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Figure 1: We propose a new text-conditioned motion synthesis model: MotionPCM, capable of real-time generation with improved perfor-
mance. Lighter colours represent earlier time points.

Abstract

Diffusion models have become a popular choice for
human motion synthesis due to their powerful gen-
erative capabilities. However, their high compu-
tational complexity and large sampling steps pose
challenges for real-time applications. Fortunately,
the Consistency Model (CM) provides a solution to
greatly reduce the number of sampling steps from
hundreds to a few, typically fewer than four, signif-
icantly accelerating the synthesis of diffusion mod-
els. However, its application to text-conditioned
human motion synthesis in latent space remains
challenging. In this paper, we introduce Motion-
PCM, a phased consistency model-based approach
designed to improve the quality and efficiency of
real-time motion synthesis in latent space.

1 Introduction
Driven by the development of multimodal, human motion
synthesis has become capable of responding accordingly with
different conditional inputs, including text [Lin et al., 2018;
Zhang et al., 2022], action categories [Tevet et al., 2023;
Chen et al., 2023], action sequence [Dai et al., 2025] and mu-
sic [Li et al., 2021]. These developments can bring immense
potentials in areas, such as game industry, film production
and virtual reality.

MotionDiffuse [Zhang et al., 2022] is the first work to ap-
ply the diffusion model to generate human motion, achieving
remarkable performance. However, MotionDiffuse processes
the entire motion sequence with the diffusion model, leading
to high computational resource demands and significant time
consumption. To alleviate these issues, MLD [Chen et al.,
2023] utilising a Variational Autoencoder (VAE) [Kingma,
2013] to compress the motion sequence into latent codes be-
fore sending them to the diffusion model. This approach
greatly boosts the speed and quality of motion synthesis
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Figure 2: Differences between Consistency/Latent Consistency
Models and Phased Consistency Models in multi-step sampling.

but still requires tens of inference steps with the help of
DDIM [Song et al., 2020a], making it impractical to imple-
ment motion synthesis in real time.

Building upon MLD, MotionLCM [Dai et al., 2025] utilise
the Latent Consistency Model (LCM) [Luo et al., 2023], en-
abling few-step inference and thus achieving real-time mo-
tion synthesis with a diffusion model. However, LCM’s de-
sign suffers from several issues, including consistency is-
sues caused by accumulated stochastic noise during multi-
step sampling as shown in Figure 2. In addition, LCM suffers
from significantly degraded sample quality in low-step set-
tings. Identifying these flaws of LCM, Phased Consistency
Model (PCM) [Wang et al., 2024] introduces a refined archi-
tecture to address these limitations. Taking Figure 2 as an
example, PCM is trained with two sub-trajectories, enabling
efficient 2-step deterministic sampling without introducing
stochastic noise. Experimental results on image generation
tasks demonstrate that PCM outperforms LCM in different
step generation settings. Nevertheless, the performance of
PCM on human motion generation tasks remains unexplored.

In this paper, we incorporate PCM into the motion synthe-
sis pipeline and propose a new motion synthesis approach,
MotionPCM, allowing real-time motion synthesis with im-
proved generation quality (see Figure 3). Similar to Mo-
tionLCM, our model is distilled from MLD, but differently,
we split the entire trajectory into N segments where N corre-
sponds to the number of inference steps. Instead of forcing all
points in the trajectory to the original, we only map points in a
certain interval to the start of that interval, ensuring consistent
predictions for the start of the interval across different points
within it. This design allows us to achieve N-step sampling
deterministically, avoiding the accumulation of stochastic er-
rors. Furthermore, inspired by PCM and CTM [Kim et al.,
2023], we employ an additional discriminator to provide ex-
tra supervision, enhancing performance in low-step settings.

We summarise our main contributions as follows:

• Leveraging the multi-interval design of PCM, we pro-
pose MotionPCM, an improved pipeline for real-time
motion synthesis.

• Introducing an additional discriminator for extra super-
vision significantly enhances the quality of motion syn-
thesis.

Figure 3: Comparison of other motion synthesis methods with our
method. AITS represents the time required to generate a motion
sequence from a textual description.

• Experiments on a large-scale public dataset demonstrate
that our approach achieves the state-of-the-art perfor-
mance in terms of speed and generation performance,
with efficient sampling requiring fewer than four steps.

2 Related Work
2.1 Motion Synthesis
Motion synthesis seeks to generate human motion under vari-
ous conditions to support a wide range of applications [Zhang
et al., 2022; Zhang et al., 2023a; Ghosh et al., 2021]. The
evolution of motion synthesis models has mirrored advances
in machine learning, moving from deterministic methods
with limited variability towards generative approaches—such
as VAEs and GANs [Xia et al., 2015; Kingma, 2013; Good-
fellow et al., 2020]—and more recently, diffusion models,
which have further transformed the field by utilising noise-
based iterative refinement [Zhang et al., 2022; Tevet et al.,
2023].

Among the earliest works to adopt diffusion models for
motion generation is [Zhang et al., 2022]. By capitalising on
the advantages of diffusion models in probabilistic mapping
and realistic synthesis, it demonstrates that diffusion-based
methods can outperform earlier approaches, particularly in
conditional generation scenarios (e.g., text-driven or action-
conditioned). Nevertheless, human motions exhibit high di-
versity and often differ significantly in distribution from their
conditional modalities, making it challenging to learn a ro-
bust probabilistic mapping from such modalities to human
motion sequences [Chen et al., 2023]. Furthermore, raw mo-
tion capture data can be redundant and noisy. To mitigate
these issues, subsequent research—exemplified by the Mo-
tion Latent-based Diffusion model (MLD) [Chen et al., 2023]
uses a VAE to produce representative, low-dimensional latent
codes from the motion sequence and perform the diffusion
process within that latent space.

While latent-space diffusion mitigates some of the afore-
mentioned challenges, efficiency remains a critical bottle-
neck due to the computational cost of multi-step sampling.



To overcome this, inspired by consistency models [Song et
al., 2023; Luo et al., 2023], MotionLCM [Dai et al., 2025])
takes MLD as the teacher model to distill the model so that
motion generation can be achieved in a low sampling step.
It also incorporates an explicit control network to control
the motion generation based on the given motion sequence.
Besides, identifying some drawbacks of the VAE design of
MLD, MotionLCM-v2 [Dai et al., 2024] further improves
VAE network by introducing a trainable linear layer after the
VAE latent tokens to strengthen multimodal signal modula-
tion, while removing unnecessary ReLU activations to pre-
serve negative components in text features, thereby achieving
further performance gains.

2.2 Acceleration of Diffusion Models
Since the advent of Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Models
(DDPMs) [Ho et al., 2020], researchers have been striving to
overcome the limitations of sequential sampling by achiev-
ing a more favourable balance between quality and speed. A
key advance came with Denoising Diffusion Implicit Mod-
els (DDIMs) [Song et al., 2020a], which transform DDPM’s
stochastic diffusion process into a deterministic one, elimi-
nating the randomness of Markov chains and introducing the
possibility of skip sampling to accelerate generation. Subse-
quently, Consistency Models (CMs) [Song et al., 2023] take
a further step by imposing a consistency constraint that di-
rectly maps noisy inputs to clean outputs without iterative
denoising, enabling single-step generation and substantially
improving speed.

Latent Consistency Model (LCM) [Luo et al., 2023] builds
on CMs by operating in a latent space, unlike CMs, which
work in the pixel domain. This approach enables LCM to
handle more challenging tasks, such as text-to-image genera-
tion, with improved efficiency. As a result, LCM can serve as
a foundational component to accelerate latent diffusion mod-
els, which has been employed in motion synthesis like Mo-
tionLCM [Dai et al., 2025]. However, it still faces limita-
tions—particularly in balancing efficiency, consistency, and
controllability with varying inference steps, thereby leaving
room for further refinement. Analysing the reasons behind
these challenges, Phased Consistency Model (PCM) [Wang
et al., 2024]) partitions the ODE path into multiple sub-paths
and enforce consistency within each sub-path. Additionally,
PCM incorporates an adversarial loss, further improving the
quality of image generation. In this paper, we apply PCM to
the domain of motion synthesis and propose a new method,
MotionPCM, for generating high-quality motion sequences
in real time.

3 Preliminaries
Given x(0) ∼ p0, the data distribution, a traceable diffusion
process defined by αtx0 + σtϵ is normally used to transform
x(0) to x(T ) ∼ pT , a prior distribution. Equivalently, score-
based diffusion models [Song et al., 2020b] define a contin-
uous Stochastic Differential Equation (SDE) as the diffusion
process:

dxt = f(xt, t)dt+ g(t)dwt, (1)

where (wt)t∈[0,T ] is the standard d-dimensional Wiener pro-
cess, f : Rd × R+ → Rd is a Rd-valued function and
g : R+ → R is a scalar function. The reverse-time SDE
transforms the prior distribution back to the original data dis-
tribution. It is expressed as:

dxt = [f(xt, t)− g(t)2∇x log pt(xt)]dt+ g(t)dw̄t, (2)

where w̄ is again the standard d-dimensional Wiener pro-
cess in the reversed process, pt(xt) represents the proba-
bility density function of xt at time t. To estimate score
▽x log pt(x), a score-based model sθ(x, t) is trained to ap-
proximate ∇x log pt(x) as much as possible.

There exists a deterministic reversed-time trajectory [Song
et al., 2020b], satisfying an ODE, known as the probability
flow ODE (PF-ODE):

dxt = [f(xt, t)−
1

2
g(t)2∇x log pt(xt)]dt. (3)

Rather than using sθ(x, t) to predict the score, consistency
models [Song et al., 2023] directly learn a function fθ(·, t) to
predict the solution of PF-ODE by mapping any points in the
ODE trajectory to the origin of this trajectory, xϵ, where ϵ is
a fixed small positive number. Formally, for all t, t′ ∈ [ϵ, T ],
it holds that:

fθ(xt, t) = fθ(xt′ , t
′) = xϵ. (4)

However, for multi-step sampling, CM will introduce ran-
dom noise at each step since generating intermediate states
along the sampling trajectory involves reintroducing noise,
which accumulates and causes inconsistencies in the final
output. To address this issue, PCM [Wang et al., 2024] splits
the solution trajectory of PF-ODE into multiple sub-intervals
with M+1 edge timesteps s0, s1, ..., sM , where s0 = ϵ and
sM = T . Each sub-trajectory is treated as an independent
CM, with a consistency function fm(·, ·) defined as: for all
t, t′ ∈ [sm, sm+1]

fm(xt, t) = fm(x′
t, t

′) = xsm . (5)

[Lu et al., 2022] shows an exact solution from timestep t
to s for PF-ODE:

xs =
αs

αt
xt + αs

∫ λs

λt

e−λσtλ(λ)∇ logPtλ(λ)(xtλ(λ)) dλ

(6)
where λt = ln αt

σt
and tλ is an inverse function with λt. Using

an epsilon (noise) prediction network ϵθ(xt, t), this solution
can be approximated as:

xs =
αs

αt
xt − αs

∫ λs

λt

e−λϵθ(xtλ(λ), tλ(λ)) dλ. (7)

The solution needs to know the noise predictions throughout
the entire interval between time s and t, while consistency
models can only access to xt for a single inference. To ad-
dress this, [Wang et al., 2024] parameterises Fθ(x, t, s) as
follows:

Fθ(x, t, s) = xs =
αs

αt
xt − αsϵ̂θ(xt, t)

∫ λs

λt

e−λ dλ (8)



Figure 4: The pipeline of our proposed MotionPCM. In the training phase, a pre-trained VAE encodes the motion sequence to a latent code
z0, which goes n+ k diffusion steps to produce ztn+k . ztn+k is denoised to ẑtn through a teacher network and an ODE solver. ẑtn is passed
through a target network to predict ẑsm . Simultaneously, ztn+k is denoised to z̃sm through the online network directly. A consistency loss
within the time interval [sm, sm+1] is applied by comparing z̃sm and ẑsm . Additionally, adversarial training is performed by introducing
different noises to z̃sm and z0, generating z̃s and zs respectively. These are then compared through a discriminator to enforce realism and
improve model performance. The trainable components include the online network and the discriminator, whereas the encoder and teacher
networks remain frozen during training. The target network is updated using exponential moving average.

To satisfy the boundary condition of each sub-trajectory of
the PCM, i.e., fm(xsm , sm) = xsm , a parameterised form
fm
θ below is typically employed:

fm
θ (xt, t) = cmskip(t)xt + cmout(t)Fθ(xt, t, sm) (9)

where cmskip(t) gradually increases to 1 and cmout(t) progres-
sively decays to 0 as t decreases over the time interval from
sm+1 to sm. In fact, in Eq. (8), the boundary condition
Fθ(xsm , sm, sm) =

αsm

αsm
xsm − 0 = xsm is inherently sat-

isfied, and as a result, the simplified form shown below can
be used directly:

fm
θ (x, t) = Fθ(x, t, sm) (10)

4 Method

As shown in Figure 4, we introduce MotionPCM, a novel
framework for real-time motion synthesis. To provide a clear
understanding of our method, we divide our method into four
main segments. Section 4.1 explains the use of a Variational
Autoencoder (VAE) and latent diffusion model as pre-training
models to initialise the framework. Section 4.2 describes the
integration of the phased consistency model within the mo-
tion synthesis pipeline. Section 4.3 details the design and
role of the discriminator, which provides adversarial loss to
enforce distribution consistency while improving overall per-
formance. Section 4.4 illustrates the process of generating
motion sequences from a prior distribution using PCM dur-
ing inference.

4.1 VAE and Latent Diffusion Model for Motion
Data Pre-training

Following the two-stage training approach of MLD [Chen
et al., 2023], we first employ a VAE [Kingma, 2013] to
compress motion sequences into a lower-dimensional latent
space. More specifically, the encoder maps motion sequences
x ∈ RL×d, where L is the frame length and d is the num-
ber of features, to a latent code z0 = E(x) ∈ RN×d′

where
N and d′ are much smaller than L and d. Then a decoder
is used to reconstruct the motion sequence x̂ = D(z0). This
process significantly reduces the dimensionality of the mo-
tion data, accelerating latent diffusion training in the second
stage. Building upon this, MotionLCM-V2 [Dai et al., 2024]
introduces an improved VAE to enhance the representation
quality of motion data. In our work, we adopt the improved
VAE proposed by MotionLCM-V2 as the backbone.

In the second stage, we train a latent diffusion model in the
latent space of this enhanced VAE, following MLD. Here, the
latent diffusion model is an epsilon prediction network. Read-
ers are referred to [Chen et al., 2023] for more details. This
trained diffusion model will be used as the teacher network to
guide the distillation process in our work.

4.2 Accelerating Motion Synthesis via PCM
Definition. Following the definition of PCM [Wang et al.,
2024], we split our solution trajectory z in the latent space
into M sub-trajectories, with edge timestep {sm | m =
0, 1, 2, · · · ,M} where s0 = ϵ and sM = T . In each sub-
time interval [sm, sm+1], the consistency function fm is de-
fined as Eq. (5). We train fm

θ in Eq. (10) to estimate fm,
applying consistency constraint on each sub-trajectory, i.e.,



fm
θ (zt, t) = fm

θ (z′t, t
′) = zsm for all t, t′ ∈ [sm, sm+1] and

m ∈ [0,M) ∩ Z.
PCM Consistency distillation. Once we obtain the pre-

trained VAEs and latent diffusion model from Section 4.1, we
can get the meaningful latent code z0 from VAE and use this
latent diffusion model as our frozen teacher network to dis-
till our MotionPCM model, i.e., online network in Figure 4.
Following [Dai et al., 2025], online network (fθ) is initialised
from the teacher network with trainable weights θ, while the
target network (fθ− ) is also initialised from the teacher net-
work but updated using Exponential Moving Average (EMA)
of the online network’s parameters. We obtain ztn+k

by ap-
plying forward diffusion with n+k steps to z0, positioning it
within the time interval [sm, sm+1].

This work focuses on text-conditioned motion generation
where Classifier-free Guidance (CFG) [Ho and Salimans,
2022] has been used frequently to align conditions in diffu-
sion models. Following previous works [Chen et al., 2023;
Dai et al., 2025; Luo et al., 2023], we also employ CFG in
our framework. To distinguish ϵ̂θ used in consistency model,
we use ϵ̃θ to represent the diffusion model, which corresponds
to our teacher network. It can be express as:

ϵ̃(ztn+k
, tn+k, w, c) = (1 + w)ϵ̃(ztn+k

, tn+k, c)

− wϵ̃(ztn+k
, tn+k, ∅)

(11)

where c denotes text condition, the guidance scale w is uni-
formly sampled from [wmin, wmax], and ∅ indicates an empty
condition (i.e., a blank text input). ẑϕtn is then estimated from
ztn+k

by performing k-step skip using ϵ̃(ztn+k, tn+k, w, c),
followed by an ODE solver ϕ, such as DDIM [Song et
al., 2020a]. To efficiently perform the guided distillation,
[Dai et al., 2025; Luo et al., 2023] add w into an aug-
mented consistency function fθ(zt, t, w, c) 7→ z0. Similarly,
in our work, we extend our phased consistency function to
fm
θ (zt, t, w, c) 7→ zsm .

Following CMs [Song et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2024], the
phased consistency distillation loss is then defined as follows:

LPCD(θ, θ−) = E[d(fm
θ (ztn+k

, tn+k, w, c), f
m
θ−(z

ϕ
tn , tn, w, c))]

(12)
where d is Huber loss [Huber, 1992] in our implementation.
The online network’s parameters θ are updated by minimis-
ing LPCD through the standard gradient descent algorithms,
such as AdamW [Loshchilov, 2017]. Meanwhile, as men-
tioned earlier, the target network’s parameters, θ− is updated
in EMA fashion: θ− = µθ− + (1− µ)θ.

4.3 Discriminator
Building on the work of [Kim et al., 2023; Wang et al.,
2024], which demonstrated that incorporating an adversarial
loss from a discriminator can enhance the image generation
quality of diffusion models in few-step sampling settings, we
integrate an additional discriminator with adversarial loss into
our motion synthesis pipeline.

A pair of z̃s and zs is sent to the discriminator as illustrated
in Figure 4. More specifically, we first compute the solutions
z̃sm = fm

θ (ztn+k
, tn+k, w, c) and ẑsm = fm

θ−(z
ϕ
tn , tn, w, c)

through the online network and target network, respectively.

Following [Wang et al., 2024], noise is added to z̃sm , pro-
ducing z̃s for s ∈ [sm, sm+1]. However, unlike [Wang et al.,
2024], where ẑsm is used to produce zs, we derive zs from
z0 directly since [Kim et al., 2023] highlights that leveraging
direct training signals from data label is a key to achieve op-
timal performance. Inspired by [Wang et al., 2024], we then
apply an adversarial loss as follows:

Ladv = ReLU(1 + fD(zs, s, c)) + ReLU(1− fD(z̃s, s, c))
(13)

where fD is a discriminator, ReLU is an non-linear activa-
tion function. The loss is optimised using a min-max strat-
egy [Goodfellow et al., 2020].

The total loss combining phased consistency distillation
loss and adversarial loss is expressed as:

Lall = LPCD + λLadv (14)

where λ is a hyper-parameter.

4.4 Inference
During inference, we sample zT from a prior distribution,
such as standard normal distribution N (0, 1). Based on the
transition map defined in [Wang et al., 2024]: fm,m′(xt, t) =

fm′( · · · fm−2
(
fm−1

(
fm(xt, t), sm

)
, sm−1

)
· · · , sm′

)
which transform any point xt on m-th sub-trajectory to the
solution point of m′-th trajectory, we can get the solution
estimation ẑ0 = fM−1,0(xT , T ). Finally, the human motion
sequence x̂ is generated through the decoder D(ẑ0).

5 Numerical Experiments
Dataset. We base our experiments on the widely used Hu-
manML3D dataset [Guo et al., 2022a], which comprises
14,616 distinct human motion sequences accompanied by
44,970 textual annotations. In line with previous studies [Dai
et al., 2025; Chen et al., 2023; Guo et al., 2022a], we employ
a redundant motion representation that includes root veloc-
ity, root height, local joint positions, velocities, root-space
rotations, and foot-contact binary indicators to ensure a fair
comparison across methods.

Evaluation metrics. Following [Guo et al., 2022a; Chen
et al., 2023], we evaluate our model using the following met-
rics: (1) Average Inference Time per Sentence (AITS),
which measures the time required to generate a motion se-
quence from a textual description, with lower values indicat-
ing faster inference; (2) R-Precision, capturing how accu-
rately generated motions match their text prompts by check-
ing whether the top-ranked motions align with the given de-
scriptions, where higher scores indicate better accuracy; (3)
Frechet Inception Distance (FID), assessing how closely
the distribution of generated motions resembles real data,
where lower scores indicate better quality; (4) Multimodal
Distance (MM Dist), quantifying how well the motion fea-
tures align with text features, with lower values signalling a
tighter match between motions and prompts; (5) Diversity,
which calculates variance through motion features to indi-
cate the variety of generated motions across different sam-
ples; and (6) MultiModality (MModality), measuring gen-
eration diversity conditioned on the same text by evaluating



how many distinct yet valid motions can be produced for a
single prompt.

Implementation details. We conduct our experiments on
a single NVIDIA RTX 6000 GPU with a batch size of 128
motion sequences fed into our model. The model is trained
over 384K iterations using an AdamW [Loshchilov, 2017] op-
timiser with parameters β1 = 0.9, β2 = 0.999 and an initial
learning rate 2e − 4, which gradually decays following a co-
sine decay learning rate schedule. For the loss function, we
set λ = 0.1. The guidance scale ranges between wmin = 5,
and wmax = 15 and the Exponential Moving Average (EMA)
rate is set as µ = 0.95. Additionally, we use DDIM [Song et
al., 2020a] as our ODE solver and skip step k = 100.

5.1 Text-to-motion synthesis
In this section, we evaluate the performance of our proposed
MotionPCM method on the text-to-motion task. We compare
our approach with other baseline methods using the widely
adopted HumanML3D dataset, conducting each experiment
20 times to establish results within a 95% confidence inter-
val [Dai et al., 2025; Guo et al., 2022a]. Following previ-
ous studies [Dai et al., 2025; Guo et al., 2022a], we employ
the following evaluation metrics: Average Inference Time per
Sentence (AITS), R-Precision, Frechet Inception Distance
(FID), Multimodal Distance (MM Dist), Diversity, and Mul-
tiModality (MModality).

For benchmark comparisons, we select the most renowned

and widely used models in the field. In particular,
MotionLCM-v2 [Dai et al., 2024], the improved version of
MotionLCM-v1 [Dai et al., 2025], is primarily compared
with our method in different sampling steps. As illustrated in
Table 1, our method achieves a sampling speed comparable
to MotionLCM-v2 in terms of AITS while significantly out-
performs it in R-Precision Top-1, Top-2 and Top-3, FID, and
MM Dist across different sampling steps. Furthermore, our 4-
step variant also outperforms the counterpart of MotionLCM-
V2 in terms of Diversity while underperforming in MModal-
ity. These results demonstrate that our model is more superior
than MotionLCM-V2 although both support real-time infer-
ence.

Compared to other approaches, the speed of our method
surpasses most alternatives by a large margin, demonstrat-
ing its time efficiency. Our method with 1-step sampling can
support motion synthesis over 30 frames per second, thereby
making it possible for real-time applications. Regarding R-
Precision, our method achieves the highest accuracy across
Top-1, Top-2 and Top-3 metrics with our 2-step variants
compared to other approaches. This consistent improvement
highlights the reliability of MotionPCM in accurately align-
ing generated motions with textual descriptions. Similarly, in
FID and MM Distance metrics, our method achieves the best
scores with its 4-step and 2-step variants respectively. These
results further highlight MotionPCM’s capability to generate
high-quality and semantically consistent motions. Although

Methods AITS ↓ R-Precision ↑ FID ↓ MM Dist ↓ Diversity → MModality ↑
Top 1 Top 2 Top 3

Real - 0.511±.003 0.703±.003 0.797±.002 0.002±.000 2.974±.008 9.503±.065 -

Seq2Seq [Lin et al., 2018] - 0.180±.002 0.300±.002 0.396±.002 11.75±.035 5.529±.007 6.223±.061 -
JL2P [Ahuja and Morency, 2019] - 0.246±.002 0.387±.002 0.486±.002 11.02±.046 5.296±.008 7.676±.058 -
T2G [Bhattacharya et al., 2021] - 0.165±.001 0.267±.002 0.345±.002 7.664±.030 6.030±.008 6.409±.071 -
Hier [Ghosh et al., 2021] - 0.301±.002 0.425±.002 0.552±.004 6.532±.024 5.012±.018 8.332±.042 -
T2M [Guo et al., 2022a] 0.038 0.457±.002 0.639±.003 0.740±.003 1.067±.020 3.340±.011 9.188±.022 2.090±.083

TM2T [Guo et al., 2022b] 0.760 0.424±.003 0.618±.003 0.729±.002 1.501±.017 3.467±.011 8.589±.076 2.424±.093

MotionDiffuse [Zhang et al., 2022] 14.74 0.491±.001 0.681±.001 0.782±.001 0.630±.011 3.113±.001 9.410±.049 1.553±.072

MDM [Tevet et al., 2023] 24.74 0.320±.005 0.498±.004 0.611±.007 0.544±.044 5.556±.027 9.559±.086 2.799±.072

MLD [Chen et al., 2023] 0.217 0.481±.003 0.673±.003 0.772±.002 0.473±.013 3.196±.010 9.724±.082 2.413±.079

T2M-GPT [Zhang et al., 2023a] 0.380 0.492±.003 0.679±.002 0.775±.002 0.141±.005 3.121±.009 9.722±.082 1.831±.048

ReMoDiffuse [Zhang et al., 2023b] 0.624 0.510±.005 0.698±.006 0.795±.004 0.103±.004 2.974±.016 9.018±.075 1.795±.043

MoMask [Guo et al., 2024] 0.120 0.521±.002 0.713±.002 0.807±.002 0.045±.002 2.958±.008 9.675±.068 1.241±.040

StableMoFusion [Huang et al., 2024] 0.499 0.553±.003 0.748±.002 0.841±.002 0.098±.003 2.770±.006 9.748±.092 1.774±.051

MotionCLR [Chen et al., 2024] 0.343 0.542±.001 0.733±.002 0.827±.003 0.099±.003 2.981±.011 9.846±.080 2.145±.043

B2A-HDM [Xie et al., 2024] - 0.511±.002 0.699±.002 0.791±.002 0.084±.004 3.020±.010 9.526±.080 1.914±.078

MotionLCM-V1 [Dai et al., 2025] (1-step) 0.030 0.502±.003 0.701±.002 0.803±.002 0.467±.012 3.022±.009 9.631±.066 2.172±.082

MotionLCM-V1 [Dai et al., 2025] (2-step) 0.035 0.505±.003 0.705±.002 0.805±.002 0.368±.012 2.986±.008 9.640±.052 2.187±.094

MotionLCM-V1 [Dai et al., 2025] (4-step) 0.043 0.502±.003 0.698±.002 0.798±.002 0.304±.012 3.012±.007 9.607±.066 2.259±.092

MotionLCM-V2 [Dai et al., 2024] (1-step) 0.031 0.546±.003 0.743±.002 0.837±.002 0.072±.003 2.767±.007 9.577±.070 1.858±.056

MotionLCM-V2 [Dai et al., 2024] (2-step) 0.038 0.551±.003 0.745±.002 0.836±.002 0.049±.003 2.765±.008 9.584±.066 1.833±.052

MotionLCM-V2 [Dai et al., 2024] (4-step) 0.050 0.553±.003 0.746±.002 0.837±.002 0.056±.003 2.773±.009 9.598±.067 1.758±.056

Ours (1-step) 0.031 0.556±.002 0.750±.002 0.840±.002 0.054±.003 2.739±.007 9.689±.078 1.764±.074

Ours (2-step) 0.037 0.560±.002 0.754±.002 0.844±.002 0.040±.003 2.719±.008 9.632±.089 1.714±.069

Ours (4-step) 0.046 0.557±.002 0.749±.003 0.839±.002 0.036±.002 2.737±.008 9.553±.092 1.713±.067

Table 1: Performance comparison of various methods across multiple metrics on HumanML3D dataset. The best results are in bold, and the
second best results are underlined. ↓ means the lower is better while ↑ means the higher is better. → represents the closer to the value of Real
is better.



Real MotionPCM (Ours) MotionLCM-V2 MLD

The rigs walk forward, then turn around, and continue walking before stopping where he started.

A person walks with a limp leg.

A man walks forward a few steps, raise his left hand to his face, then continue walking in a circle.

Figure 5: Qualitative comparison of motion synthesis methods. Lighter colours represent earlier time points.

our method does not achieve the best scores in Diversity com-
pared to [Xie et al., 2024], our 4-step variant ranks second. In
terms of MModality metrics, our method falls short of achiev-
ing superior performance compared to other approaches.

Figure 5 demonstrates a qualitative comparison of motion
generation between our MotionPCM model, MotionLCM-
v2 [Dai et al., 2024], and MLD [Chen et al., 2023]. Each
row features a prompt alongside the motions generated by
the three models, clearly demonstrating the advantages of our
method over the others.

For the first prompt, “The rigs walk forward, then turn
around, and continue walking before stopping where he
started,” MotionLCM-v2 does not perform the turning action.
MLD moves to the left initially but fails to return to the start-
ing position when turning back. In contrast, our method ac-
curately executes the entire sequence as described, aligning
closely with the prompt. In the case of the second prompt,
“a person walks with a limp leg,” our model produces a mo-
tion that reasonably reflects the limp. MotionLCM-v2 ex-
aggerates the limp, while MLD fails to depict the limp en-
tirely. For the third prompt, “a man walks forward a few

steps, raises his left hand to his face, then continues walk-
ing in a circle,” our model effectively completes the described
actions. MotionLCM-v2 does not generate the circular walk-
ing pattern, and MLD produces an indistinct circle without
the hand-raising gesture. These findings emphasise the abil-
ity of MotionPCM to generate detailed and accurate motion
sequences.

Overall, these results demonstrate that MotionPCM is ca-
pable of producing high-quality motions in real time while
maintaining superior alignment with the given textual de-
scriptions, outperforming existing benchmarks in motion syn-
thesis.

5.2 Ablation studies
We conduct ablation studies on single-step sampling, as
shown in Table 2 to demonstrate the effectiveness of our net-
work design. When using a skip step k = 20, instead of
100 steps in our implementation, almost all evaluation met-
rics get degrade dramatically. This exception may be due to
the increased number of time points requiring more training
iterations to achieve proper convergence.



Methods R-Precision ↑ FID ↓ MM Dist ↓ Diversity → MModality ↑
Top 1 Top 2 Top 3

Ours (Full Model) 0.556±.002 0.750±.002 0.840±.002 0.054±.003 2.739±.007 9.689±.078 1.764±.074

ODE skip step k = 20 0.541±.001 0.738±.002 0.831±.002 0.097±.005 2.804±.006 9.744±.091 1.882±.071

w/o EMA 0.553±.003 0.746±.002 0.836±.002 0.054±.003 2.769±.006 9.685±.087 1.774±.064

w/o discriminator 0.547±.003 0.745±.003 0.837±.002 0.101±.006 2.785±.008 9.622±.088 1.771±.065

Table 2: Ablation studies for single-step sampling on HumanML3D dataset.

In addition, if we replace the target network with the online
network directly—equivalent to setting µ = 0 in the exponen-
tial moving average (EMA) update, a slightly worse perfor-
mance is observed compared to training using an EMA way
with µ = 0.95, highlighting the effectiveness of EMA.

Last not least, removing a discriminator and its adversarial
loss leads to much worse performance, indicating the impor-
tance of the discriminator in enhancing model performance,
particularly in low-step sampling scenarios.

6 Conclusion
In this paper, we introduce MotionPCM, a novel motion syn-
thesis method that enables real-time motion generation while
maintaining high quality. By incorporating phased consis-
tency into our pipeline, we effectively reduce accumulated
random noise in multi-step sampling, achieving deterministic
sampling. Additionally, the introduction of a discriminator
significantly improves sampling quality.

While our method has been validated on a single large-
scale dataset, future work will focus on evaluating its effec-
tiveness on more datasets to further assess its generalisability.
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