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"A cat wearing sun glasses and working as a lifeguard at a pool, 4k resolution."
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Figure 1. An overview of how ScalingNoise improves long video generation through inference-time search. (a) Chunk-by-chunk and
FIFO-Diffusion methods often suffer from accumulated errors and visual degradation over long sequences. (b) ScalingNoise mitigates this
by conducting a tailored step-by-step beam search for suitable initial noises, guided by a reward model that incorporates an anchor frame
to ensure a long-term signal. (c) At each step, we perform one-step denoising on candidate noises to obtain a clearer clip for evaluation;
the reward model then predicts the long-term value of each candidate, helping avoid noises that could introduce future inconsistencies.

Abstract

Video diffusion models (VDMs) facilitate the generation of
high-quality videos, with current research predominantly
concentrated on scaling efforts during training through im-
provements in data quality, computational resources, and
model complexity. However, inference-time scaling has re-
ceived less attention, with most approaches restricting mod-
els to a single generation attempt. Recent studies have un-
covered the existence of “golden noises” that can enhance
video quality during generation. Building on this, we find
that guiding the scaling inference-time search of VDMs to
identify better noise candidates not only evaluates the qual-
ity of the frames generated in the current step but also pre-
serves the high-level object features by referencing the an-
chor frame from previous multi-chunks, thereby delivering
long-term value. Our analysis reveals that diffusion mod-
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els inherently possess flexible adjustments of computation
by varying denoising steps, and even a one-step denoising
approach, when guided by a reward signal, yields signifi-
cant long-term benefits. Based on the observation, we pro-
pose ScalingNoise, a plug-and-play inference-time search
strategy that identifies golden initial noises for the diffu-
sion sampling process to improve global content consis-
tency and visual diversity. Specifically, we perform one-
step denoising to convert initial noises into a clip and sub-
sequently evaluate its long-term value, leveraging a reward
model anchored by previously generated content. Moreover,
to preserve diversity, we sample candidates from a tilted
noise distribution that up-weights promising noises. In this
way, ScalingNoise significantly reduces noise-induced er-
rors, ensuring more coherent and spatiotemporally consis-
tent video generation. Extensive experiments on benchmark
datasets demonstrate that the proposed ScalingNoise effec-
tively improves both content fidelity and subject consistency
for resource-constrained long video generation.
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1. Introduction
Long video generation has a significant impact on various
applications, including film production, game development,
and artistic creation [39, 87, 94]. Compared to image gen-
eration [16, 41, 80], video generation demands significantly
greater data scale and computational resources due to the
high-dimensional nature of video data. This necessitates a
trade-off between limited resources and model performance
for Video Diffusion Models (VDMs) [35, 48, 65, 82].

Recent VDMs typically adopt two main methods: one
is the chunked autoregressive strategy [4, 23, 26, 43, 72],
which predicts several frames in parallel conditioned on
a few preceding ones, consequently reducing the com-
putational burden, and “diagonal denoising” from FIFO-
diffusion [11, 31], which re-plans the time schedule and
maintains a queue with progressively increasing noise lev-
els for denoising. However, video generation is induced by
both the diffusion strategies and the noise. Variations in
the noises can lead to substantial changes in the synthesized
video, as even minor alterations in the noise input can dra-
matically influence the output [51, 89, 115]. This sensitivity
underscores that noises affect both the overall content and
the subject consistency of long video generation.

The key to enhancing the quality of long video gener-
ation lies in identifying “golden noises” for the diffusion
sampling process. Recent studies employ the approach of
increasing data [8, 17, 88, 98], computational resources [30,
83, 97, 106, 108, 111], and model size [20, 37, 44, 49, 114]
to reduce the truncation errors during the sampling pro-
cess, but these methods often incur substantial additional
costs. Conversely, other approaches focus on training-free
denoising strategies such as FreeNoise [42, 53, 81, 115]
and Gen-L-Video [74]. They aim to enhance the consis-
tency of generated video by refining local denoising pro-
cesses to mitigate noise-induced discrepancies, thereby en-
suring smoother temporal transitions. Recently, in Large
Language Models (LLMs), the study on improving their ca-
pability has expanded to inference-time [1, 36, 62, 93]. By
allocating more compute during inference, often through
sophisticated search processes, these works show that
LLMs can produce higher-quality and more appropriate re-
sponses. As a result, inference-time scaling opens new av-
enues for improving model performance when additional
resources become available after training. Similarly, re-
cent explorations in diffusion models have leveraged the
extra inference-time compute to refine noise search and
enhance denoising, thereby improving sample quality and
consistency [45, 50, 75]. However, while previous works
have shown effectiveness, they focus solely on information
within a local window, overlooking long-term feedback and
accumulated errors. In this study, we argue that scaling
inference-time search of VDMs to identify golden noises
enhances long-term consistencies in long video generation.

Search Representative Methods Type Advantage

Greedy Chunk-Wise Generation [107] Video E

Tree
Scaling Denoising Steps [45] Image S ESteering Generation [60] Image

ScalingNoise (Ours) Video G S E

Table 1. Greedy decoding is efficient but easily trapped in local
optima. Tree methods, better for global optimal decisions, is suit-
able for inference-time scaling. Our ScalingNoise achieves: G
lobal-Optimality of solution, S caling to long-range planning, and
E fficiency.

To this end, we propose ScalingNoise, a plug-and-play
inference-time search strategy that identifies golden initial
noises by leveraging a reward model to steer the diffusion
process, as illustrated in Fig. 1 (b). Specifically, we employ
beam search [86] tailored for intermediate steps and miti-
gate the accumulated error at each step, while progressively
selecting the golden initial noises by choosing the initial
noises. Moreover, rather than relying solely on the short-
term reward of locally noised clips, we predict the long-term
consequences of the initial noises to maintain high coher-
ence. A key challenge lies in the impracticality of directly
assessing the initial noises, as it typically requires multiple
denoising steps to produce a clear image for assessment,
resulting in an exponential increase in computational cost.
To address this, we introduce a one-step evaluation strategy
that employs the predicted clearer clip from the first DDIM
step as an efficient proxy of the quality of a fully denoised
clip, as illustrated in Fig. 1 (c). Then, the predicted clip is
fed into the reward model while preceding image serve as
anchor, providing subject contextual information that pre-
serves appearance consistency and supports long-term value
estimation beyond the immediate search step. Our inte-
grated search strategy achieves a practical balance between
global optimality, scalability, and efficiency, as shown in
Table 1. Moreover, while greedy decoding easily becomes
trapped in local optima, the tree search strategy retains mul-
tiple candidate sequences, thus exploring the search space
more comprehensively and enhancing both the quality and
diversity of the generated results.

Given limited computational resources, our strategy se-
lects from a finite pool of candidate noises. Moreover, the
quality of candidate noises constitutes a critical factor, com-
plementing the robust reward model that provides long-term
supervisory signals. To ensure the candidate pool com-
prises noise that enhances video consistency, we construct
it by sampling from a skewed distribution. Specifically, the
weight of high-reward samples is increased, while samples
are still drawn from the standard normal distribution to pre-
serve diversity. Through this iterative search process, we
significantly reduce accumulated errors and avoid inconsis-
tencies arising from the randomness of initial noises.

On multiple benchmarks, we verify the effectiveness of
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our method. Our main contributions are as follows:
• We propose a plug-and-play inference-time scaling strat-

egy for long video generation by incorporating long-term
supervision signals into the reward process.

• We introduce a one-step denoising approach that trans-
forms the evaluation of initial noises into the evaluation
of a clearer image without extra computational overhead.

• Extensive experiments demonstrate that our proposed
ScalingNoise can be effectively applied to various video
diffusion models. It consistently improves the inference
quality of generated videos.

2. Related Work
Long viedo generation. Video generation has advanced
significantly [3, 59, 69, 95, 112, 113], yet producing high-
quality long videos remains challenging due to the scarcity
of such data and the high computational resources re-
quired [3, 10, 77]. This limits training models for di-
rect long video generation, leading to the widespread use
of autoregressive approaches built on pre-trained mod-
els [15, 91]. Current solutions fall into two categories:
training-based [38, 58, 76, 109] and training-free meth-
ods [5, 102, 107, 110]. Training-based methods [19, 84]
like NUWA-XL [96] use a divide-and-conquer strategy
to generate long videos layer by layer, while FDM [22]
and SEINE [12] combine frame interpolation and predic-
tion. Other approaches, such as LDM [4], MCVD [72],
Latent-Shift [2], and StreamingT2V [24], incorporate short-
term and long-term information as additional inputs. De-
spite their success, these methods demand high-quality
long video data and substantial computation. Training-free
methods address these challenges. Gen-L-Video [74] and
Freenoise [53] use a chunk-by-chunk approach, linking seg-
ments with final frames, but this risks degradation and in-
consistency. Freelong [42] blends global and local data via
high-low frequency decoupling, while FreeInit [82] refines
initial noises for better consistency. FIFO-Diffusion [31]
introduces a novel paradigm, reorganizing denoising with
a noise-level queue, dequeuing clear frames, enqueuing
noise, for efficient, flexible long video generation with-
out training. In this work, we propose a plug-and-play
inference-time strategy that can improve the consistency of
videos based on these long video generation methods.
Inference-time Search. A variety of inference-time search
strategies have been proven crucial in long context gener-
ation within the field of LLMs [29, 34, 40, 66, 92, 99].
The advent of DeepSeek-R1 [14] has further advanced
inference-time search. By applying various search tech-
niques in the language space, such as controlled decod-
ing [7, 18, 90, 100], best of N [33, 36], and Monte
Carlo tree search [67, 73, 79, 105], LLMs achieve better
step-level responses, thus enhancing performance. During
inference-time search, leveraging a good process reward

model (PRM) [13, 27, 70, 78] is essential to determine the
quality of the responses. Ma et al. [45] proposed using su-
pervised verifiers as a signal to guide generating trajectory
within Diffusion Models (DMs), but did not investigate its
impact on video generation inference-time search. Further-
more, some work has preliminarily explored inference-time
search in VDMs [68, 69, 85, 104], however, there is still
a lack of investigation into the inference-time scaling law
and long-term signals in the process of long video genera-
tion. In this work, we explore the effectiveness of scaling
inference-time budget utilizing beam search to enhance the
consistency of generated long videos.

3. Methodology
3.1. Preliminaries: Video Denoising Approach
Long Video Generation. We introduce the formulation of
VDM for generating long videos. There are two approaches
to create a long video: the chunk-by-chunk method and the
FIFO diffusion method. Both paradigms can be seamlessly
integrated into the subsequent framework. Consider extend-
ing a pre-trained model that generates fixed-length videos
into a long video generation model with a distribution of pθ,
based on the two approaches mentioned above. This model
processes an input consisting of both prompt and image to
generate a video v = [v1, v2, . . . , vN ], where v consists
of N step-level responses. Each step-level response vi is a
frame or video clip of the long video, treated as a sample
drawn from a conditional probability distribution:

vi = pθ(vi|z<i, c), i = 1, 2, . . . , T, (1)

where c can be denoted as a single prompt or a prompt,
image pair and z<i = [v1, v2, . . . , vi] is the concatenated
video. In the following, we provide the specific step-level
formulations for these two paradigms, respectively:
• Chunk by Chunk: Chunk-by-chunk is a generation
paradigm [47, 74, 103] that operates through a sliding win-
dow approach, using the last few frames generated in the
previous chunk as the starting point for the next chunk
to continuously produce content. In this paradigm, vi =
{vfi }Mf=1 denotes a video clip of a fixed length M produced
by the generated model, while vi,t denotes t noise level of
the video clip. A chunk-by-chunk step can be formalized
as:

vi,t−1 = Ψ(vi,t, t, ϵθ(vi,t, t, c)) , (2)

where Ψ and ϵθ denote a sampler such as DDIM and a noise
predict network, respectively.
• FIFO-Diffusion: Different from the aforementioned
process, FIFO-Diffusion [31] introduces a diagonal denois-
ing paradigm [9, 56] by rescheduling noise steps during the
inference process. FIFO-Diffusion achieves autoregressive
generation by maintaining a queue where the noise level in-
creases step by step. We define the queue as Q = {vi,t}Tt=1,
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where t denotes the noise level, and i indicates the i-th
frame in the queue. In this paradigm, i is equal to t, and
vi denotes a frame. The length of T is M × P where P
denotes the partition of the queue. The procedure of FIFO
step can be described as follows:

Q = Ψ
(
Q, {t}Tt=1 , ϵθ(Q, {t}Tt=1 , c)

)
. (3)

DDIM. DDIM [63] introduces a new sampling paradigm by
de-Markovizing the process, which remaps the time steps
of DDPM [25] from [0; . . . ;T ] to [τ0; . . . ; τT ], which is a
subset of the initial diffusion scheduler, thereby accelerating
the sampling process of DDPM. Here, DDIM(vτt) consists
of three distinct components, which can be formulated as:

vτt−1
= DDIM(vτt)

= ατt−1

(
vτt − στtϵθ(vτt , τt)

ατt

)
+ στt−1

ϵθ(vτt , τt),

(4)

where α and στt denote predefined schedules.

3.2. Formulation of Video Generation Inference
The long video generation framework can be formulated as
a Markov Decision Process (MDP) problem defined by the
tuple (S,A,R). S is the state space. Each state is defined
as a combination of the generated video and the condition.
The initial state s0 only corresponds to the input prompt
x and guided image I . Si is the combination of the cur-
rently generated videos. A denotes the action space, where
each action encompasses a two-part process: sampling an
initial noise from a tilted distribution, followed by denois-
ing the current video clip based on the noise. We also have
the reward functionR to evaluate the reward of each action,
which is also known as the process reward model (PRM) in
LLMs. With this MDP modeling, we can search for ad-
ditional states by increasing the inference-time compute,
thereby obtaining a better VDM response v. Specifically,
we can take different actions in each state, continuously ex-
plore, and then make choices based on the reward model to
achieve a better state. The general formulation of the selec-
tion process is:

at+1 = argmax
A

Φ(st,A), (5)

where Φ denotes the reward model R : S × A → R. The
core of our method focuses on efficiently and accurately es-
timating then selecting initial noises, improving video gen-
eration with better guidance.
3.3. Reward Design
During the search process, our objective is to evaluate the
consistency and quality of the video at each step, using these

Algorithm 1 ScalingNoise Inference-time Search

Require: Diffusion Model D, Reward Function Φ, Sample
Tilted Distribution Sample, Condition c, Beam Size k,
Step Size n, DDIM Steps τt, Generated Video V = [ ]
Anchor Frame va

1: while Generation is not Done do
2: for i in [1, 2, ..., k] do
3: r = [ ]
4: for j in [1, 2, ..., n] do
5: ϵij ← Sample(V )
6: v̂ij ← D(ϵij , c, num steps = τt)
7: rij ← Φ(v̂ij ,va)
8: r.append(rij)
9: end for

10: end for
11: [v1, . . . ,vk]← Select the best k elements from r
12: for i in [τ0, τ1, ..., τt] do
13: v ← D(ϵ, c, num steps = i)
14: end for
15: va ← vi0

16: Append current clip [v1, . . . ,vk] to V
17: end while
18: return V

insights to guide subsequent searches, as illustrated in Fig. 1
(c). The evaluation of each search step, defined as apply-
ing an action at to the state st, is performed by a reward
function rt = Φ(st, at) ∈ R. Below, we elaborate on the
specific design of this reward function.
One-Step Denoising. Throughout our evaluation process,
the actions in the MDP sample initial noises, which is typ-
ically Gaussian noise. Therefore, it is difficult to assess.
A key challenge arises from the difficulty of directly as-
sessing this initial noises. To address this, we propose a
one-step evaluation approach. Specifically, we utilize the
predicted v̂τ0 component from Eq. 4 above as the target for
evaluation. The detailed formulation is presented as:

v̂τ0 =
vτt − στtϵθ(vτt , τt)

ατt

. (6)

Our evaluation method leverages a single DDIM step to ac-
curately and efficiently assess the initial noise. In contrast
to the original brute-force approach, which fully denoises
the initial noises into a clear video, our technique is less
computationally intensive, though it may yield suboptimal
results. The brute-force method, while thorough, requires
significant computational resources, rendering it impracti-
cal for scaling to long video generation.
Consistency Reward. After obtaining an evaluable ob-
ject, we need to design a long-term reward to evaluate the
overall consistency of the video and prevent the accumula-
tion of errors. The reward function requires careful design.
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Specifically, we take into account not only the video clip
currently being generated by the action but also the states of
previous nodes. To this end, we select fully denoised, clear
video frames va from several frames prior as anchor points
and assess the consistency of the video within the current
window after one-step denoising. This approach substan-
tially reduces inconsistencies in video generation. In our
experiments, we employ a DINO [6] model and calculate
the reward using the following formula:

Φ :=
1

2(T − 1)

M∑
i=1

(⟨da · di⟩+ ⟨di · di−1⟩) , (7)

where da and di denote the image features of the anchor
frame and the i-th frame in the current clip, respectively.
And ⟨·⟩ is the dot product operation for calculating cosine
similarity.

3.4. Action Design
Search Framework. Once equipped with a rewards model
(Section 3.3), VDM can leverage any planning algorithm
for search, as demonstrated in [21]. We employ beam
search (Fig. 1 (b)), a robust planning technique that effi-
ciently navigates the search tree space, effectively balancing
exploration and exploitation to identify high-reward trajec-
tories. Specifically, beam search constructs a search tree it-
eratively, with each node representing a state and each edge
denoting an action and the resulting state transition. To steer
VDM toward the most promising nodes, the algorithm relies
on a state-action reward function, Φ in Eq. 7. To promote
diversity among response candidates at each step, we main-
tain K distinct trajectories. From a tilted distribution, we
sample N initial noise instances, generating K ×N candi-
dates for the current step. The reward model evaluates each
candidate, and the top-K candidates with the highest scores
are selected as responses for that step. This sampling and
selection process iterates until the full response sequence
is generated. Further details and the pseudo-code for this
planning algorithm are provided in Algorithm 1.
Tilted Distribution Sampling. During the search process,
we need to sample the initial noises. Due to computational
constraints, exhaustively searching the entire noise space is
infeasible. To increase the likelihood of generating superior
results, we sample initial noise from a tilted distribution [52,
60]. Specifically, we construct a high-quality candidate pool
by employing four distinct tilted distributions to sample the
initial noises. These operations are detailed as follows:
⋄ A1 Random Sampling: Directly sample noise from a

Gaussian distribution vi ∼ N (0, I).
⋄ A2 FFT Sampling: Utilize 2D/3D Fast Fourier Trans-

form (FFT) [11, 42] to blend Gaussian noise with the last
few frames, denoted as:

vi = F r
low(vi) + F r

high(η) , (8)

where F denotes the FFT function, and η is the Gaussian
noise.
⋄ A3 DDIM Inversion: Apply DDIM Inversion to re-

noise the previous frame. It can be formulated as:

vt−1 = αt−1

(
vt − σtϵθ(vt, t)

αt

)
+ σt−1ϵθ(vt, t). (9)

⋄ A4 Inversion Resampling: Building on DDIM Inver-
sion, sample new noise within its δ-neighborhood defined as
{v′ : d(v, v′) < δ}. Through these strategies, we enhance
the quality of candidate noise, enabling us, within limited
resources, to maximize the leveraging of actions with higher
rewards.

4. Experiment
In this section, we conduct experiments to answer the fol-
lowing two questions: 1. Does the long-term reward guided
search yield higher-quality and consistent video compared
with other inference-time scaling methods? 2. Does the
one-step evaluation provide an efficient and accurate as-
sessment of initial noises?

4.1. Baseline and Implementation details
To evaluate the effectiveness and generalization capacity of
our proposed method, we implement it on the text-to-video
FIFO-Diffusion [31] and image-to-video chunk by chunk
long video generation, based on existing open-source dif-
fusion models trained on short video clips. These models
are limited to producing videos with a fixed length of 16
frames. In our experiments, the evaluations are conducted
on an NVIDIA A100 GPU.

Vbench Dataset. Our approach is systematically evalu-
ated using VBench [28], a video generation benchmark
featuring 16 metrics crafted to thoroughly evaluate mo-
tion quality and semantic consistency. We select 40 rep-
resentative prompts spanning all categories, generate 100
video frames, and analyze the model’s performance accord-
ingly. We choose five VBench evaluation metrics for per-
formance comparison: Subject Consistency, Background
Consistency, Motion Smoothness, Temporal Flickering, and
Imaging Quality. We maintain k distinct candidates in the
beam and sample n completions for each one. Specifically,
we set k = 2, 3 for beam size, and n = 5 with FIFO-Diffusion
based on VideoCraft2 [10], n = 10 with ConsistI2V [55]
chunk by chunk to balance the quality and efficiency. For
the I2V model, we use the first image of the video generated
by FIFO-Diffusion to guide the video generation. We con-
sider two types of baselines: (1) Base Model: This serves
as our baseline approach, employing a naive method that
deliberately avoids any form of inference-time scaling. (2)
Best of N (BoN): A widely adopted technique to improve
model response quality during inference. For each prompt,
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Method Ncan
Subjection

Consistency↑
Background
Consistency↑

Motion
Smoothing↑

Time
Flicking↑

Imaging
Quality↑

Overall
Score↑

Streamingt2v [24] 1 84.03 91.01 96.58 95.47 61.64 85.74
OpenSora v1.1 [32] 1 86.92 93.18 97.50 98.72 53.07 85.87
FreeNoise [53] 1 92.30 95.16 96.32 94.94 67.14 89.17

ConsistI2V(Chunk-wise) [55] 1 89.57 ↓ +0.00 93.22 ↓ +0.00 97.62 ↓ +0.00 96.63 ↑ +0.00 55.21 ↓ +0.00 86.45 ↓ +0.00
+BoN 3 89.92 ↑ +0.35 93.64 ↑ +0.42 97.59 ↓ −0.03 96.66 ↑ +0.03 55.74 ↑ +0.50 86.71 ↑ +0.26
+BoN 5 90.56 ↑ +0.99 93.59 ↑ +0.37 97.73 ↑ +0.11 96.24 ↓ −0.39 56.24 ↑ +1.03 86.87 ↑ +0.42
+ScalingNoise (Ours) 2 91.58 ↑ +2.01 94.36 ↑ +1.14 97.85 ↑ +0.25 96.79 ↑ +0.16 56.82 ↑ +1.61 87.48 ↑ +1.03
+ScalingNoise (Ours) 3 92.02 ↑ +2.45 94.44 ↑ +1.22 97.91 ↑ +0.29 96.97 ↑ +0.34 58.12 ↑ +2.91 87.89 ↑ +1.18

FIFO-Diffusion [31] 1 90.26 ↓ +0.00 93.53 ↓ +0.00 95.86 ↓ +0.00 92.78 ↓ +0.00 65.52 ↓ +0.00 87.59 ↓ +0.00
+BoN 3 90.92 ↑ +0.66 94.49 ↑ +0.96 95.20 ↓ −0.66 93.76 ↑ +0.98 64.13 ↓ −1.39 87.70 ↑ +0.11
+BoN 5 91.26 ↑ +1.00 94.91 ↑ +1.38 95.97 ↑ +0.11 93.97 ↑ +1.19 64.37 ↓ −1.15 88.10 ↑ +0.51
+ScalingNoise (Ours) 2 91.60 ↑ +1.34 93.74 ↑ +0.21 96.67 ↑ +0.81 94.96 ↑ +2.18 65.67 ↑ +0.15 88.53 ↑ +0.94
+ScalingNoise (Ours) 3 93.14 ↑ +2.88 94.61 ↑ +1.08 97.01 ↑ +1.15 95.34 ↑ +2.56 67.91 ↑ +2.39 89.60 ↑ +2.01

Table 2. Quantitative comparison results. Comparison of performance metrics for various video generation methods as benchmarked
by VBench. We calculate the average performance in the last column, demonstrating its effectiveness in producing fidelity and consistent
long videos. Bold indicates the highest value, and underlined indicates the second highest.

we generate multiple responses, specifically 3 and 5 dis-
tinct outputs. We also select three state-of-the-art meth-
ods as baselines, namely StreamingT2V [24], Openasora
v1.1 [32], and FreeNoise [53].

UCF-101 Dataset. UCF-101 [64] is a large-scale human
action dataset containing 13,320 videos across 101 action
classes. We utilize the following metrics:
• Frechet Video Distance (FVD) [71] for temporal coher-

ence and motion realism.
• Inception Score (IS) [57] for frame-level quality and di-

versity.
We measure the two metrics using Latte [46] as a base
model, which is a DiT-based video model trained on UCF-
101 [64], employing FIFO-Diffusion as the paradigm for
long video generation, configured with k = 2 and m = 5.
We generate 2,048 videos with 128 frames each to calcu-
late FVD128, a version of FVD which uses 128-frames-long
videos to compute the statistics, and randomly sample a 16-
frame clip from each video to measure the IS score, fol-
lowing evaluation guidelines in StyleGAN-V [61]. As the
base model, we choose StyleGAN-V, PVDM [101], FIFO-
Diffusion, as they are representative open-sourced models.

4.2. Quantitative results

Scale Search Improves Video Consistency. We compare
ScalingNoise with the baselines trained for long video gen-
eration in terms of multiple benchmarks. Vbench: As
shown in Table 2, we find that the videos generated by Scal-
ingNoise are significantly more preferred compared with
the baseline. Videos generated by the base model decod-
ing are of the lowest quality. While increasing inference
compute via BoN shows improvement, they still fall short
compared with ScalingNoise search. The computational

IS
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539.2 23.94
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Figure 2. Comparisons of FVD128 and IS scores on UCF-101.
ScalingNoise utilizes Latte [46] as its baseline, where the number
of beam sizes is 2, and noise candidates are 5. The FVD and IS
scores of the other algorithms are obtained from their respective
papers, and PVDM [101] denotes PVDM-L (400-400s).

cost of BoN(3) is comparable to that of our method when
configured with k = 3. In contrast, the computational cost
of BoN(5) significantly exceeds that of our approach. Al-
though its consistency has improved, our method outper-
forms BoN(5) across all evaluated aspects. The long videos
obtained using ScalingNoise search not only significantly
ehnance consistency, but also provide high quality video
frames. FVD and IS: As illustrated in Fig. 2, our approach
outperforms all the compared methods including PVDM-L
(400-400s) [101], which employs a chunked autoregressive
generation strategy. Note that PVDM-L (400-400s) itera-
tively generates 16 frames conditioned on the previous out-
puts over 400 diffusion steps.

Benefits from Further Scaling Up Inference Compute.
We next explore the effect of increasing inference-time
computation on the response quality of the VDM at each
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Figure 3. (a) The two figures are boxplots showing the tendency of scaling beam sizes for ScalingNoise based on two paradigms, in order
of FIFO-Diffusion and Chunk by chunk. (b) From Left to Right: Correction of reward model DINO and CLIP feature similarity score and
final subject consistency. All points are generated by VideoCraft2.

Method Subjection
Consistency↑

Overall
Score↑

Inference
Time↓

BoN 97.87 92.06 477.75
10-Step 97.14 91.59 79.67
ScalingNoise (Ours) 97.71 91.83 12.34

Table 3. Video consistency and inference times of different eval-
uation methods. ScalingNoise utilizes one-step evaluation to sig-
nificantly improve efficiency.

step by varying the beam sizes. To ensure experimental
fairness, we set n = 5 for FIFO-Diffusion, while for chunk-
by-chunk methods, we maintain n = 10. This distinction
arises because FIFO-Diffusion requires initializing only one
initial noise per step, whereas the chunk-wise search pro-
cess initializes one clip per step. Consequently, after a sin-
gle DDIM denoising step, the chunk-wise approach needs
to select the combination of multiple frames, resulting in
a search space complexity significantly larger than that of
FIFO-Diffusion. Setting n = 5 would yield an overly con-
strained search space and fail to align with the computa-
tional load of FIFO-Diffusion. We adopt the subject con-
sistency from V-Bench, as mentioned earlier, as our eval-
uation criteria. We report the scores for long video gener-
ation achieved through ScalingNoise search, based on both
FIFO-Diffusion and chunk-by-chunk paradigms, with beam
sizes set to 1, 2, 3, and 4. The experimental results are illus-
trated in Fig. 3 (a). Since some prompts are static while oth-
ers correspond to video actions with very large movements,
this results in a significant variance. Our observations re-
veal that the performance of ScalingNoise, for both FIFO-
Diffusion and chunk-wise strategies, improves steadily as
the search beam size increases. This trend suggests that
scaling inference-time computation effectively enhances the
visual consistency capabilities of VDM.

One-Step Evaluation’s Efficiency and Accuracy. To
evaluate computational efficiency and accuracy of our eval-
uation method, we examine the VBench evaluation met-
rics and inference time across different assessment meth-

Method Subjection
Consistency↑

Image
Quality↑

Overall
Score↑

Local 92.16 66.83 88.94
Anchor 92.67 66.39 89.28
ScalingNoise (Ours) 93.14 67.91 89.60

Table 4. Reward Function Studies. Video consistency and qual-
ity of different reward function guided inference time search.

ods. Using the VideoCraft2 [10] model (configured with
DDIM=64), we generate videos with a fixed length, adopt-
ing 16 frames. We sample 10 candidate initial noises and
employ our one-step evaluation method to select one. To
ensure a fair comparison of initial noise quality, we fully
denoise the selected noise and assess the consistency and
quality of the resulting video. In addition, we test two base-
line approaches: (1) BoN: selection after complete denois-
ing for clarity, and (2) m-Step Evaluation: the initial noises
are denoised for m steps via DDIM, followed by selection
using the same reward model. Here we set m to 10. As
shown in Table 3, our one-step evaluation method gener-
ates videos in just 12.34 seconds, enabling the assessment
and selection of initial noises without compromising base-
line performance. In contrast, the other two baselines re-
quire 79.67 seconds and 477.75 seconds, respectively. This
efficiency allows for scalable search within the recent long
video generation paradigm.

4.3. Qualitative results
User Study. We start with human evaluation with results
shown in Fig. 4. We utilize generated videos from the eval-
uation dataset, allowing human annotators to assess and
compare the output quality and consistency across differ-
ent methods. The win rate is then calculated based on
their judgments, providing a clear metric for performance
comparison. The robust performance of our method, Scal-
ingNoise, underscores its capability to produce videos that
are not only more natural and visually coherent but also
maintain a high level of consistency throughout. Compared
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Figure 4. User Study. Win rate of videos generated using Scal-
ingNoise compared with other inference-time scaling methods.

to the naive inference time scaling method, BoN, Scaling-
Noise distinctly showcases its superior efficiency.

Case Study of Search Trajectory. As shown in Fig. 5,
ScalingNoise demonstrates a clear search process based on
consistI2V, which illustrates how it evolves from starting
state (contains a prompt and a guided image) into a com-
plete long video. In each step, ScalingNoise employs a se-
lection, steering by the long-term reward function. For ex-
ample, in the first step, the reward model assigns a higher
score to images where red wine is not spilled, thus avoiding
subsequent cumulative errors. At the same time, it can be
seen that due to our long-term reward strategy, even if a bad
case has already occurred, our method can still make cor-
rections to subsequent frames based on the anchor frame.

4.4. Ablation Study
In this section, we conduct ablation studies to evaluate the
impact of each design component in ScalingNoise for long
video generation. Unless otherwise specified, all experi-
ments follow previous settings for fair comparison.

Long-Term Reward. First, we present the performance of
different variants explored in the design of the reward func-
tion based on FIFO. Table 4 details the results of two addi-
tional runs, while still using the DINO model, with differ-
ent reward functions: (1) local reward: using only local clip
during the denoising process, and (2) anchor reward: using
only the initial noise and anchor frame, leading to a drop
of 0.66% and 0.32%, respectively. The specific calculation
formula is as follows:

Φlocal =
∑

< di · di−1 >, Φanchor =< da · dn > .

As shown in Table 4, ScalingNoise achieves the best perfor-

ConsistI2V

+ScalingNoise

v=0.86

v=0.94

v=0.93

v=0.92

v=0.93 v=0.93

I=1 ......

Anchor

Memory Update

Figure 5. The upper part of this figure represents the original
method, which involves a greedy approach to generating long
videos. In contrast, the tree-structured searching process of Scal-
ingNoise is outlined below: We highlight the path from the ini-
tial state to the best-performing generation, reporting the score for
each node. Our prompt is “Red wine is poured into a glass. highly
detailed, cinematic, arc shot, high contrast, soft lighting”.

Method Subjection
Consistency↑

Image
Quality↑

Overall
Score↑

Random 92.64 ↓ +0.00 65.98 ↓ +0.00 89.07 ↓ +0.00
2D FFT 92.67 ↑ +0.03 65.79 ↓ −0.19 89.24 ↑ +0.17
Resample 92.94 ↑ +0.30 65.71 ↓ −0.27 88.83 ↓ −0.11
Reverse 93.27 ↑ +0.63 64.83 ↓ −1.15 88.96 ↓ −0.66
All (Ours) 93.14 ↑ +0.50 67.91 ↑ +1.93 89.60 ↑ +0.53

Table 5. Tilted Distribution studies. Comparsion of sampling
from the different tilted distribution.

mance. As illustrated in Fig. 6, we present videos guided by
different reward models. Our reward function not only con-
siders the long-term consistency between the initial noise
and anchor frame, but also effectively accounts for the
cross-temporal influence of initial noise propagation across
video frames within the denoising window.

Different Reward Model. Then we investigated the ef-
fects of using different reward models (i.e., DINO [6] and
CLIP [54]) to guide the search process. For each reward
model, we generated a 16-frame video and, after one de-
noising step, scored it using DINO and CLIP, respectively.
As shown in Fig. 3 (b), the vertical axis still represents
the subject consistency score, while the horizontal axis rep-
resents the reward model scores. It can be observed that
DINO’s similarity scores demonstrate a stronger alignment
with the final video’s subject consistency compared to CLIP.
Specifically, there exists a robust correlation between the
consistency of the main subject in the final video and the
feature space extracted by DINO, as measured by the co-
sine similarity of the video frames. In contrast to DINO,

8



Anchor

Local 

ScalingNoise 

"An astronaut walking on the moon's surface, high-quality, 4K resolution."

Figure 6. Example Videos. Illustrations of long videos guided by different reward function. Row 1: Local reward only consider the quality
of current denoised clip. Row 2: Anchor reward calculate the similarity of the anchor frame and the initial noise. Row 3: Ours combines
the best of both, achieving long-term reward.

which effectively captures the features of the primary sub-
ject in each frame, CLIP tends to focus on extracting the
overall features of the background. During video genera-
tion, inconsistencies predominantly stem from variations in
the subject, while changes in the background remain rela-
tively minor. Consequently, DINO provides a more accu-
rate and reliable evaluation of subject consistency, making
it a superior choice over CLIP for this purpose.

Effectiveness of Tilted Distribution. We investigate how
each component of the tilted distribution impacts the quality
of video generation. Table 5 summarizes the performance
results for long video generation. We tested the perfor-
mance of these sampling distributions separately, including
(1) Random Distribution, the standard normal Gaussian dis-
tribution. (2) 2D FFT, which leverages frequency domain
analysis to improve generation quality. (3) DDIM Inver-
sion, a method that significantly enhances subject consis-
tency across frames. (4) Inversion Resampling, an approach
introduced to address specific limitations observed in earlier
methods. The 2D FFT is an effective method for improving
video quality. However, as the generated length increases,
it can lead to a degradation in video quality. Although the
DDIM reverse markedly enhances the subject consistency,
it results in a significant reduction in the range of motion in
the generated video. Therefore, we introduce Inversion Re-
sampling to maintain the diversity. Integrating all methods
into the base model yields a performance boost of +0.53%.

5. Conclusion & Limitation
In this work, we introduce ScalingNoise, a novel inference-
time search strategy that significantly enhances the consis-
tency of VDMs by identifying golden initial noises to opti-
mize video generation. Utilizing a guided one-step denois-
ing process and a reward model anchored to prior content,
ScalingNoise achieves superior global content coherence
while maintaining high-level object features across multi-
chunk video sequences. Furthermore, by integrating a tilted
noise distribution, it facilitates more effective exploration
of the state space, further elevating generation quality. Our
findings show that scaling inference-time computations en-
hances both video consistency and the quality of individ-
ual frames. Experiments on benchmarks validate that Scal-
ingNoise substantially enhances content fidelity and subject
consistency in resource-constrained long video generation.

Limitation: We clarify the limitations of our proposed
ScalingNoise: (i): Our ScalingNoise may struggle with
scenes involving highly complex or abrupt motion, where
accurate alignment across frames becomes challenging,
potentially affecting temporal coherence. (ii): Scal-
ingNoise cannot completely eliminate accumulated error,
while through long-term signal guidance, it can to some
extent alleviate this phenomenon. To entirely address this
issue, we need to conduct an extra in-depth analysis of the
causes of error accumulation.
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6. VideoCrafter2
In Fig. 7 and Fig. 8, we provide more qualitative results with VideoCrafter2 [10].

(a) ”A lone figure in a hooded cloak stands atop a skyscraper, city lights sprawling below like glowing circuit board.”

(b) ”A mystical, low-poly enchanted garden with glowing plants and a small pond where fireflies dance under a starry sky.”

(c) ”A pair of tango dancers performing in Buenos Aires, 4K, high resolution.”

(d) ”A tiger walks in the forest, photorealistic, 4k, high definition, 4k resolution.”

(e) ”A tranquil, low-poly mountain village at dawn, with smoke rising from chimneys and birds flying over snowy peaks.”

(f) ”Cinematic closeup and detailed portrait of a reindeer in a snowy forest at sunset.”

Figure 7. Videos generated by ScalingNoise with VideoCrafter2 based on the paradigm of FIFO-Diffusion.
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(a) ”A dynamic, low-poly cityscape at night, with neon lights reflecting off wet streets and a lone cyclist riding through the rain.”

(b) ”A bustling cityscape at sunset with skyscrapers reflecting golden light, people walking, and traffic moving swiftly.”

(c) ”A peaceful, low-poly countryside with rolling hills, a windmill, and a farmer tending to his crops under a golden sunset.”

(d) ”A horse race in full gallop, capturing the speed and excitement, 2K, photorealistic.”

(e) ”A cozy, low-poly cabin in the woods surrounded by tall pine trees, with a warm light glowing from
the windows and smoke curling from the chimney, 4k resolution.”

(f) ”Impressionist style, a yellow rubber duck floating on the wave on the sunset, 4k resolution.”

Figure 8. Videos generated by ScalingNoise with VideoCrafter2 based on the paradigm of FIFO-Diffusion.
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In Fig. 9, we present the last individual frame of the generated videos.

Figure 9. The last individual video frame generated by ScalingNoise with VideoCrafter2 based on the paradigm of FIFO-Diffusion.
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