a map structure is
employed to store cache data, where each patch is assigned
a unique identifier, and each block maintains its own cache
system. Figure 9 illustrates our design. When a block needs
to generate a mask or compute its masked output, it sends
indices —- comprising each patch’s unique ID and interme-
diate results -— to the cache system as input. By comparing
the input indices with the keys stored in the cache, the sys-
tem identifies three distinct sets ( 1 ): The Common Set: is
the set of IDs that exist in both the cache system and input
indices. When new data comes, our cache system will check
whether the input needs completion. Patches can be reused
only when their indices are in this common set. If there is
a patch that is masked and its index is not in the Common
Set, we will through an error. The New Set is a set of IDs
that are only in input indices, which will be inserted into the
cache. After completing the input, the cache system should
update all of the masked data and add all indices in New Set.
The Expired Set is the set of IDs that only exist in the cache
system. Since preemption is not allowed in PATCHEDSERVE,
each patch will stay on GPU until it finishes. Once the cache
system detects IDs that are only in the cache system, it can
consider that the corresponding patch has exited. The data in
the Common Set fills the masked position of input data ( 2 ).
All of the unmasked parts need to be updated in the cache
system. Cache system may lack some indices, and indices in
New Set help complete that ( 3 ). Finally, the cache system
deletes the expired cache in Expried Set ( 4 ).

6 PATCHEDSERVE Design

6.1 Overview
6.1.1 PATCHEDSERVE Work Flow

With the above techniques, we further implement PATCHED-
SERVE, A Patch Management Framework for SLO-
Optimized Hybrid Resolution Diffusion Serving. As shown
in Figure 10, PATCHEDSERVEconsists of two main compo-
nents: a Scheduler and a Worker. Specifically, the Scheduler
consists of two main components: one Schedule Predictor
and one Schedule Decider. When PATCHEDSERVE receives a
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new request, it will add the request to waiting queue first. The
scheduler will recurrently get requests from the waiting queue
as candidates. The Schedule Predictor (Section 6.1.2) can
predict the possible throughput if the candidate request runs
with the requests in active queue ( 1 ), which is the queue that
holds all ongoing requests. The results will then be sent to the
Schedule Decider. If the decider thinks PATCHEDSERVE can
gain benefits from adding a new request, then it will be sent
to the active queue, otherwise, the candidate request will back
to the waiting queue until the next scheduled period ( 2 ).

In the worker, there is an Image Splitter that partitions all
the requested images in the active queue into patches for better
parallelism ( 3 ). This operation happens before every step in
diffusion. Image splitter can split an image to arbitrary patch
size. However, changing the patch size frequently would make
the cache from the last step unusable due to different cache
shapes and IDs, so we keep the patch size unchanged during
the process. Before handling these patches, Mask Generator
will generate a mask to find the patches that cannot reuse
cache with the help of Cache Manager ( 4 ). The generated
mask will also help Cache Manager maintain its cache by
only updating and filling masked patches’ data. If all patches
are masked, then PATCHEDSERVE can skip one block di-
rectly and reuse the whole cache. If all patches are unmasked,
where none of these patches can reuse the cache, PATCHED-
SERVE process the T2I diffusion model without cache. But
it still updates the cache for reuse in the next step. After all
these preparations, the patch, mask, and cache will collec-
tively guide the cache reuse process during denoising( 5 ).
Finally, an output with the same quality will be generated.

6.1.2 Mixed-Resolution Schedule Predictor

There are several key factors that affect schedule decisions:
task SLOs, resource utilization, and throughput trend. For ex-
ample, when the Schedule Decider attempts to add a new task
to the active queue, this new task incurs additional overhead.
While this may increase throughput, it also increases the la-
tency for processing the batch, potentially causing some tasks
in the batch to violate their SLO. On the other hand, if the
active queue contains only a few requests, adding new ones
would likely enhance throughput. However, if the number of
requests in the active queue has already reached the GPU’s
capacity limit, further enlarging the queue becomes useless
and may even hurt the performance.

To make more reasonable decisions, PATCHEDSERVE in-
corporates a component called Schedule Predictor, which
forecasts the future latency of the potential active queue. If
the analyzer predicts that adding a candidate request improves
system throughput, the new task will be added to the ac-
tive queue. Otherwise, the unscheduled tasks will wait un-
til the next scheduling period. Typically, the time cost of a
model, profiled offline, is often responsible for online esti-
mation [3, 5, 39], as such scenarios involve relatively stable

task components, where batch size is the primary variable.
However, in our mixed-resolution T2I diffusion serving sys-
tem, task resolution becomes an additional factor that must be
considered. The vast number of potential task combinations
makes it challenging to profile all possible scenarios offline.
Since PATCHEDSERVE combines requests into a single batch
to enhance GPU resource utilization and locality, the laten-
cies of these tasks are generally less than the sum of their
execution latencies in the order of resolution. Overestimat-
ing latency reduces the likelihood of incorporating new tasks,
leading to lower throughput.

According to the above consideration, Schedule Predictor
adopts Support Vector Regression (SVR) for time prediction.
In this SVR model, we use the following features: the task
number of each candidate resolution, the number of types
of resolutions that exists, and the patch number. We create
300 diverse resolution combinations randomly and note their
latencies as the dataset. Then we set 80 % of the dataset as
the train set and 20 % as the test set. We find that the SVR
model predicts the latency quite accurate (less than 5 in MSE
metric) with negligible overhead.

6.2 Patch-based Scheduling Algorithm

An effective scheduling algorithm is critical for developing an
efficient serving system. For mixed-resolution settings, each
request has unique resolution and SLO requirements, and the
system’s ability to divide requests into arbitrary patch sizes
further complicates the identification of an optimal scheduling
strategy. Assume that there are M different kinds of resolution,
and each resolution has Ni, i ∈M requests in waiting queue.
For every resolution combination, PATCHEDSERVE can split
it to arbitrary size of patches, and we suppose it has Pi choices.
It is a large search space that the algorithm complexity will
reach O(MNP). For each combination, we have to use Sched-
ule Predictor to get their possible throughput, which is also
time costly. It is really challenging to complete this schedule
selection within a single schedule period.

To address this problem, we propose a heuristic schedule
algorithm to optimize the scheduling time to an ideal level
while maintaining high SLO satisfaction rates (Algorithm 1).
First, we define the slack score for request i as:

Slacki =
DDLi−Ci−Pi

STANDALONEi

where DDL and STANDALONE represent the deadline
time to meet SLO and model latency of request i, respectively.
Ci is the time cost since task i arrived, and Pi means the pre-
dicted time of the remaining stages. The slack score describes
the urgency of a request, with more urgent requests prioritized
for earlier processing. Therefore, we sort all requests in wait-
ing queue by slack score. This scheduling can be executed in
parallel with denoising computation.
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During scheduling, the scheduler the scheduler repeatedly
accesses the waiting queue, selecting the most urgent re-
quest as the candidate. Then scheduler will use the predicted
throughput from Schedule Predictor to make a decision. We
define the benefits of adding a candidate requests i as:

Benefiti =
Throu.Cur.×Throu.Candidate

Throu.New× (Throu.Cur.+Throu.Candidate)
(1)

If the benefit is larger than a fixed threshold, then Schedule
Decider adds the request to the active queue and finds the next
candidate, otherwise, Schedule Decider puts the request back
and stops scheduling. A threshold, which is a hyper-parameter,
is based on the error range of the Schedule Predictor. As a
predictor, the Schedule Predictor can’t give a precise result,
thus we use this threshold to put up such an error. If the
candidate cannot catch its deadline even if our system starts
processing it at once, then we just discard it without mercy,
just like some other works did [22,45]. Additionally, if adding
a new task to the active queue risks causing a timeout for any
current task, the enqueue operation is halted (lines 9-11).

7 Implementation

We implement PATCHEDSERVE with 12.5K line of codes in
Python and C++/CUDA based on PyTorch [33] framework.
We implement the system’s process in reference to vLLM [17].
We also port Stable Diffusion [44] to our framework and di-
vide the whole model into three stages: Preparation stage,
Denoising stage, and Postprocessing stage. This kind of de-
coupling enables us to schedule these three stages in different
ways, such as using ORCA [50] batching strategy for denois-
ing stage, and fcfs strategy for preparation and postprocessing
since they are not iterative modules. Inside the T2I diffusion
model, we package every module to control the data flow
of splitted input. We further re-organize the common com-
ponents of the sampler (Scheduler in Stable Diffusion) for
allowing to denoise a batch of requests with various timesteps.
We also apply xformers [18] on SDXL [36] and PATCHED-
SERVE. We use Scikit-learn [34] to train the SVR predictor

Algorithm 1: PATCHEDSERVE schedule algorithm
Input: wait_queue,active_queue
Output: active_queue

1 while True do
2 cur_task← get_least_slack_task(wait_queue)
3 act_task← get_least_slack_task(active_queue)
4 /*Prefer tasks which can bring more throughput when

queue is slack*/
5 pred_ f ut_iter_time←

predictor(cur_task,active_queue)
6 if time_out(cur_task, pred_ f ut_iter_time) then
7 discards(cur_task)
8 continue
9 end

10 /*Schedulability test*/
11 if time_out(act_task, pred_ f ut_iter_time) then
12 break
13 end
14 else if speedup(pred_ f ut_iter_time) then
15 active_queue.enqueue(cur_task)
16 end
17 else
18 break
19 end
20 end

efficiently and cuML [37] for the cache predictor. For cache
predictor, we use Random Forest Classifier on GPU to achieve
both performance and accuracy. We collect the input and out-
put similarities in MSE of all blocks in all timesteps for 1k
inference requests. Then we train a classifier to help identify
whether the patch can reuse the cache.

8 Experiment

In this section, we present how efficiently PATCHED-
SERVE performs by the following evaluations.

Environment: We conduct experiments on a single server
node with one H100 80GB HBM3 GPU and AMD EPYC
9534 64-Core CPU. The system on server is a docker image
with Ubuntu 18.04 with CUDA 12.3. All experiments are
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based on Pytorch 2.2.2.
Models: We choose stable diffusion 3 [9] and stable

diffusion-xl [36] as our text-to-image diffusion models. We set
50 denoising steps for both these two models as default. We
use three the most common resolution choices, 512 [38, 51],
768 [2, 51], and 1024 [4, 29], as our basic settings. For each
model, we provide three options for users and use Small,
Medium, and Large resolutions to help identify the relative
resolutions. Float16 is the default data type in this paper un-
less specified.

Baseline: We compare PATCHEDSERVE with the following
T2I diffusion research works or variants:(1) NIRVANA [2]:
The state-of-the-art text to image diffusion serving system.
Instead of reusing the previous cache as mentioned in NIR-
VANA, we use fewer denoising steps to simulate the perfor-
mance of NIRVANA, as derived from the data of their work.
We also apply ORCA [50] method to help NIRVANA achieve
higher batch size. (2) Distrifusion [20] is the start-of-the-art
patch method for T2I diffusion model. It works on multiple
GPUs and overlap the communication and computation to
reduce model latency. Since it claims it will separate batches
and process them one by one, we simply use the FCFS sched-
ule method to serve requests. (3) PatchedCache: A variant of
our method that applies both Patched Batching Inference and
Patch-Level Cache. It uses an FCFS-like schedule method –
processes all the requests in the waiting list unless it reaches
the limit of batch size. All of these schedule methods have a
maximum batch size of 16.

Workload: We set COCO [6] and diffusiondb [46] as the
dataset to check whether our method hurts the quality of gen-
erated images. We sample these two datasets into two subsets,
each of which contains 5k text-image pairs to help get the
quality metrics. We generate a data flow that satisfies Poisson
distribution as previous research [12]. We assume that all res-
olutions contribute equally to the whole workload. According
to Clockwork [12], the SLO requirement is often 1 - 5× of
the model execution latency, thus we set our SLO requirement
as 5× of each setting.

Metrics: We use SLO satisfaction, the ratio of requests
that receive their results before the expected time, as the fun-
damental metric to show our performance. We will display
how much PATCHEDSERVE outperforms compared to SOTA
diffusion serving system and patch-based diffusion inference
framework.

8.1 End-to-End Performance

In this section, we show the end-to-end performance of
PATCHEDSERVE in default environment settings.

Performance: We first evaluate the performance of
PATCHEDSERVE with various QPS (Query Per Second) for
both two models. Since T2I Diffusion inference shows lit-
tle performance change among different datasets, we only
set diffusiondb [46] as the default database in performance

(a) SDXL. (b) SD3.

Figure 11: End-to-End SLO satisfaction ratio.

Table 1: CLIP Score (↑)
Method SDXL [36] SD3 [9]

COCO
[6]

diffusiondb
[46]

COCO
[6]

diffusiondb
[46]

Original 14.92 16.24 14.79 16.65
PATCHEDSERVE 15.43 16.62 15.13 17.06

evaluation.
Figure 11 displays the end-to-end performance in SLO

satisfaction. We find that compared to the state-of-the-art
cache serving system in diffusion models (NIRVANA), we
can achieve 30.1 % higher SLO satisfaction on average while
more than 99 % of requests receive their results in time. With
the QPS increasing, PATCHEDSERVE indicates better perfor-
mance than Mixed-Patch, proving our schedule algorithm’s
efficiency. PATCHEDSERVE achieve much better performance
on SDXL than on SD3 due to more benefits from batch. We
will show our analysis in Section 8.2 the difference between
SDXL and SD3 when batch size increases. Therefore, the
SLO drops quickly when QPS increases on SD3 but maintains
almost the same on SDXL. Our schedule policy helps pre-
serve higher SLO satisfaction on SDXL compared to Patched-
Cache. This is because the difference in model latency among
different resolutions is larger. For example, to generate one
1024×1024 image, SDXL takes 1.3× more time than gener-
ating one 512×512. But for SD3, it will take more than 2.4×
time. Such huge differences provide us with less potential
to leverage the schedule sequence to satisfy more requests’
requirements. To achieve 99 % [22, 45], 95 % [7, 19, 48], and
90 % [52] of the requests satisfying their SLO, PATCHED-
SERVE supports 1.5×, 1.12×, 1.1× tighter workload on aver-
age.

We extend our experiments to multiple GPUs, utilizing 2,
4, and 8 H100 GPUs within a single node to measure the
performance of our technique in larger-scale settings. Data
parallelism is employed for all methods except Distrifusion
to improve load balancing. Every time a new request comes,
our scheduler selects the GPU with the least pixel genera-
tion ongoing and dispatches the request accordingly. Fig-
ure 12 and Figure 13 demonstrate how much our method
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(a) 2 × H100 (b) 4 × H100 (c) 8 × H100

Figure 12: SDXL End-to-End SLO change with different number of GPUs.

(a) 2 × H100 (b) 4 × H100 (c) 8 × H100

Figure 13: SD3 End-to-End SLO change with different number of GPUs.

Table 2: FID [15] Score (↓)

Method SDXL [36] SD3 [9]
COCO

[6]
diffusiondb

[46]
COCO

[6]
diffusiondb

[46]
Original 31.92 35.56 28.94 32.38

PATCHEDSERVE 28.85 33.42 26.56 38.01

outperform than other methods. For all of these experiments,
PATCHEDSERVE reaches the highest SLO satisfaction. In
contrast, NIRVANA and Distrifusion exhibit opposing pat-
terns – NIRVANA performs better under heavy workloads,
while Distrifusion achieves high SLO satisfaction only with
lighter workloads. NIRVANA, utilizing ORCA to construct
batches, tends to keep requests with large resolutions on the
GPU longer, allowing more time to insert new requests. This
results in stable SLO satisfaction under heavy workloads. Dis-
trifusion can only process requests one by one, making other
requests wait for a long time, breaking their SLO.

8.2 Optimization Analysis
Quality: Table 1 summarizes the CLIP score of PATCHED-
SERVE and the original model on COCO [6] and diffusiondb
[46] datasets. CLIP score reflects the relativity between the

(a) SDXL (b) SD3

Figure 14: Latency Overhead from the extra operation in
PATCHEDSERVE.

generated image and the provided prompts. The higher score
is, the more relations the image shows with prompts. Table 2
presents the Fréchet Inception Distance [15] (FID) score be-
tween the generated images and the real images. Larger FID
score indicates a worse generation since the distance is far
away from the real images. The results show that PATCHED-
SERVE can achieve similar FID and CLIP scores with the
original one, which proves that PATCHEDSERVE only brings
negligible accuracy loss.

Figure 14 illustrates the overhead of extra operations
brought by PATCHEDSERVE. To implement PATCHEDSERVE,
there are three kinds of additional operations: Split, Cache
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(a) SDXL (b) SD3

Figure 15: Computation savings from patched and full image.

management, and Schedule. For the schedule, we have already
overlapped it with model execution, thus we don’t count its
overhead. We then hold an experiment that counts the latency
of the baseline, the PATCHEDSERVE, and another variant of
PATCHEDSERVE – Patched Batching, which processes multi-
ple requests in patch granularity without cache. We use the
same three resolutions – 512, 768, and 1024. In Figure 14,
the x-axis represents the batch size and the y-axis shows the
latency. Here, when we comment that batch size is 3, we mean
that there is 1 request for each of the 3 resolutions. For base-
line, it can’t gain benefits from multiple requests with blended
resolutions. Therefore, if there are 12 requests waiting to be
processed (4 requests for each resolution), it processes the
corresponding model three times in sequence. Patched Batch-
ing depicts an average 13 % reduction in latency compared to
the baseline. The overhead from splitting is tiny, especially
in SD3 because it processes a sequence of tokens rather than
two-dimension image-like latent state, which makes it easier
to divide evenly. SDXL also indicates higher improvement
owing to a smaller proportion of Attention operations, which
makes it harder to gain benefits from batching than Con-
volution and Linear operations. With batch size increasing,
benefits from patched batching decline because T2I diffu-
sion model can also fully utilize GPU resources without our
method. As for the patched cache method, SDXL displays
higher performance. We will show that SDXL is more likely
to skip blocks than SD3. Besides, it takes more time to pro-
cess one block in SDXL than in SD3, which means we can
achieve more time savings by reusing one patch in SDXL. We
also find that SD3 spends more time in cache management
due to more blocks per denoising step (24) than SDXL (7).
However, we can find that the overhead is multiplying with
batch size increase, indicating that our batching processing in
cache works.

We conduct an experiment to compare the number of
patches saved using patch-level caching versus whole image
caching. These two methods correspond to two configurations:
(1) each patch can skip the next block if it is similar to the
cache, and (2) a block can only be skipped if all patches in the
current batch are similar to the cache, as the previous method
does not support patch-level cache reuse. They can only skip
blocks when all these patches satisfy the constrain. The batch

size used is the maximum capacity of our GPU. We measured
the average latency of each request and the computational
savings, defined as ( total_skiped_patches

patch_num×blocks_per_step×step_num ). Fig-
ure 15 indicates that patch-level cache reuse outperforms
whole-image caching for both models. While patch-level
cache reuse saves more computations for resolution 512 than
for resolution 1024 in SDXL, the latter achieves greater time
savings due to the increased computational complexity of
Self-Attention. SD3 shows less time savings than SDXL ow-
ing to less computation savings. Note that the computation
savings in Figure 15 is a little different from in Figure 4 be-
cause the data in Figure 4 doesn’t consider the cumulative
error and only considers whether the current result is simi-
lar enough with the previous one. In practice, we limit the
maximum reuse steps for each block, which means one single
patch cannot skip the same block for N consecutive steps.

9 Related Works

Diffusion Optimizations. Besides splitting the request and
caching the block outputs, there are also some other works
that help improve the performance. NIRVANA [2] and Flex-
Cache [42] propose approximate caching techniques to reuse
the intermediate states across requests. DPM [24] DPM++
[25] and LCM [26] apply highly efficient sampling strategy
to generate an image with fewer steps. These works target
reducing expected denoising steps, while the cache method
in PATCHEDSERVE aims to reduce computation while main-
taining the same steps. All of these works focus on reducing
denoising steps, which are orthogonal to PATCHEDSERVE. It’s
easy to integrate these advanced techniques into PATCHED-
SERVE to further improve performance.

Similarity-driven Data Reuse. Similarity broadly exists in
T2I diffusion models, inspiring various optimizing techniques.
Beyond the caching methods discussed earlier, Cambricon-
D [16] finds this similarity and only calculates the residual
in an extremely low bit. FISEdit [51] transfers the multi-turn
image generation task to the image editing task, introducing
sparsity to reduce computations. We believe that there will be
breakthroughs in the use of similarity in the future.

10 Conclusion

This paper proposes PATCHEDSERVE , A Patch Management
Framework for SLO-Optimized Hybrid Resolution Diffu-
sion Serving. With the help of patch-based mixed-resolution
inference and patch-level cache reuse strategy, PATCHED-
SERVE succeeds in combining batches of larger size regard-
less of resolutions, achieving better performance. In addition,
PATCHEDSERVE presents an SLO-aware schedule algorithm
to help meet more requests’ SLO requirements. Our evalua-
tion shows that PATCHEDSERVE achieve an average 30.1%
higher SLO satisfaction than the state-of-the-art T2I diffusion
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serving system while more than 99 % of requests receive their
results in time. In addition, we further prove that our system
is easy to scale up to a larger distributed environment and
still outperforms the most advanced patch-based diffusion
research.
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