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Abstract

Diffusion-based generative models have achieved re-
markable progress in visual content generation. However,
traditional diffusion models directly denoise the entire im-
age from noisy inputs, disregarding the hierarchical struc-
ture present in visual signals. This method is computation-
ally intensive, especially for high-resolution image gener-
ation. Signal processing often leverages hierarchical de-
compositions; for instance, Fourier analysis decomposes
signals by frequency, while wavelet analysis captures lo-
calized frequency components, reflecting both spatial and
frequency information simultaneously. Inspired by these
principles, we propose a multi-scale diffusion framework
that generates hierarchical visual representations, which
are subsequently integrated to form the final output. The
diffusion model’s target, whether raw RGB pixels or latent
features from a Variational Autoencoder (VAE), is divided
into multiple components that each capture distinct spatial
levels. The low-resolution component contains the primary
informative signal, while higher-resolution components add
high-frequency details, such as texture. This approach di-
vides image generation into two stages: producing a low-
resolution base signal, followed by a high-resolution resid-
ual signal. Both stages can be effectively modeled using
simpler, lightweight transformer architectures compared to
full-resolution generation. This decomposition is concep-
tually similar to wavelet decomposition but offers a more
streamlined and intuitive design. Our method, termed MSF
(short for Multi-Scale Factorization), achieves an FID of
2.2 and an IS of 255.4 on the ImageNet 256 × 256 bench-
mark, reducing computational costs by 50% compared to
baseline methods.

1. Introduction

Diffusion models have recently demonstrated impressive
performance across a range of generative tasks, including
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image [11, 29, 39, 43], video [2, 3, 21, 45, 53], and audio
synthesis [9, 24, 28, 40]. These models iteratively trans-
form random Gaussian noise into high-quality outputs by
progressively applying denoising steps. Despite their effec-
tiveness, conventional diffusion models operate directly on
high-resolution images throughout the denoising process,
which imposes significant computational demands due to
the multi-step reverse sampling required. This issue is es-
pecially pronounced in architectures with O(n2) computa-
tional complexity, such as DiT [38] and FiT [34, 50], where
the computational overhead becomes prohibitive.

A series of recent studies [25, 32, 33, 54, 55] aim to ac-
celerate the reverse sampling process by employing deter-
ministic Differential Equation solvers. These methods re-
formulate the reverse diffusion process as either a Stochas-
tic Differential Equation (SDE) [47] or an Ordinary Differ-
ential Equation (ODE), facilitating the use of various high-
order solvers to accelerate sampling. However, although
the sampling method based on differential drivers acceler-
ates the sampling process, it ignores the time delay caused
by the computational complexity of the model itself.

In this paper, we tackle the acceleration challenge from a
novel perspective. Instead of concentrating solely on sam-
pling strategies, we propose decomposing the overall im-
age generation task into several sub-tasks, each of which
can be addressed with a simpler architecture. Specifically,
we decompose the generation target into multiple scales,
with each scale representing a distinct level of informa-
tion. The initial scale, which has the lowest resolution,
contains the most fundamental information, akin to the
low-frequency component in wavelet analysis. Compared
to full-resolution generation, these low-resolution compo-
nents can be trained or sampled more efficiently. Subse-
quent scales capture increasingly finer residual information
between the full-resolution input and the lower-resolution
components at each scale, as depicted in Fig. 1. From
a deep learning perspective, residual information is often
more tractable to model, enabling us to utilize a simpler
architecture with fewer sampling steps and a smaller back-
bone to process these high-resolution residual components.
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Figure 1. An illustration of MSF, where diffusion models generate hierarchical representations at multiple scales. The multi-scale repre-
sentations are progressively accumulated to produce the final output. At each scale, the denoising target is derived from latents extracted
by an off-the-shelf, pretrained Variational Autoencoder (VAE).

In general, we decompose a complex high-resolution
generation task into two simplified stages: (1) generating a
basic low-resolution component, and (2) generating multi-
ple residual components. Our experiments demonstrate that
the combined cost of these two stages is significantly lower
than that of the original full-resolution generation task. The
key contributions of this paper are as follows:
• We propose a hierarchical target decomposition method

for diffusion models, which decomposes full-resolution
inputs into a low-resolution basic component and multiple
high-resolution residual components.

• We explore a multi-scale training and inference pipeline,
where individual DiT backbones are responsible for gen-
erating targets at different scales.

• Our experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of MSF,
showing significant improvements in computational effi-
ciency and generation quality.

2. Related Work

Diffusion-based Image Generation Diffusion-based
generative models [20, 37, 46, 48] have garnered significant
attention in recent years. These models are trained to
reverse the process of adding noise to a clean sample,
learning to progressively denoise a noisy input. During
the sampling phase, starting from random noise, the
model iteratively denoises the input over multiple steps,
with each step producing a progressively clearer sample,
ultimately generating a high-quality image. Compared
to GAN-based methods [10, 16, 23, 36, 44], diffusion
models offer improved training stability and are capable
of generating samples with higher fidelity. However,
the iterative sampling process can be computationally
intensive and time-consuming. To accelerate the training
and inference of diffusion models, Latent Diffusion Models
(LDM) [42] propose performing the diffusion process in
the latent space of a Variational Autoencoder (VAE [27]).
By leveraging the significant spatial compression provided
by the VAE encoder (typically an 8 × 8 downsampling
rate), LDMs achieve substantial improvements in both

training and inference speed. This compression enables
more efficient computation, making it feasible to scale up
diffusion models to larger and more complex architectures.
Following the LDM approach, a series of works [6–
8, 11, 29, 39] have focused on enhancing diffusion models
to generate higher-quality and higher-resolution images.
These advancements aim to further improve the visual
fidelity and detail in the generated outputs, pushing the
boundaries of what diffusion models can achieve in terms
of image quality.

Diffusion Backbone Diffusion-based generative models
primarily focus on two model frameworks. Early works,
such as [20, 42], adopted traditional U-Nets as the de-facto
choice of backbone architecture. To further enhance the
scalability of diffusion-based models, DiT [38] proposed
using Transformers to replace the traditional U-Net, em-
ploying a vision transformer as the backbone for latent dif-
fusion models (LDMs). MDT [15] proposes a masked latent
modeling method to enhance the learning ability of internal
contextual relationships within images by DPMs. U-ViT [1]
treats all inputs as tokens and employs long skip connec-
tions. Building upon DiT, SiT [35] introduces an interpola-
tion framework and explores various rectified flow configu-
rations. FiT [34], on the other hand, investigates the poten-
tial for generating images at arbitrary resolutions and aspect
ratios. FiTv2 [50] builds upon FiT with additional engineer-
ing optimizations, further improving its convergence speed
and performance. In this work, building upon the traditional
DiT architecture, we propose MSF, an efficient diffusion
model via multi-scale latent factorization, inspired by fre-
quency decomposition.

Multi-Stage Diffusion Models To generate high-fidelity
visual content via diffusion models, cascaded diffusion
models, also termed multi-stage diffusion models, have
been introduced and broadly implemented [21, 22, 43, 45,
53]. The process begins with a base diffusion model that
produces low-resolution images and cascades to generate
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Figure 2. A comparison of different multi-scale latent factoriza-
tion methods. We visualize the multi-scale latents decoded by
the VAE decoder in RGB space. The method (a) operates di-
rectly in the VAE latent space. It is evident that at the smallest
scale (scale 0), the reconstruction exhibits significant degenera-
tion. The method (b) illustrates a process where the original im-
age is first downsampled in RGB space, and the downsampled im-
ages at different scales are then passed through the VAE encoder
to obtain multi-scale latents. However, this approach fails to cap-
ture hierarchical structures across scales, such as texture and high-
frequency details. The method (c) shows our proposed method,
which first captures the basic small-scale components, with larger-
scale components obtained through residual factorization. The de-
tailed pipeline can be found in Algorithm 1.

high-resolution visual content with a series of additional
diffusion models and interpolation networks [2, 3]. Yet,
within these frameworks, each stage undertakes a com-
plete generation task, incurring considerable computational
costs and time expenditures. PDD [31] has innovatively
applied pyramidal discrete diffusion models to synthesize
large-scale 3D scenes within resource limitations, utilizing
a coarse-to-fine approach to progressively upscale genera-
tion and employ scene subdivision techniques. DoD [52]
proposed enhancing diffusion models with visual priors and
designed a multi-stage generation framework. The initial
stage carries out standard class generation, with subsequent
stages extracting visual priors by encoding the results of
the preceding stage to guide the diffusion model. However,
DoD’s multi-stage diffusion model maintains uniform reso-
lution across all stages, the initial stage remains a challenge
in generating high-resolution images from coarse and lim-
ited class information.

In contrast, our approach dividing the generation process
into multiple scales, gradually refines finer residual details
between the full-resolution input and the lower-resolution
components at each scale. Compared to full-resolution
generation, the multi-scale residual information is more
amenable to modeling, allowing for the employment of a
simpler architecture that enhances computational efficiency

in both for training and sampling.

3. Method

In this section, we present a comprehensive description of
the proposed MSF method. First, we provide an overarch-
ing overview of MSF to contextualize its components. Sub-
sequently, we detail the key modules of MSF as follows:
(i) the extraction of multi-scale latent representations using
a pretrained variational autoencoder (VAE); (ii) the multi-
level diffusion module that generates latent representations
at each scale; and (iii) the sampling process, which aggre-
gates the residual latent representations from all levels to
produce the final output.

3.1. An Overview of MSF

Given an input image x ∈ RH×W×3, a multi-scale VAE
encodes it into a set of tokens {f0, f1, . . . , fN}, where each
token fi ∈ Rhi×wi×C represents a distinct scale. Once the
multi-scale latents {f0, f1, . . . , fN} are obtained, a straight-
forward approach is to use all preceding scales to predict the
ground truth latent of the current scale:

p(f0, f1, . . . , fN ) =

N∏
i=0

p(fi|f0, . . . , fi−1) (1)

where p(·) indicates a diffusion-based next-scale prediction
network, conditioned on the preceding scale inputs. In this
paper, each fi essentially represents a decomposition of the
visual signal. To model Equ. 1 more effectively, we scale all
previous scale latents to a unified scale and aggregate them
together as a condition for predicting the current scale, or
input prior. We will delve into this process for the input
priors in Section 3.3.

3.2. Multi-Scale Variational Autoencoder

Given an input image x ∈ RH×W×3 and a pretrained
VAE encoder E , we can derive the latent representation
f̂ ∈ Rh×w×C via f̂ = E(x). Various methods are available
to factorize the single-scale latent into multi-scale latents:

Scaling Latent A straightforward method for obtaining
multi-scale latents involves scaling the latent representa-
tion v using down-sampling interpolation. As shown in
Fig. 2(a), when employing bilinear interpolation, the scaled
latent fi is computed as follows:

fi = BILINEAR(f̂ , hi, wi) (2)

where hi and wi denote the target height and width of the
scaled latent.
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Figure 3. An overview of the proposed MSF. The figure on the left illustrates the process of extracting multi-scale residual latents fhi
resi

using the pretrained VAE. The middle depicts the construction process of multi-scale input priors f̂hi and how the diffusion model takes
f̂hi as input to generate the ground-truth residual latents fhi

resi. During inference, we first generate the residual latents fhi
resi, and then

perform residual accumulation (illustrated in the figure on the right) to obtain the f̂hi , which serves as input for the next-scale prediction.

Scaling Image In addition to directly scaling the latent
representations using down-sampling interpolation, another
approach involves scaling the input image before feeding it
into the VAE encoder E . As shown in Fig. 2(b), the scaled
image xi and scaled latent fi can be computed as follows:

xi = BILINEAR(x, Hi,Wi) (3)
fi = E(xi) (4)

Scaling Residual Latent The aforementioned scaling
methods generate small-scale latents from the original
single-scale latent through direct interpolation. While this
approach allows each latent at different scales to repre-
sent information from images of varying resolutions, it does
not establish an explicit relationship between the generated
small-scale latents. In other words, such multi-scale latents
lack a hierarchical structure. For instance, some latents
might capture global information, while others are more fo-
cused on local details.

To ensure the hierarchical structure of the extracted
multi-scale latents, we leverage the concept of residual
learning, a fundamental technique in the field of deep learn-
ing [18]. In the context of residual learning within a VAE
framework, the first step involves extracting the basic com-
ponents f0 from the latent representation f̂ . These ba-

sic components should capture the most fundamental, low-
level information of f̂ , analogous to the low-frequency
components in Fourier decomposition. We evaluate two
methods for obtaining these basic components: (1) directly
downsampling f̂ in the latent space, and (2) downsampling
the input image first and then using the VAE latents from the
downsampled image as the basic components. In our exper-
iments, we observe that the first method—downsampling in
the latent space—results in significant information loss. In
contrast, the second method, which involves downsampling
the input image first and then using the VAE latents from
the downsampled image, preserves most of the information
contained in f̂ . Consequently, we adopt the second method
in MSF. The visualization of multi-scale residual latents is
shown in Fig. 2(c).

Multi-scale Residual Latents Extraction Given the
original latent representation f̂ and its primary component
f0 (denoted as fh0

resi in Fig. 3), we first compute the resid-
ual latent at the initial scale as f̂ − Up(f0), where Up(·)
represents the upsampling operation employed to match the
spatial dimensions of f̂ and f0. To further decompose the
first-scale residual latent f̂ − Up(f0), we derive its fun-
damental component by applying downsampling: fh1

resi =
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Down(f̂ − Up(f0)). The subsequent steps follow a similar
procedure. A detailed description of this process is pro-
vided in Algorithm 1. During the training phase, the ex-
tracted multi-scale residual latents R = {fhi

resi}Ni=0 serve as
the ground truth for each scale prediction.

Algorithm 1 Multi-scale Residual Latents Extraction
1: Inputs: high and low resolution image pair (Ih, Il), resolu-

tions (hi, wi)
N
i=0;

2: Encode: f̂ = E(Ih), f0 = fh0
resi = E(Il);

3: Initialize: R = {}, R = R ∪ {fh0
resi};

4: for i = 0 to N − 1 do
5: f̂ = f̂ − Up(fhi

resi, hN , wN );
6: f

hi+1

resi = Down(f̂ , hi+1, wi+1);
7: R = R ∪ {fhi+1

resi };
8: end for
9: Return: multi-scale residual latents R;

Algorithm 2 Multi-scale Input Prior Extraction

1: Inputs: multi-scale residual latents R = {fhi
resi}

N
i=0;

2: Initialize: f̂ = 0, P = {};
3: for i = 0 to N − 1 do
4: fhi→hN

resi = Up(fhi
resi, hN , wN );

5: f̂ = f̂ + fhi→hN
resi ;

6: f̂hi+1 = Down(f̂ , hi+1, wi+1);
7: P = P ∪ {f̂hi+1};
8: end for
9: Return: multi-scale input prior P ;

3.3. Multi-Scale Diffusion Loss

Multi-scale Input Prior Extraction In our framework,
the input prior f̂hi

represents the cumulative latent repre-
sentations from scales 0 to i − 1, facilitating a more effi-
cient modeling of Eq. 1. Notably, the initial scale has no
input prior and directly produces a low-resolution primary
signal from class labels c. It is natural for the model to ex-
ecute sequentially in the inference phase, whereas during
the training phase, we utilize teacher-forcing to guide the
model in parallel training. The process of extracting multi-
scale input priors mirrors the inverse of the decomposition
performed during multi-scale residual latents extraction on
the original latent representation f̂ . Beginning at scale 0, f̂
accumulates residuals fhi

resi progressively across scales. It
is important to note that these residuals must be upsampled
to fhi→hN

resi to match the spatial dimensions of f̂ . The input
prior f̂hi

is obtained by downsampling f̂ , which has inte-
grated information from scales 0 through i − 1, to match
the dimensions of the current scale. As illustrated in Fig. 3,
the aggregation of latent representations across all scales
enables the reconstruction of f̂ . However, the extraction of
input priors does not necessitate the inclusion of the final

latent representation. The detailed procedure for obtaining
the multi-scale input prior P = {f̂hi}Ni=1 during the train-
ing phase is elaborated in Algorithm 2.

Flow-Based Next-Scale Prediction After obtaining the
input prior according to Algorithm 2, it serves as the con-
dition to generate the residual target on the current scale.
Specifically, we use the Rectified Flow [30] diffusion model
due to its stability during training and fast inference speed.
This approach translates the predicted next-scale informa-
tion to align with the ground truth data distributed in the
latent space. The rectified flow model aims to learn the ve-
locity field v, which transforms random noise z0 ∼ N (0, 1)
into the ground truth distribution fhi

resi ∼ πdata:

L =

N∑
i=0

∫ 1

0

E[||(fhi
resi − z0)− vθ(zt, t|fhi−1

resi )||
2]dt (5)

where N is the number of total scales, and zt = t · fhi
resi +

(1−t)·z0. After trained, we use an ODE function to sample
fhi
resi at different scale during inference:

dzt = vθ(zt, t|ci, fhi−1

resi )dt (6)

3.4. Multi-Scale Accumulate Sampling

The sampling process begins with class label c and com-
putes the residual latent representation fhi

resi for each scale i
in a manner similar to autoregressive methods. The residual
latents are accumulated to obtain the final generated image’s
latent representation f̂ . Specifically, the initial scale gener-
ates a low-resolution primary signal fh0

resi based on class
labels c, while subsequent scales produce high-resolution
residual signals conditioned on both input prior f̂hi and
class label c. The computation result fhi

resi at each scale is
upsampled to the size of (hN , wN ) and accumulated into f̂ .
And then f̂ , containing the cumulative results of all current
scales, is downsampled to (hi+1, wi+1) and serves as the in-
put prior for the next scale. After adding the residual latent
representation of the last scale, the generated image can be
obtained by decoding f̂ with VAE decoder. The complete
procedure for sampling is detailed in Algorithm 3.

4. Experiments

In this section, we conduct experiments on the Ima-
geNet [12] dataset at a resolution of 256×256. We first eval-
uate both the Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) and Incep-
tion Score (IS) using standard evaluation protocols. Subse-
quently, we compare the inference time of MSF with those
of other baseline methods, demonstrating the effectiveness
of MSF. We also analyze the performance of MSF with sev-
eral detailed ablation studies.
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Algorithm 3 Autoregressive sampling

1: Inputs: class label c, resolutions (hi, wi)
N
i=0;

2: Initialize: f̂ = 0;
3: for i = 0 to N do
4: if i == 0 then
5: fhi

resi ∼ vθ(zt, t|c);
6: else
7: fhi

resi ∼ vθ(zt, t|c, f̂hi);
8: end if
9: f̂ = f̂ + Up(fhi

resi, hN , wN );
10: if i < N then
11: f̂hi+1 = Down(f̂ , hi+1, wi+1);
12: end if
13: end for
14: Decode: Îh = D(f̂);
15: Return: generated high-resolution image Îh;

4.1. Training Details

We train diffusion models using the ImageNet 2012 train-
ing dataset. Following Stable Diffusion [42], we employ a
VAE encoder with a downsampling ratio of 8 to extract la-
tent representations of input images. For generating images
at a resolution of 256×256, we set the number of scales
as 2: the first scale is set to 192×192 and the second to
256×256. During training, we follow the scaling guidelines
from [17], setting the batch size to 2560 and the learning
rate to 3×10−4. The first scale is trained for 400k iterations,
while the second scale requires fewer iterations (250k), as it
only needs to model residual information. We also plot the
training loss at each scale in Fig. 4. The loss at scale 2 is
much lower than that at scale 1, as mentioned earlier. This
is because the residual information is easier to model and
optimize.

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
Training Epochs

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4
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ai

ni
ng

 L
os
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Figure 4. The Training Loss at Each Scale. The loss at scale 2 is
significantly lower than that of scale 1 because scale 2 only models
the residual latents, which are easier to optimize.

Regarding network architecture, the model for stage 1
generation has a depth of 18, a width of 1152, and a total
of 435.9M parameters. For stage 2, the network has a depth
of 10, a width of 1280, and 331.2M parameters. The com-
bined parameters of the stage 1 and stage 2 networks total
767.1M, comparable to those of DiT-XL.

4.2. Results on ImageNet 256×256

We evaluate MSF using several standard metrics, includ-
ing Fréchet Inception Distance (FID), Inception Score (IS),
Precision, and Recall. For a fair comparison, we adopt eval-
uation scripts from ADM [13] and report results on 50K
generated samples across 1000 ImageNet categories. We
set the sampling steps for the two scales to 100 and 50, re-
spectively, and the classifier-free guidance scales to 1.4 and
1.0 (i.e., without CFG). As shown in Table 1, MSF achieves
an FID of 2.2 and an IS of 254.73, outperforming DiT with
comparable model parameters. Additionally, the inference
time of MSF are 2× times lower than those of DiT. We
also provide visualizations of samples generated by MSF
in Fig. 5.

5. Analysis and Discuss
Effects of Classifier-Free Guidance Scale Classifier-
free guidance [19] is a core technique to enhance the gener-
ative quality of diffusion models by interpolating between
conditional and unconditional outputs:

v̂ = vθ(zt, t|∅) + w ·
(
vθ(zt, t|ci)− vθ(zt, t|∅)

)
(7)

where ∅ represents the null class, corresponding to the un-
conditional outputs.

We evaluate the outputs of each scale under varying
classifier-free guidance (CFG) scales individually, as shown
in Table 2 and Table 3. The CFG primarily impacts the
performance of scale 1 generation, while scale 2 achieves
satisfactory results even without CFG. Since CFG requires
doubling the forward passes of the inputs and introduces ad-
ditional inference costs, we omit CFG for scale 2 generation
in our experiments.

Effects of Sampling Steps Diffusion models are well-
known for generating clean images from random noise
through multi-step denoising, where the number of steps
significantly influences generative quality. Similar to the
classifier-free guidance scale, we evaluate the impact of
sampling steps on MSF across different scales. As shown
in Table 4 and Table 5, scale 1 achieves optimal generative
performance around 100 sampling steps. For scale 2, sig-
nificantly fewer steps are required compared to scale 1, as
it only needs to generate residual information. When vary-
ing the sampling steps from 10 to 100, the FID-5K metric
fluctuates by only 0.05, demonstrating robust performance.
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Figure 5. Some generated 256×256 samples by MSF trained on ImageNet.
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Table 1. Quantitative Comparison of Class-Conditional Generative Methods on ImageNet (256×256). In this comparison, “↓” indicates
that lower values are preferable, while “↑” indicates that higher values are better. We report results on Fréchet Inception Distance (FID),
Inception Score (IS), Precision (Pre), and Recall (Rec). Additionally, we compare the inference time costs between DiT and MSF, measured
on a single A800 GPU with a batch size of 64.

Model Para FID↓ IS↑ Pre↑ Rec↑ Time

BigGAN [4] 112M 6.95 224.5 0.89 0.38 −
GigaGAN [23] 569M 3.45 225.5 0.84 0.61 −
StyleGan-XL [44] 166M 2.30 265.1 0.78 0.53 −
MaskGIT [5] 227M 6.18 182.1 0.80 0.51 −
VQVAE-2 [41] 13.5B 31.11 ∼45 0.36 0.57 −
VQGAN [14] 1.4B 15.78 74.3 − − −
ViTVQ [51] 1.7B 4.17 175.1 − − −
ADM [13] 554M 10.94 101.0 0.69 0.63 −
ADM-G [13] 554M 4.59 186.7 0.82 0.52
VDM++ [26] 2B 2.12 267.7 − −
CDM [22] − 4.88 158.7 − − −
LDM-8-G [42] 395M 7.76 209.52 0.84 0.35
LDM-4-G [42] 400M 3.60 247.7 − − −
GIVT [49] 304M 5.67 - 0.75 0.59
DiT-L/2 [38] 458M 5.02 167.2 0.75 0.57 −
DiT-XL/2 [38] 675M 2.27 278.2 0.83 0.57 145

MSF(cfg=1.4) 767M 2.2 254.7 0.80 0.60 68
MSF(cfg=1.5) 767M 2.38 283.2 0.83 0.6 68

CFG 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.5

FID-5K 17.19 11.09 7.69 5.96 5.33 5.50

Table 2. With the classifier-free guidance (CFG) scale for scale 2
fixed at 1.0, we evaluate the FID-5K under different CFG for scale
1. The FID achieves the best results at 1.4.

CFG 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4

FID-5K 5.34 5.33 5.32 5.32 5.31

Table 3. With the classifier-free guidance (CFG) scale for scale 1
fixed at 1.4, we evaluate the FID-5K under different CFG values
for scale 2. The FID-5K metric shows no significant differences
across varying CFG values, so we use CFG=1.0 in our experiments
(i.e., no CFG for scale 2) to achieve a 2× speedup in sampling.

step 25 50 100 125 200

FID-5K 6.61 5.57 5.34 5.32 5.35

Table 4. With the sampling steps for scale 2 fixed at 50, we eval-
uate the FID-5K under different sampling steps for scale 1. The
FID achieves better results at 100 and 125 sampling steps.

step 10 20 30 40 50 100

FID-5K 5.37 5.32 5.32 5.33 5.34 5.35

Table 5. With the sampling steps for scale 1 fixed at 100, we
evaluate the FID-5K under different sampling steps for scale 2.
Scale 2 requires only half the number of steps compared to scale 1
and demonstrates greater robustness when the steps are reduced to
fewer values (e.g., 10).

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we proposed a versatile and efficient image
generation framework that decomposes the full-resolution
image generation process into a multi-scale, progressive hi-
erarchy. This factorized approach enables the generation
of complex high-resolution images by training transformer-
based diffusion models to sequentially produce hierarchical
latents. Each scale within the hierarchy captures distinct
image details, with the framework learning both a funda-
mental low-resolution component and several residual high-
resolution components. This structure enables the use of a
smaller backbone network for each component compared to
conventional full-resolution image generation models, lead-
ing to substantial efficiency gains without compromising
output quality. Through extensive experiments, we demon-
strated that this progressive, multi-scale factorization ap-
proach enhances the generative quality, achieving higher fi-
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delity with fewer computational resources than traditional
methods. The empirical results indicate that MSF achieves
state-of-the-art performance on key benchmarks, validat-
ing the framework’s effectiveness and efficiency in high-
resolution image synthesis.
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Supplementary Material for
MSF: Efficient Diffusion Model Via Multi-Scale Latent Factorize

7. More Visualizations
In Figs. 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12, we present additional samples to showcase the performance of MSF. It is important to
emphasize that these images were not cherry-picked; rather, they were generated as 256 × 256 images in a single random
batch for each class label, highlighting the generation success rate of MSF.

Figure 6. A random batch of generated 256×256 images for class label 980 (not cherry-picked).

1



Figure 7. A random batch of generated 256×256 images for class label 330 (not cherry-picked).
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Figure 8. A random batch of generated 256×256 images for class label 336 (not cherry-picked).
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Figure 9. A random batch of generated 256×256 images for class label 497 (not cherry-picked).
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Figure 10. A random batch of generated 256×256 images for class label 538 (not cherry-picked).
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Figure 11. A random batch of generated 256×256 images for class label 970 (not cherry-picked).
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Figure 12. A random batch of generated 256×256 images for class label 978 (not cherry-picked).
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