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Abstract

Diffusion models with large-scale pre-training have achieved significant success
in the field of visual content generation, particularly exemplified by Diffusion
Transformers (DiT). However, DiT models have faced challenges with scalability
and quadratic complexity efficiency. In this paper, we aim to leverage the long
sequence modeling capability of Gated Linear Attention (GLA) Transformers,
expanding its applicability to diffusion models. We introduce Diffusion Gated
Linear Attention Transformers (DiG), a simple, adoptable solution with minimal
parameter overhead, following the DiT design, but offering superior efficiency
and effectiveness. In addition to better performance than DiT, DiG-S/2 exhibits
2.5× higher training speed than DiT-S/2 and saves 75.7% GPU memory at a
resolution of 1792 × 1792. Moreover, we analyze the scalability of DiG across
a variety of computational complexity. DiG models, with increased depth/width
or augmentation of input tokens, consistently exhibit decreasing FID. We further
compare DiG with other subquadratic-time diffusion models. With the same model
size, DiG-XL/2 is 4.2× faster than the recent Mamba-based diffusion model at a
1024 resolution, and is 1.8× faster than DiT with CUDA-optimized FlashAttention-
2 under the 2048 resolution. All these results demonstrate its superior efficiency
among the latest diffusion models.

1 Introduction

In recent years, diffusion models [20, 51, 4, 54] have emerged as potent deep generative models [46,
21, 13] renowned for their ability to generate high-quality images. Their rapid evolution has spurred
extensive applications across various fields, including image-to-image generation [8, 63, 62], text-
to-image generation [49, 45, 18, 6], speech synthesis [29, 7], video generation [19, 36, 34], and
3D generation [42, 64, 61]. Concurrent with the rapid development of sampling algorithms [52,
38, 33, 32, 22], the principal techniques have evolved into two main categories based on their
architectural backbones: U-Net-based methods [20, 53] and ViT-based methods [14]. U-Net-based
approaches continue to leverage the convolutional neural network (CNN) architecture [31, 48], whose
hierarchical feature modeling ability benefits visual generation tasks. On the other hand, ViT-based
methods [60, 1, 39] innovate by incorporating self-attention mechanisms [56] instead of traditional
sampling blocks, resulting in streamlined yet effective performance.
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Figure 1: Efficiency comparison among DiT [39], DiS [16], and our DiG model. DiG achieves higher
training speed while costs lower GPU memory in dealing with high-resolution images. For example,
DiG is 2.5× faster than DiT and saves 75.7% GPU memory with a resolution of 1792× 1792, i.e.,
12544 tokens per image. Patch size for all models is 2.
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Figure 2: FPS comparison among DiS [16], DiT [39], DiT with Flash Attention-2 (Flash-DiT) [11]
and our DiG model varying from different model sizes. We take DiG as a baseline. With a resolution of
1024×1024, DiG is 2.0× faster than DiS at small size while 4.2× faster at XL size. Furthermore, DiG-
XL/2 is 1.8× faster than the most well-designed high-optimized Flash-DiT-XL/2 with a resolution of
2048× 2048.

Due to their excellent scalability in terms of performance, ViT-based methods [39] have been adopted
as backbones in the most advanced diffusion works, including PixArt [6, 5], Sora [3], Stable Diffusion
3 [15], etc. However, the self-attention mechanism in ViT-based architectures scales quadratically
with the input sequence length, making them resource-intensive when dealing with long sequence
generation tasks, e.g., high-resolution image generation, video generation, etc. Recent advancements
in subquadratic-time methods, i.e., Mamba [17], RWKV [40] and Gated Linear Attention Transformer
(GLA) [59], try to improve the long-sequence processing efficiency by integrating Recurrent Neural
Network (RNN) like architecture and hardware-aware algorithms. Among them, GLA incorporates
data-dependent gating operation and hardware-efficient implementation to the Linear Attention
Transformer, showing competitive performance but higher throughput.

Motivated by the success of GLA in the natural language processing domain, it is appealing that
we can transfer this success from language generation to visual content generation, i.e., to design
a scalable and efficient diffusion backbone with the advanced linear attention [26, 10, 25] method.
However, visual generation with GLA faces two challenges, i.e., unidirectional scanning modeling
and lack of local awareness. To address these challenges, we propose the Diffusion GLA (DiG) model,
which incorporates a lightweight spatial reorient & enhancement module (SREM) for layer-wise
scanning direction controlling and local awareness. At the end of each block, the SREM will change
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the sequence index with efficient matrix operation for different scanning of the next block. The
scanning directions contain four basic patterns and enable each patch in sequences to be aware of other
patches following crisscross directions. Furthermore, we also incorporate a depth-wise convolution
(DWConv) [9] in the SREM to provide local awareness with extremely small amounts of parameters.
Crucially, this paper presents a systematic ablation study that includes the integration of an SREM
and the comprehensive evaluation of the model’s architecture. It is important to highlight that DiG
adheres to the first practices of linear attention transformers in diffusion generation, renowned for
their superior scalability and efficiency in image generation tasks.

Compared with the ViT-based method, i.e., DiT [39], DiG presents superior performance on Ima-
geNet [12] generation with the same hyper-parameters. Furthermore, DiG is more efficient in terms
of training speed and GPU memory for high-resolution image generation. The efficiency in terms
of memory and speed empowers DiG to alleviate the resource constraint problem of long-sequence
visual generation tasks. Notably, some Mamba-based subquadratic-time diffusion methods like
DiS [16] often show lower efficiency as the model size scales due to the complicated block design
and inability to efficiently utilize the GPU tensor core, as shown in Fig. 2. Thanks to the streamlined
yet effective design of DiG block, the DiG can keep high efficiency with larger model sizes, and even
outperforms the most well-designed high-optimized linear attention method, FlashAttention-2 [11],
at a resolution of 1024× 1024.

Our main contributions can be summarized as follows:

• We propose Diffusion GLA (DiG), which incorporates an efficient DiG block for both global
visual context modeling through layer-wise scanning, and local visual awareness. To the best
of our knowledge, DiG is the first exploration for diffusion backbone with linear attention
transformer.

• Without the burden of quadratic attention, the proposed DiG exhibits higher efficiency in
both training speed and GPU memory cost while maintaining a similar modeling ability
as DiT. Specifically, DiG is 2.5× faster than DiT and saves 75.7% GPU memory at the
resolution of 1792× 1792 as shown in Fig. 1.

• We conduct extensive experiments on the ImageNet dataset. The results demonstrate that
DiG presents scalable ability and achieves superior performance when compared with DiT.
DiG is promising to serve as the next-generation backbone for diffusion models in the
context of large-scale long-sequence generation.

2 Related Work

2.1 Linear Attention Transformer

Different from standard autoregressive Transformer [57] which models the global attention matrix,
the original linear attention [26] is essentially a linear RNN with matrix-valued-format hidden states.
Linear attention introduces a similarity kernel k(x, y) with an associated feature map ϕ(·), i.e.,
k(x, y) = ⟨ϕ(x), ϕ(y)⟩. The calculation of output O ∈ RL×d (here L is the sequence length and d is
the dimension) can be represented as follows:

Ot =

∑t
i=1 k(Qt,Ki)Vi∑t
i=1 k(Qt,Ki)

=

∑t
i=1 ϕ(Qt)ϕ(Ki)

⊤Vi∑t
i=1 ϕ(Qt)ϕ(Ki)⊤

=
ϕ(Qt)

∑t
i=1 ϕ(Ki)

⊤Vi

ϕ(Qt)
∑t

i=1 ϕ(Ki)⊤
, (1)

where query Q, key K, value V have shapes of L× d and t is the index of current token. By denoting
hidden state St =

∑t
i=1 ϕ(Ki)Vi and normalizer zt =

∑t
i=1 ϕ(Ki)

⊤ where St ∈ Rd×d, zt ∈
Rd×1, the Eq. (1) can be rewritten as:

St = St−1 + ϕ(Ki)Vi, zt = zt−1 + ϕ(Ki)
⊤, Ot =

ϕ(Qt)St

ϕ(Qt)zt
. (2)

Recent works set ϕ(·) to be the identity [35, 55] and remove zt [43], resulting linear attention
Transformer with the following format:

St = St−1 +K⊤
t Vt, Ot = QtSt. (3)

Directly using a linear attention Transformer for visual generation leads to poor performance due to
the unidirectional modeling, so we propose a lightweight spatial reorient & enhancement module to
take care of both modeling global context in crisscross directions and local information.
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2.2 Backbones in Diffusion Models

Existing diffusion models typically employ U-Net as backbones [20, 47] for image generation.
Recently, Vision Transformer (ViT)-based backbones [39, 1, 6, 5, 3] receive significant attention
due to the scalability of transformer and its natural fit for multi-modal learning. However, ViT-
based architectures suffer from quadratic complexity, limiting their practicability in long sequence
generation tasks, such as high-resolution image synthesis, video generation etc. To mitigate this,
recent works explore subquadratic-time approaches to efficiently handle long sequences. For example,
DiS [16], DiffuSSM [58] and ZigMa [23] employ state-space models as diffusion backbones for
better computation efficiency. Diffusion-RWKV [58] adopt an RWKV architecture in diffusion
models for image generation.

Our DiG also follows this line of research, aiming at improving the efficiency of long sequence
processing by adopting Gated Linear Attention Transformer (GLA) as diffusion backbones. Our
proposed adaptation maintains the fundamental structure and benefits of GLA while introducing a
few crucial modifications necessary for generating high-fidelity visual data.

3 Method

3.1 Preliminaries

Gated Linear Attention Transformer. The Gated Linear Attention Transformer (GLA) [59]
combines a data-dependent gating mechanism and linear attention, achieving superior recurrent
modeling performance. Given an input X ∈ RL×d (here L is the sequence length and d is the
dimension), GLA calculates the query, key, and value vectors as follows:

Q = XWQ ∈ RL×dk , K = XWK ∈ RL×dk , V = XWV ∈ RL×dv , (4)
where WQ, WK , and WV are linear projection weights. dk and dv are dimension numbers. Next,
GLA compute the gating matrix G as follows:

Gt = α⊤
t βt ∈ Rdk×dv , α =

σ (XWα + bα)

τ
∈ RL×dk , β =

σ (XWβ + bβ)

τ
∈ RL×dv , (5)

where t is the index of token, σ is the sigmoid function, b is the bias term, and τ ∈ R is a temperature
term. As shown in Fig. 3, the final output Yt is obtained as follows:

𝐆! 𝐊! 𝐕! 𝐐! 𝐑!
𝐗!

⊗ ⊗ ⊙ 𝐘!

⊕⊙𝐒!"# 𝐒!

Figure 3: Pipeline of GLA.

S′
t−1 = Gt ⊙ St−1 ∈ Rdk×dv , (6)

St = S′
t−1 +K⊤

t Vt ∈ Rdk×dv , (7)

Ot = Q⊤
t St ∈ R1×dv , (8)

Rt = Swish(XtWr + br) ∈ R1×dv , (9)

Yt = (Rt ⊙ LN(Ot))WO ∈ R1×d, (10)

where Swish is the Swish [44] activation function, and ⊙ is the element-wise multiplication operation.
In subsequent sections, we use GLA(·) to refer to the gated linear attention computation for the
input sequence.

Diffusion Models. Before introducing the proposed method, we provide a concise review of some
basic concepts about diffusion models (DDPM) [20]. The DDPM takes noise as an input and samples
images by iterative denoising the input. The forward process of DDPM begins with a stochastic
process where the initial image x0 is gradually corrupted by noise and is finally transformed into a
simpler, noise-dominated state. The forward noising process can be represented as follows:

q(x1:T | x0) =

T∏
t=1

q(xt | xt−1), (11)

q(xt | x0) = N (xt;
√
ᾱtx0, (1− ᾱt)I), (12)

where x1:T is the sequence of noised images from time t = 1 to t = T . Then, DDPM learns the
reverse process that recovers the original image with learned µθ and Σθ:

pθ(xt−1 | xt) = N (xt−1;µθ(xt),Σθ(xt)), (13)
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where θ are the parameters of the denoiser, and are trained with the variational lower bound [51] on
the loglikelihood of the observed data x0.

L(θ) = −p(x0 | x1) +
∑
t

DKL(q
∗(xt−1 | xt, x0) ∥ pθ(xt−1 | xt)), (14)

where L is the full loss. To further simplify the training process of DDPM, researchers reparameterize
µθ as a noise prediction network ϵθ and minimize the mean squared error loss Lsimple between ϵθ(xt)
and the true Gaussian noise ϵt:

Lsimple(θ) = ∥ϵθ(xt)− ϵt∥22. (15)

However, to train a diffusion model that can learn a variable reverse process covariance Σθ, we need
to optimize the full DKL term. In this paper, we follow DiT [39] to train the network where we use
the simple loss Lsimple to train the noise prediction network ϵθ and use the full loss L to train the
covariance prediction network Σθ. After the training process, we follow the stochastic sampling
process to generate images from the learned ϵθ and Σθ.

3.2 Diffusion GLA

We present Diffusion GLA (DiG), a new architecture for diffusion generation. Our goal is to be as
faithful to the standard GLA architecture as possible to retain its scaling ability and high-efficiency
properties. An overview of the proposed GLA is shown in Fig. 3. The standard GLA is designed for
the causal language modeling of 1-D sequences. To process the DDPM training of images, we follow
some of the best practices of previous vision transformer architectures [14, 39]. DiG first takes a
spatial representation z output by the VAE encoder [27, 47] as input. For an 256× 256× 3 image to
VAE encoder, the shape of spatial representation z is 32× 32× 4. DiG subsequently converts the
spatial input into a token sequence zp ∈ RT×(P 2·C) through the patchify layer, where T is length of
token sequence, C is the number of spatial representation channels, P is the size of image patches,
and halving P will quadruple T . Next, we linearly project the zp to the vector with dimension D and
add frequency-based positional embeddings Epos ∈ RT×D to all projected tokens, as follows:

z0 = [z1pW; z2pW; · · · ; zTp W] +Epos, (16)

where ztp is the t-th patch of zp, W ∈ R(P 2·C)×D is the learnable projection matrix. As for
conditional information such as noise timesteps t ∈ R, and class labels y ∈ R, we adopt multi-layer
perception (MLP) and embedding layer as timestep embedder and label embedder, respectively.

t = MLP(t), y = Embed(y), (17)

where t ∈ R1×D is time embedding and y ∈ R1×D is label embedding. We then send the token
sequence (zl−1) to the l-th layer of the DiG encoder, and get the output zl. Finally, we normalize the
output token sequence zL, and feed it to the linear projection head to get the final predicted noise
p̂noise and predicted covariance p̂covariance, as follows:

zl = DiGl(zl−1, t,y), zn = Norm(zL), p̂noise, p̂covariance = Linear(zn), (18)

where DiGl is the l-th diffusion GLA block, L is the number of layers, and Norm is the normaliza-
tion layer. The p̂noise and p̂covariance have the same shape as the input spatial representation, i.e.,
32× 32× 4.

3.3 DiG Block

The original GLA block process input sequence with a recurrent format, which only enables causal
modeling for 1-D sequence. In this section, we introduce the DiG block, which incorporates a spatial
reorient & enhancement module (SREM) that enables lightweight spatial recognition and controls
layer-wise scanning directions. The DiG block is shown in Fig. 4.

Specifically, we present the forward process of DiG block in Algo. 1. Following the widespread
usage of adaptive normalization layers [41] in GANs [2, 24] and diffusion models [13, 39], we add
and normalize the input timestep embedding t and label embedding y to regress the scale parameter
α, γ, and shift parameter β. Next, we launch gated linear attention (GLA) and feedforward network
(FFN) with the adjustment of regressed adaptive layer norm (adaLN) parameters. Then, we reshape
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Figure 4: The overview of the proposed DiG model. The figure presents the whole Latent DiG,
DiG block, details of spatial reorient & enhancement module (SREM), and layer-wise DiG scanning
directions controlled by the SREM. We mark the scanning order and indices on each patch.

the sequence to 2D and launch a lightweight 3 × 3 depth-wise convolution (DWConv2d) layer to
perceive local spatial information. Specifically, using traditional initialization for DWConv2d leads to
slow convergence because convolutional weights are dispersed around. To address this problem, we
propose identity initialization that only sets the convolutional kernel center as 1, and the surroundings
to 0. Last, we transpose the 2D token matrix every two blocks and flip the flattened sequence to
control the scanning directions of the next block. As shown in the right part of Fig. 4, each layer only
processes scanning in one direction.

3.4 Architecture Details

We use a total of N DiG blocks, each operating at the hidden dimension size D. Following previous
works [39, 14, 59], we use standard transformer configs that scales N , D, and attention heads number.
Specifically, we provide four configs: DiG-S, DiG-B, DiG-L, and DiG-XL, as shown in the Tab. 1.
They cover a wide range of parameters and flop allocations, from 31.5 M to 644.6 M and 1.09 Gflops
to 22.53 Gflops, presenting a way to gauge the scaling performance and efficiency. Notably, DiG
only consume 77.0% to 78.9% Gflops when compared with the same size baseline models, i.e., DiTs.

3.5 Efficiency Analysis

GPU contains two important components, i.e., high bandwidth memory (HBM) and SRAM. HBM has
a bigger memory size but SRAM has a larger bandwidth. To make full use of SRAM and modeling
sequences in a parallel form, we follow GLA to split a whole sequence into many chunks that can
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Algorithm 1: DiG Block Process.
Input: token sequence zl−1 : (B, T, D), timestep embed t : (B, 1, D), label embed y : (B, 1, D)
Output: token sequence zl : (B, T, D)

1 α1, β1, γ1, α2, β2, γ2 : (B, 1, D)←MLP(t+ y) // regress parameters of adaLN

2 z′l−1 : (B, T, D)← zl−1 + α1 ⊙GLA(Norm(zl−1)⊙ (1 + γ1) + β1))

3 z′′l−1 : (B, T, D)← z′l−1 + α2 ⊙ FFN(Norm(z′l−1)⊙ (1 + γ2) + β2))

4 z′′l−1 : (B,
√
T,
√
T, D)← DWConv2d(reshape2d(z′′l−1)) // lightweight spatial modeling

5 if l % 2 == 0 then

6 z′′l−1 : (B,
√
T,
√
T, D)← transpose(z′′l−1) // transpose the token matrix every two block

7 end
8 zl : (B, T, D)← flip(flatten(z′′l−1)) // flip token sequence at each end of block

9 Return: zl

Table 1: Details of DiG models. We follow DiT [39] model configurations for the Small (S), Base
(B), Large (L), and XLarge (XL) variants. Given I = 32, p = 4.

Model Layers N Hidden Size D Heads Parameters (M) Gflops GflopsDiG
GflopsDiT

DiG-S 12 384 6 31.5 1.09 77.9%
DiG-B 12 768 12 124.6 4.31 77.0%
DiG-L 24 1024 16 443.4 15.54 78.9%
DiG-XL 28 1152 16 644.6 22.53 77.4%

complete calculations on SRAM. We denote the chunk size as M , the training complexity is thus
O( T

M (M2D+MD2)) = O(TMD+TD2), which is less than the traditional attention’s complexity
O(T 2D) when T > D. Furthermore, the lightweight DWConv2d and efficient matrix operations in
DiG block also guarantee the efficiency as shown in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2.

4 Experiment

4.1 Experimental Settings

Datasets and metrics. Following previous works [39], we use ImageNet [12] for class-conditional
image generation learning at a resolution of 256× 256. The ImageNet dataset contains 1,281,167
training images varying from 1,000 different classes. We use the horizontal flips as the data augmenta-
tion. We measure the generation performance with Frechet Inception Distance (FID) [37], Inception
Score [50], sFID [37], and Precision/Recall [30].

Implementation details. We use the AdamW optimizer with a constant learning rate of 1e − 4.
Following the previous works [39], we utilize the exponential moving average (EMA) of DiG weights
during training with a decay rate of 0.9999. We generate all images with the EMA model. For the
training of ImageNet, we use an off-the-shelf pretrained variational autoencoder (VAE) [46, 28].

4.2 Model Analysis

Effect of spatial reorient & enhancement module. As shown in Tab. 2, we analyze the effective-
ness of the proposed spatial reorient & enhancement module (SREM). We take the DiT-S/2 as our
baseline method. The naive DiG with only the causal modeling has significantly fewer flops and
parameters, but also poor FID performance due to the lack of global context. We first add the bidirec-
tional scanning to DiG and observe significant improvement, i.e., 69.28 FID, which demonstrates the
importance of global context. Experiment without identity initialization for DWConv2d, i.e., the half
right and half wrong symbol, leads to worse FID, while the DWConv2d with identity initialization
can improve performance a lot. The experiments with DWConv2d prove the importance of identity
initialization and local awareness. The experiment in the last row shows that the full SREM can bring
the best performance, taking care of both local information and global context.
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Table 2: Ablation of the proposed Spatial Reorient & Enhancement Module (SREM). We validate the
effectiveness of each SREM component and use the same hyperparameters for all models. The “half
right and half wrong symbol” means use DWConv2d without the proposed identity initialization.

Model Spatial Reorient & Enhancement Module Flops (G) Params (M) FID-50K
Bidirectional DWConv2d Crisscross

Baseline Method.
DiT-S/2 6.06 33.0 68.4

Ours.
DiG-S/2 4.29 33.0 175.84
DiG-S/2 ✔ 4.29 33.0 69.28
DiG-S/2 ✔ ✔✗ 4.30 33.1 96.83
DiG-S/2 ✔ ✔ 4.30 33.1 63.84
DiG-S/2 ✔ ✔ ✔ 4.30 33.1 62.06
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Figure 5: The scaling analysis with DiG model sizes and patch sizes.

Scaling model size. We investigate the scaling ability of DiG among four different model scales on
the ImageNet dataset. As depicted in Fig. 5(a), the performance improves as the models scale from
S/2 to XL/2. The results demonstrate the scaling ability of DiG, indicating its potential as a large
foundational diffusion model.

Effect of patch size. We train DiG-S with patch size varying from 2, 4, and 8 on the ImageNet
dataset. As shown in Fig. 5(b), discernible FID enhancements can be observed throughout the training
process by augmenting the patch sizes of DiG. Consequently, optimal performance necessitates a
smaller patch size and longer sequence length. While the DiG is more efficient in dealing with the
long-sequence generation tasks when compared to DiT [39] baseline.

4.3 Main Results

We mainly compare the proposed DiG with our baseline method, DiT [39], with the same hyperpa-
rameters. The proposed DiG outperforms DiT among four model scales with 400K training iterations.
Furthermore, the DiG-XL/2-1200K with classifier-free guidance also presents competitive results
when compared with previous state-of-the-art methods.

4.4 Case Study

Fig. 6 showcases a selection of samples from DiG-XL/2 that trained with ImageNet dataset at a
resolution of 256× 256. The results demonstrate correct semantic and accurate spatial relationships.
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Table 3: Benchmarking class-conditional image generation on ImageNet 256× 256. DiG models
adopt the same hyperparameters as DiT [39] for fair comparison. We mark the best results in bold.

Model FID↓ sFID↓ IS↑ Precision↑ Recall↑

Previous state-of-the-art diffusion methods.

ADM [13] 10.94 6.02 100.98 0.69 0.63
ADM-U 7.49 5.13 127.49 0.72 0.63
ADM-G 4.59 5.25 186.70 0.82 0.52
ADM-G, ADM-U 3.94 6.14 215.84 0.83 0.53

CDM [21] 4.88 - 158.71 - -

LDM-8 [46] 15.51 - 79.03 0.65 0.63
LDM-8-G 7.76 - 209.52 0.84 0.35
LDM-4-G (cfg=1.25) 3.95 - 178.22 0.81 0.55
LDM-4-G (cfg=1.50) 3.60 - 247.67 0.87 0.48

Baselines and Ours.

DiT-S/2-400K [39] 68.40 - - - -
DiG-S/2-400K 62.06 11.77 22.81 0.39 0.56

DiT-B/2-400K 43.47 - - - -
DiG-B/2-400K 39.50 8.50 37.21 0.51 0.63

DiT-L/2-400K 23.33 - - - -
DiG-L/2-400K 22.90 6.91 59.87 0.60 0.64

DiT-XL/2-400K 19.47 - - - -
DiG-XL/2-400K 18.53 6.06 68.53 0.63 0.64

DiG-XL/2-1200K 11.96 7.39 106.65 0.65 0.67
DiG-XL/2-1200K (cfg=1.5) 2.84 5.47 250.36 0.82 0.56

Figure 6: Image results generated from the proposed DiG-XL/2 model.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we present DiG, a cost-effective alternative to the vanilla Transformer for diffusion
models in image generation tasks. In particular, DiG explores Gated Linear Attention Transformers
(GLA), attaining superior efficiency and effectiveness in long-sequence image generation tasks.
Experimentally, DiG shows comparable performance to prior diffusion models on class-conditional
ImageNet benchmarks while significantly reducing the computational burden. We hope this work can
open up the possibility for other long-sequence generation tasks, such as video and audio modeling.

Limitations. Although DiG shows superior efficiency in diffusion image generation, building a
large foundation model like Sora[3] upon DiG is still an area that needs to be explored further.
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