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Figure 1. Visual comparisons of video frame interpolation (VFI) results across diverse scenes. The top row presents synthetic data generated
from a 240fps DJI Action4 video, downsampled to 30fps with simulated event data. The second row shows real-world data captured in
low-light conditions, while the third row features real-world data under normal illumination with large motion. We compare RIFE [14]
(RGB-based VFI), DualSVD [37] (RGB-based VFI with a diffusion model), CBMNet [19] (event-based VFI), and our proposed EGVD,
which integrates event information within a diffusion-based framework. Our method not only achieves superior interpolation performance,
producing sharper reconstructions, but also demonstrates strong generalization and robustness to large motion. See the supplementary
video for video results.

Abstract

Video frame interpolation (VFI) in scenarios with large
motion remains challenging due to motion ambiguity be-
tween frames. While event cameras can capture high tem-
poral resolution motion information, existing event-based
VFI methods struggle with limited training data and com-
plex motion patterns. In this paper, we introduce Event-
Guided Video Diffusion Model (EGVD), a novel frame-
work that leverages the powerful priors of pre-trained sta-

ble video diffusion models alongside the precise temporal
information from event cameras. Our approach features a
Multi-modal Motion Condition Generator (MMCG) that ef-
fectively integrates RGB frames and event signals to guide
the diffusion process, producing physically realistic inter-
mediate frames. We employ a selective fine-tuning strat-
egy that preserves spatial modeling capabilities while ef-
ficiently incorporating event-guided temporal information.
We incorporate input-output normalization techniques in-
spired by recent advances in diffusion modeling to enhance
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training stability across varying noise levels. To improve
generalization, we construct a comprehensive dataset com-
bining both real and simulated event data across diverse
scenarios. Extensive experiments on both real and simu-
lated datasets demonstrate that EGVD significantly outper-
forms existing methods in handling large motion and chal-
lenging lighting conditions, achieving substantial improve-
ments in perceptual quality metrics (27.4% better LPIPS on
Prophesee and 24.1% on BSRGB) while maintaining com-
petitive fidelity measures. Code and datasets available at:
https://github.com/OpenImagingLab/EGVD.

1. Introduction
High-speed imaging plays a crucial role in computational
photography, enabling applications such as capturing highly
dynamic scenes [39], turbulence visualization [1], fast flu-
orescence lifetime imaging [20], and high-frequency vibra-
tion analysis [23]. However, the widespread use of high-
speed cameras is limited by their high cost and the need
for intense illumination, which restricts their practicality in
many real-world scenarios. In contrast, video frame inter-
polation (VFI) methods [2, 14, 33, 38] that generate high-
frame-rate videos from low-frame-rate recordings offer a
more accessible alternative, especially when using conven-
tional RGB cameras. Nevertheless, due to the lack of mo-
tion information between frames, traditional RGB-based
VFI methods often struggle to handle complex, non-linear
motions.

Event cameras, which capture changes in the scene at
extremely high temporal resolutions, provide a promising
solution to these challenges [4, 11, 22]. By capturing mo-
tion information between frames, event-based VFI (Event-
VFI) has demonstrated significant improvements over tradi-
tional methods, particularly in scenes with non-linear mo-
tion [19, 35, 36]. Despite these advances, existing Event-
VFI techniques still struggle with large-motion scenarios
and varying lighting conditions [5], as shown in Fig. 1.
These challenges primarily stem from the limited availabil-
ity of real-world event training data and the ill-posed na-
ture of the interpolation problem in such complex contexts.
Therefore, achieving visually pleasing results for Event-
VFI under large motion and diverse lighting conditions re-
mains an open challenge.

Recently, the development of video generation mod-
els has significantly advanced generative models. Video
generation models, such as video stable diffusion (SVD)
models [3], contain billions of parameters and are trained
on millions of high-quality video clips, embedding strong
video priors. Leveraging these video priors, diffusion-
based pre-trained models have been applied to various low-
level vision tasks, including video colorization [24], RGB-
based video frame interpolation (VFI) [9], and video super-

resolution[21], significantly improving visual quality. As
shown in Fig. 1, diffusion-based RGB-VFI methods, such
as DualSVD [37], can generate visually pleasing results
in the absence of inter-frame motion information. This
demonstrates the potential of diffusion priors in handling
large motions in VFI tasks. Still, naively using diffusion
model in interpolation may lead visually pleasing but incor-
rect motion, as shown in the last row of Fig. 1.

Therefore, in this work, we propose an event-guided
video diffusion model (EGVD), which both utilize the
strong prior from video diffusion model, but also ensure
the correctness of reconstruction result.The key factor of
EGVD is modeling event motion information along with ad-
jacent RGB frames as a conditional signal for SVD finetun-
ing. To achieve effective condition modeling, we design a
Multi-Modal Motion Condition Generator (MMCG), which
integrates the motion cues from events and RGB frames into
the RGB domain. It formulates the condition generator as
a coarse Event-VFI process, where its output approximates
the VAE encoding of the interpolated frame. The generat-
ing conditions that resemble the coarse interpolation results
brings them closer to the original input format of SVD, re-
ducing optimization complexity of finetuning SVD.

With the novel condition calculated from input event
stream, the next step is to finetune a pre-trained stable video
diffusion (SVD) model is based on this condition. To reduce
the optimization complexity of fine-tuning SVD, we pro-
pose a two-stage optimization strategy: the condition gen-
erator is first trained in a supervised manner as a separate
stage, allowing only the SVD model to be fine-tuned in the
later stage. Since fine-tuning SVD for a new task requires a
large amount of data, we curate a dataset by gathering both
real and synthetic Event-VFI scenes from publicly available
sources, as well as capturing our own simulated scenes. The
dataset contains 122,810 frames across 400 scenes, which
we use for model training. Extensive experimental results
demonstrate that our approach outperforms existing meth-
ods, particularly in large-motion and low-light scenarios.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:

• We introduce a novel Multi-Modal Motion Condition
Generator(MMCG), which integrates event information
into the SVD framework to improve the interpolation of
large motions.

• We propose a two-stage training strategy, which first
trains the conditioning generator independently, followed
by fine-tuning the SVD model to adapt to Event-VFI.

• We construct a diverse and comprehensive training
dataset, combines real-world and synthetic event-RGB
data, improving the generalization ability of our model.

• Extensive experimental results demonstrate that our ap-
proach outperforms existing methods, particularly in
large-motion and low-light scenarios.
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Figure 2. The illustration of our Event-Guided Video Diffusion Model for physically realistic large-motion frame interpolation.

2. Related work
2.1. RGB-based video frame interpolation
Video frame interpolation is a fundamental yet challeng-
ing task aimed at generating intermediate frames between
consecutive video frames. Some learning-based meth-
ods directly generate inter-frames using techniques such
as adaptive separable convolution [28], phase decomposi-
tion [26], and transformer-based structures [32]. Another
class of methods [2, 14, 33, 38] relies on the explicit esti-
mation of optical flow during interpolation. However, RGB-
VFI methods often experience degraded performance when
handling complex and large motion, primarily due to the
lack of accurate motion information between consecutive
RGB frames. Recently, diffusion-based models [8, 15, 16],
which have seen significant success in generative model-
ing [13, 30], have been applied to RGB-based video frame
interpolation, leading to substantial improvements, partic-
ularly in scenes with large motion. However, due to the
absence of detailed motion information, the generated mo-
tion often fails to adhere to physical laws and does not align
with real-world motion dynamics.

2.2. Event-based video frame interpolation
Event cameras, which capture intensity changes of objects,
are known for their high frame rates and wide dynamic
range [6, 10, 29], making them particularly beneficial for
video frame interpolation (VFI) tasks. As a result, the
use of event cameras for VFI (Event-VFI) has gained trac-
tion as a promising solution for interpolating complex, non-
linear, and large motions [19, 34–36]. Notable approaches
such as Time Lens [35] and its enhanced version, Time

Lens++ [36], have demonstrated strong performance in han-
dling non-linear motion interpolation. In addition, Sun et al.
[34] proposed REFID, a framework that jointly performs
image deblurring and interpolation. Meanwhile, Kim et al.
[19] introduced CBMNet, which incorporates cross-modal
asymmetric bidirectional motion field estimation to further
improve interpolation accuracy. TimeLens-XL [25] aims to
address large-motion interpolation and is capable of real-
time processing. However, due to the ill-posed nature of the
interpolation problem in scenes with large motion, previous
methods struggle to produce visually pleasing results. To
address this issue, we incorporate video diffusion priors to
enhance interpolation quality.

3. Video diffusion based Event-VFI

To obtain the interpolated frames It+∆t between two
neighbor frames It, It+1 and corresponding events E,
where ∆t ∈ (t, t + 1), a video diffusion based Event-VFI
framework is designed, as illustrated in Fig. 2. The key fac-
tor of this framework is incorporating the motion informa-
tion from events and the RGB frames as motion conditions
within the stable video diffusion (SVD) framework. There-
fore, we first review the background of SVD in Sec. 3.1,
followed by description on how RGB and event signals con-
trol the generation process of SVD in Sec. 3.2, along with
details on the SVD fine-tuning procedure in Sec. 3.3.

3.1. Stable video diffusion
Diffusion models [30] are generative models that add noise
to data x0 ∼ pdata(x) to obtain Gaussian noise xT ∼
N (0, I) and learn a reverse process to progressively remove



the noise. I is the identity matrix. For video generation,
image-conditioned stable video diffusion (SVD) [3] is pro-
posed, which incorporates 3D convolution and temporal at-
tention layers to model temporal dynamics. Since the orig-
inal SVD generates the video from the first frame, despite
having prior knowledge, the motion is not physically con-
sistent. Therefore, we aim to leverage both the high tempo-
ral resolution of event cameras and the powerful generative
capabilities of diffusion models to address physically real-
istic large-motion frame interpolation. The core step is how
to model the motion information from It and It+1 with
event voxel signals E as condition c to control the output of
SVD.

For model motion condition in RGB-VFI [9, 37] and
Event-VFI [5], a common approach is to perform image-
to-video tasks conditioned on the initial and final frames
separately, then merge the intermediate features to create
the final interpolated frame. However, this approach re-
quires running two Diffusion U-Nets, which doubles the
inference time. Additionally, training two diffusion mod-
els introduces complexity and instability to the training pro-
cess. To address these limitations and efficiently control the
SVD for interpolation, we propose the Multi-Modal Mo-
tion Condition Generator (MMCG) to explicitly generate
motion conditions.

3.2. Multi-modal motion condition generator
As illustrated in Fig. 2 (a), the MMCG generates motion
conditions {ct}n, where n is the number of interpolated
frames, from It, It+1, and the corresponding event signals
Et→t+1. These conditions are then used to control the SVD
process. We denote the MMCG as G, with the output mo-
tion condition features expressed as:

ct = G(Et→t+1, It, It+1). (1)

By incorporating MMCG as the motion condition controller
within the SVD framework, we develop our Event-Guided
Video Diffusion Model (EGVD), as illustrated in Fig. 2.
The MMCG consists of three key components: feature ex-
traction, multi-modal feature fusion, and condition genera-
tion, as described below.

Feature extraction module. Feature extraction module
is used to encode RGB and event signals into feature space.

ht = EVAE(It), he = EVFE(E,M(E)), (2)

where EVAE(·) is the pre-trained VAE encoder which is
frozen in the training process, and EVFE is the voxel feature
extraction module, which consists of 3D convolutions with
LeakyReLU activations to model temporal information.

We employ a voxel grid representation with 8 tempo-
ral bins to encode fine-grained event features E for each
frame[41]. We implement an ROI selection mechanism

to prioritize computation on motion-relevant regions. The
event stream is first normalized (E′ = |E| /max(|E|)) and
smoothed with a Gaussian filter (E′′ = Gσ ∗ E′). Bi-
nary masks are generated by thresholding (B = 1 if E′′ >
0.01 else 0), followed by morphological dilation and me-
dian filtering to create coherent motion regions (M(E) =
Mkmed(B⊕Kdilate)). The final mask integrates ROIs across
all temporal channels, concentrating the model’s attention
on areas with significant event activity while reducing com-
putational overhead in static regions.

Multi-modal feature fusion. Multi-modal feature fu-
sion (MMF) aims to fuse information from both RGB and
event modalities. The MMF process is defined as:

f fuse,w = MMF(ht,ht+1,h
e) , (3)

where MMF utilizes 3D convolutions to generate the fu-
sion feature ffuse and the predicted weight vector w =
[w1,w2,w3]. The final fused feature is computed as:

fmmf = w1ht +w2ht+1 +w3h
e + f fuse. (4)

Residual attention learning module. The Residual At-
tention Learning Module (RALM) is designed to generate
supplementary features for condition control information ct
used in frame interpolation. Specifically, RALM processes
the fused feature fmmf as input and produces the motion
condition feature f evs as follows:

f evs = RALM(fmmf). (5)

As illustrated in Fig. 2(e), the RALM architecture com-
prises five 3D residual blocks, with the middle three blocks
incorporating both temporal attention [31] and spatial atten-
tion [42] mechanisms. These attention mechanisms signifi-
cantly enhance the module’s ability to capture complex mo-
tion patterns and spatial dependencies across frames. The
output feature f evs is subsequently passed to the Adaptive
Weighting (AW) module, which utilizes these features to
generate the optimal conditioning signals ct for the diffu-
sion model.

Adaptive weighting. For feature fusion across the tem-
poral dimension, we employ a temporal-based dynamic
weight allocation. Given a sequence of length T + 1 (with
T − 1 intermediate frames between two key frames), the
weights for frame features at time step k ∈ [0, T ] are:

wht
(k) = k/T, wht+1

(k) = (T − k)/T, (6)

Please note that the indices [1, T −1] represent the interme-
diate frames to be interpolated, while 0 and T correspond
to the input frames that serve as the boundary conditions
for the interpolation process. Event features f evs contribute
only to intermediate frames:

wevs(k) =

{
1, if k ∈ {1, 2, ..., T − 1}
0, if k ∈ {0, T}

, (7)



Table 1. Quantitative comparison of video interpolation methods across different datasets. The best results are highlighted in bold, while
the second-best results are underlined. All datasets consist of RGB images with a skip of ×3 to evaluate large motion.

Dataset Method PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ MANIQA↑ MUSIQ↑ LIQE↑

Prophesee

SuperSloMo [17] 21.13 0.6569 0.2051 0.2278 45.03 1.451
RIFE [14] 21.64 0.6728 0.2276 0.1988 42.20 1.180
CBMNet [19] 24.01 0.7399 0.2512 0.2134 43.14 1.233
DualSVD [37] 19.98 0.7568 0.1958 0.2033 41.75 1.228
EGVD (Ours) 22.87 0.7768 0.1422 0.2225 46.04 1.475

BS-RGB

SuperSloMo [17] 18.22 0.5552 0.2283 0.2830 57.38 2.347
RIFE [14] 18.94 0.5859 0.2601 0.2697 54.81 1.964
CBMNet [19] 21.62 0.6487 0.2216 0.2595 52.84 1.956
DualSVD [37] 18.67 0.6418 0.2596 0.2322 51.52 1.920
EGVD (Ours) 19.81 0.5913 0.1732 0.2831 57.31 2.557

DJI 30fps

SuperSloMo [17] 17.94 0.6082 0.3228 0.2972 61.07 2.456
RIFE [14] 17.88 0.6254 0.3789 0.2675 52.73 1.830
CBMNet [19] 16.24 0.5486 0.4298 0.1660 43.37 1.244
DualSVD [37] 18.73 0.6457 0.2906 0.2506 54.86 2.466
EGVD (Ours) 22.46 0.7555 0.1993 0.3321 61.38 3.096

GOPRO 240fps

SuperSloMo [17] 21.32 0.6745 0.1309 0.2020 47.24 1.532
RIFE [14] 21.90 0.6910 0.1397 0.2069 47.55 1.523
CBMNet [19] 13.70 0.4103 0.4057 0.1567 30.85 1.068
DualSVD [37] 18.24 0.5655 0.2161 0.2199 45.22 1.645
EGVD (Ours) 23.84 0.8039 0.1579 0.2207 46.35 1.725

The final feature for each time step is then obtained through:

ct = wevs · f evs +wht · ht +wht+1 · ht+1, (8)

This weighting strategy not only ensures smooth transitions
between frames, but also leverages event information for
residual learning to compensate for the incomplete infor-
mation in the intermediate frames. It is worth noting that
for the input frames at k = 0 and k = T , the original infor-
mation remains unchanged, preserving the integrity of the
initial inputs throughout the interpolation process.

3.3. Training of EGVD

Training of MMCG Let I = {I0, I1, ..., IN , IN+1}
represent the complete video frame sequence, where I0 and
IN+1 are the input keyframes, and {I1, I2, ..., IN} are the
intermediate frames to be predicted. Given the input frames
I0, IN+1, and the event stream E between them, the train-
ing objective of the condition generator GΘ is to produce
feature representations that are as consistent as possible
with the complete sequence I in the latent space. Notably,
our model not only predicts the intermediate frames but also
preserves the input frames in the output, thus generating la-
tent representations for all N + 2 frames. The training loss
function is defined as the mean squared error in the latent

space:

LMMCG(Θ) =
1

N + 2

N+1∑
i=0

∥EVAE(Ii)−GΘ(E, I0, IN+1)i∥22

(9)
where EVAE represents the VAE encoder with fixed pa-
rameters, Ii is the i-th frame in the sequence, GΘ de-
notes the condition generator with parameters Θ, and
GΘ(E, I0, IN+1)i represents the predicted feature for the
i-th frame by the condition generator.

Denoising model fine-tuning We fine-tune the pre-
trained SVD model by focusing only on temporal self-
attention modules, specifically the value (Wv) and output
(Wo) projection layers. Our fine-tuning objective function
borrows from Elucidated Diffusion Model (EDM)[18] to
ensure training stability by normalizing inputs, outputs, and
training targets to maintain consistent standard deviations
throughout the training process.

The process begins by adding Gaussian noise N ∼
N (0, I) to latent features z with noise level σt sampled
from a log-normal distribution:

z̃ = z+σt ·N , σt = exp(ϵt), ϵt ∼ N (0.7, 1.6). (10)



We normalize inputs to ensure stable network processing:

z̃norm = z̃/(
√

σ2
t + 1). (11)

The UNet then predicts the denoised features: zpred =
UNet(z̃norm, ct). The denoised representation is calculated
using normalized coefficients:

zdenoised = zpred ·
−σt√
σ2
t + 1

+ z̃ · 1

σ2
t + 1

. (12)

Our noise-level-weighted loss function balances contribu-
tions across different noise levels:

Ldenoise = Ez,N

[
1 + σ2

t

σ2
t

· ∥zdenoised − z∥22

]
. (13)

This selective fine-tuning approach, combined with data
normalization techniques that stabilize diffusion training,
preserves spatial modeling capabilities while efficiently in-
corporating event-guided temporal information, resulting in
significantly reduced training data requirements and accel-
erated convergence.

4. Experiment
4.1. Dataset
We evaluate our method on four diverse datasets: Proph-
esee, BS-ERGB[36], DJI 30fps, and GOPRO 240fps[27].
The Prophesee dataset is a combination of three sub-
datasets captured by a Prophesee event camera in tandem
with a synchronized RGB camera system. It comprises
HQEVFI[25] under normal lighting, EVF-LL[40] in low-
light, and ERDS[7] under both lighting conditions. For sim-
plicity, we refer to this combined collection as Prophesee.

The GOPRO 240fps dataset primarily consists of global
motion, which limits its ability to represent diverse real-
world scenes. To address this, we captured the DJI 30fps
dataset using a Action4 camera at 240fps in challenging
scenes. We simulate events in the reverse ISP space with
the v2e simulator, following the method in [40], while en-
suring that RIFE is not used for large-motion events. This
results in an effective frame rate reduced by a factor of eight.
In contrast, the GOPRO 240fps dataset undergoes a similar
simulation, but RIFE is applied for eightfold frame interpo-
lation, minimizing inter-frame motion.

For training, we use both simulated and real-world data,
totaling 400 video sequences: 180 from DJI, 22 from GO-
PRO, 63 from BS-ERGB, and 135 from Prophesee. The
test set includes 11 DJI, 11 GOPRO, 26 BS-ERGB, and
15 Prophesee videos. To rigorously evaluate performance
under large-motion conditions, we adopt a “skip-three-
frames” strategy, where every third frame is selected from
each video, significantly increasing the frame displacement.
Notably, our mixed training strategy combines skip-one and
skip-two frame sequences, with skip-three frames randomly
incorporated during training.

4.2. Implementation details
The proposed Event-Guided Video Diffusion (EGVD)
model is implemented in PyTorch and trained on a server
equipped with four NVIDIA A100 GPUs. Training pro-
ceeds in two stages. In the initial phase, a conditional gen-
erator is trained for 30,000 iterations using the Adam opti-
mizer with a fixed learning rate of 1×10−4 and a batch size
of 4. This is followed by a fine-tuning stage focusing on
the temporal self-attention layer within the SVD Unet for
an additional 30,000 iterations. The patch size during the
training process is 512×512. For inference, we adopt the
DDIM sampler with 50 steps to balance generation quality
and efficiency, and classifier-free guidance[12] is applied to
further refine the output.

4.3. Comparison with state-of-the-art methods
We conduct extensive comparisons against leading frame
interpolation approaches to evaluate our EGVD model’s
performance. Our comparative analysis includes conven-
tional optical flow-based methods (SuperSloMo [17] and
RIFE [14]), an event-based approach (CBMNet [19]), and
a diffusion-based method (DualSVD [37]). To ensure fair
comparison, we use officially released pre-trained weights
for all baseline methods. For CBMNet, we specifically em-
ploy their CBMNet-Large. Due to DualSVD’s resolution
sensitivity, we process inputs at 1024×576 resolution before
resizing them to 512×512.

4.3.1. Quantitative results
Tab. 1 presents results across four diverse datasets. On the
large-motion DJI 30fps dataset, EGVD demonstrates sub-
stantial improvements across all metrics, with remarkable
gains in PSNR (+3.73dB) and LPIPS (31.4% improvement)
over the second-best method. This confirms our approach’s
capability in handling challenging large motion scenarios
where conventional techniques fundamentally struggle due
to motion ambiguity.

For real-event datasets (Prophesee and BSRGB), our
method achieves optimal perceptual quality metrics (LPIPS,
MANIQA, MUSIQ, LIQE) while maintaining competitive
fidelity measures. Notably, EGVD improves LPIPS by
27.4% on Prophesee and 24.1% on BSRGB compared to
the next best method, indicating substantially better per-
ceptual quality that aligns with human visual assessment.
Even on small-motion GOPRO data where event informa-
tion provides less distinctive advantage, EGVD outperforms
all competitors in PSNR (+1.94dB over RIFE) and SSIM
(+0.1129), demonstrating the framework’s remarkable ver-
satility across diverse motion scales and scenarios.

4.3.2. Qualitative analysis
Fig. 3 illustrates EGVD’s significant advantages in chal-
lenging scenarios. In the fast-moving vehicle scene (rows 1-



Figure 3. Qualitative comparison of various VFI methods across multiple real scenes. For example, #i indicates the frame index. The
three examples shown from top to bottom are from the real datasets HQEVFI, BSRGB, and ERDS, respectively. Note that all results are
generated using a unified set of inference weights, without dataset-specific training. See the supplementary video for more results.



Table 2. Ablation study on key components of EGVD framework.

Configuration PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓
w/o SVD denoiser 18.61 0.6489 0.3859
w/o MMCG 15.67 0.4533 0.3425
w/o VFE 16.95 0.5459 0.2938
w/o MMF 20.95 0.6788 0.1952
w/o RALM 21.18 0.6938 0.1857
w/o AW 18.49 0.6879 0.2789
Full model (EGVD) 22.25 0.7319 0.1682

3), conventional methods exhibit critical limitations: Super-
SloMo generates ghosting artifacts, RIFE produces severe
positioning errors, and DualSVD fails to reconstruct cor-
rect vehicle geometry. CBMNet better captures position but
suffers from detail loss. In contrast, EGVD precisely recon-
structs both position and structural details, closely matching
ground truth.For non-rigid human motion (rows 4-6), Su-
perSloMo and RIFE exhibit object deformation and bound-
ary artifacts, DualSVD produces unnatural distortions, and
CBMNet introduces significant blur. EGVD reconstructs
this challenging motion with exceptional fidelity, preserv-
ing both movement trajectory and fine-grained details. In
the low-light scene (rows 7-9), conventional methods strug-
gle substantially with ghosting, incorrect motion paths, and
blurring. EGVD leverages event data’s high dynamic range
to overcome these limitations, producing results with accu-
rate positioning, clear edges, and natural appearance even
under challenging lighting conditions.

4.4. Ablation studies
To evaluate the contribution of individual components
within our EGVD framework, we conduct comprehensive
ablation experiments across diverse visual scenes. Tab. 2
presents quantitative results, while Fig. 4 provides qualita-
tive visual evidence under challenging conditions.

Effect of video diffusion prior: To evaluate the im-
pact of the video diffusion prior, we compare our full model
with a variant that does not incorporate the video diffusion
prior (w/o SVD denoiser). The results demonstrate that our
full model achieves significantly better performance on both
PSNR and LPIPS. Additionally, in scenes with large motion
(e.g., the second image in Fig. 4), although events can help
model (w/o SVD denoiser) recover accurate motion infor-
mation, the synthesized frames still lack visually pleasing
details. This highlights the critical role of diffusion priors
in high-quality frame synthesis.

Effect of MMCG architecture: To validate the effec-
tiveness of the Multi-modal Motion Condition Generator
(MMCG), we conduct ablation studies on its individual
components. As shown in Tab. 2 and Fig. 4, these stud-
ies confirm the effectiveness of our module designs. We
focus our discussion on three key components: MMCG as a

Figure 4. Qualitative ablation study results under different compo-
nent configurations. (Top: Low-Light, Bottom: Large Motion)

whole, the Voxel Feature Extractor (VFE), and the Adaptive
Weighting (AW) module.

Removing MMCG entirely, i.e., directly concatenating
all inputs to fine-tune SVD, leads to significant performance
degradation due to the modality gap and the limited Event-
VFI data. The VFE module is crucial for capturing dense
temporal motion cues from events, and its absence severely
impacts performance. Lastly, AW fundamentally alters the
model’s learning objective—without it, the model must di-
rectly predict features in the latent space rather than refin-
ing residuals, which increases the learning complexity. This
is particularly detrimental in regions with complex motion,
leading to less accurate interpolation results.

4.5. Limitations
Despite EGVD’s visually superior results over existing
methods in large-motion and diverse lighting scenarios, sev-
eral limitations remain. Due to fidelity issues in the SVD
prior, our approach achieves lower PSNR on certain real-
event datasets compared to CBMNet, despite offering bet-
ter perceptual quality. Additionally, the inference speed is
limited by the computational cost of SVD.

5. Conclusion
We presented EGVD, a novel event-guided video diffu-
sion model that effectively addresses frame interpolation
challenges in large-motion scenarios by integrating stable
video diffusion with high temporal resolution event data.
Our Multi-modal Motion Condition Generator fuses RGB



and event information to provide precise diffusion guid-
ance, while our selective fine-tuning strategy enables effi-
cient adaptation of pre-trained diffusion priors. By adopting
normalization techniques inspired by Elucidated Diffusion
Models, we ensure stable training across different noise lev-
els, significantly improving convergence efficiency. Exten-
sive experiments demonstrate that EGVD consistently out-
performs existing methods across diverse datasets, particu-
larly in challenging scenarios with large motion and varying
lighting conditions. Future work could explore incorporat-
ing more diverse real-world event data and extending our
approach to other high temporal resolution video tasks.
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