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Figure 1. Comparisons of autoregressive generation architectures. (a) Prior continuous autoregressive models directly regress VAE latents
produced by pixel-level diffusion VAEs. (b) Our VGT pre-aligns the pretrained VLM semantic encoder with the latent space of the
pixel decoder, eliciting emergent generation capabilities. (c) VGT achieves up to 20× faster training than the VAE-based autoregressive
generation (DC-AE) baseline.

Abstract

Large Vision Language Models (VLMs) effectively bridge
the modality gap through extensive pretraining, acquiring
sophisticated visual representations aligned with language.
However, it remains underexplored whether these represen-
tations, optimized for multimodal understanding tasks, har-
bor an inherent potential for visual generation. In this pa-
per, we propose VGT, Visual Generation Tuning, a novel
paradigm designed to stimulate the underlying capabili-
ties of visual generation within any vision language mod-
els. By performing efficient visual generation tuning on
well-pretrained VLMs, we significantly mitigate the align-
ment costs and accelerate the convergence of autoregressive
modeling in the continuous space(20× speedup). Specifi-
cally, we dismiss the entangled pixel-level VAEs designed
for diffusion transformers and formulate VGT-AE through
aligning the semantic encoders from pretrained VLMs with
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the latent representations of pixel decoders. In image recon-
struction tasks, we achieve 26.67 PSNR and 0.50 rFID at
a 28× compression ratio, outperforming specialized VAEs;
In visual generation tasks, we achieve state-of-the-art out-
comes among autoregressive models, 0.77 on GenEval and
78.73 on DPG-Bench. Furthermore, our proposed VGT
showcases significant scaling promise and is versatile for
endowing any VLMs trained for multimodal understand-
ing with the capabilities of visual generation, which paves
the new avenue to explore next-generation unified multi-
modal foundation models.Models and codes are available
at https://github.com/hustvl/VGT.

1. Introduction

Autoregressive modeling [1, 2, 20, 32, 46, 68] has emerged
as a dominant paradigm in language and multimodal gen-
eration, demonstrating promising potential for application
in visual generation. Previous autoregressive visual genera-
tion models primarily relied on vector quantization [11, 34,
53] codebooks to convert images into discrete tokens, inher-
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ently introducing quantization errors. MAR [26] addresses
this through a lightweight flow matching head designed to
predict the continuous latent representations of VAEs [39].

However, existing methods [13, 21, 26, 50] neglect a
fundamental dilemma: the latent representations learned by
vanilla VAEs are poorly aligned with autoregressive model-
ing. Since VAEs are optimized for pixel-level reconstruc-
tion, their latent representations lack semantic structure,
which leads to training instability and frequent variance col-
lapse [21, 47, 50]. Inspired by recent studies [42, 48, 67]
highlighting that structured semantic representations (e.g.,
CLIP [37] and DINOv2 [3]) can improve the stability and
efficiency in training diffusion transformers (DiTs), we ex-
plore a critical question: Vision language models (VLMs)
are inherently well-aligned with discriminative visual rep-
resentations; Could we directly leverage this property to
transfer visual generation capabilities into well-pretrained
VLMs, thereby achieving unified models capable of both
multimodal understanding and visual generation?

In this paper, we propose VGT, Visual Generation
Tuning, a novel paradigm designed to elicit emergent capa-
bilities of visual generation inherently in any VLMs orig-
inally trained for multimodal understanding tasks. VGT
substantially lowers the costs associated with alignment
while simultaneously promoting faster convergence in
continuous-space autoregressive modeling. Specifically, we
formulate VGT-AE, which builds upon the semantic en-
coder of well-pretrained VLMs and trains a pixel decoder
for fine-grained reconstruction using a two-stage training
strategy. In the first stage, the semantic structure of latent
features is preserved via self-distillation loss. Subsequently,
channel normalization and noise regularization [47, 50] are
applied to enhance the robustness of the latent representa-
tions and their adaptability for generative tuning. Inspired
by order-agnostic autoregressive methods [13, 26, 33, 63]
that facilitate global modeling, we introduce a position-
query mechanism that maintains the autoregressive formu-
lation during training while enabling partially parallel de-
coding during inference. VGT is highly versatile and com-
patible with various VLMs, e.g., InternVL3 [68]. More-
over, as illustrated in Figure 1c, our VGT demonstrates sig-
nificant data efficiency compared to vanilla VAE-based au-
toregressive models. Our contributions are summarized as
follows:
1. We propose a novel visual generation tuning (VGT)

paradigm that enables the generation ability inherent in
any VLM originally trained on multimodal understand-
ing tasks.

2. We propose VGT-AE, which compresses the semantic
features from the VLM vision encoder into a compact
structured latent representation for high-fidelity recon-
struction and continuous AR modeling.

3. Extensive experiments demonstrate the versatility of our

VGT paradigm, and we achieve SOTA performance in
reconstruction (26.67 PSNR and 0.50 rFID) and gener-
ation (0.77 GenEval and 78.73 DPG-Bench) with sig-
nificant data efficiency (20x speedup).

2. Related Work

2.1. Visual Tokenizers for Generative Modeling
Discrete. Early autoregressive visual generation methods
predominantly employed vector quantization (VQ) tech-
niques to convert images into discrete token sequences.
VQ-VAE [53] pioneered this approach, with subsequent
improvements including VQGAN [11], which incorpo-
rated adversarial and perceptual losses. Follow-up works
enhanced codebook utilization and semantic alignment
through hierarchical quantization [69], multi-codebook
schemes [70], and bit-efficient representations [41]. Meth-
ods such as VQKD [34], TokenFlow [36], and UniTok [30]
further integrated semantic understanding into tokenizer
training, though they face inherent trade-offs between re-
construction fidelity and semantic comprehension.
Continuous. In diffusion models, variational autoencoders
(VAEs) [23] serve as the primary framework for learning
continuous latent representations. Enhanced variants in-
cluding KL-16 [39], FluxVAE [24], and VA-VAE [60, 61]
optimize the balance between compression efficiency and
reconstruction quality. Recent approaches have explored
leveraging pretrained visual representations: REPA [64]
and REPA-E [25] use semantic features from semantic en-
coder to guide the denoising process and improve VAE rep-
resentations, while RAE [67], ClipGen [56], and SVG [42]
directly employ semantically rich pretrained features for
generation. However, these methods predominantly operate
within diffusion frameworks using high-dimensional repre-
sentations, making them unsuitable for efficient integration
with autoregressive modeling. We bridge this gap by lever-
aging semantic encoders from well-pretrained VLMs to
align with low-dimensional latent representations of VAEs
for continuous autoregressive generation.

2.2. Autoregressive visual generation
Next-Scale Prediction methods such as VAR [51] em-
ploy a coarse-to-fine generation strategy across multiple
resolution scales, utilizing bidirectional context model-
ing within each scale to capture both local details and
global structure. Next-Set Prediction methods, com-
monly implemented as masked generative modeling, in-
clude MaskGIT [4] and MAR [26]. These approaches pre-
dict subsets of tokens in parallel using bidirectional atten-
tion mechanisms, achieving favorable trade-offs between
generation efficiency and sample quality through iterative
refinement processes. Next-token Prediction methods fol-
low the causal autoregressive paradigm of language models,
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Figure 2. An overview of our VGT paradigm, which transforms a pre-trained Vision-Language Model (VLM) into a powerful gen-
erative model. (a) Pre-trained VLMs excel at visual understanding by aligning semantic vision encoders with Language Models (LLMs),
hinting at their latent image generation capabilities. (b) Our VGT-AE (Visual Generation Tuning-AutoEncoder) aligns the VLM’s seman-
tic encoder through reconstruction training. (c) We perform visual generation tuning(VGT) on the VLM by predicting these semantically
aligned image latents using a lightweight flow matching head, enabling efficient continuous autoregressive image generation.

generating images token by token in sequential order. Early
approaches like VQGAN [11] and LlamaGen [46], used dis-
crete tokens with raster-scan ordering, while recent meth-
ods including Ming-UniVision [19], and NextStep-1 [50]
have explored continuous token representations. Within
this paradigm, researchers have investigated various design
choices including discrete versus continuous token repre-
sentations [47, 52] and fixed raster order versus randomized
generation orders [33, 63]. However, these continuous au-
toregressive methods predominantly borrow the VAEs de-
signed for pixel-level diffusion models, negelecting the mis-
alignment with autoregressive modeling.

3. Method
3.1. Motivation
We further elucidate the key motivation behind the design
of our visual generation tuning methods through pilot ex-
periments. Previous studies on continuous autoregressive
modeling typically adopt the pretrained VAEs derived from
pixel diffusion models [13, 21, 26, 50]. However, they
neglect the representation misalignment with autoregres-
sive models. Inspired by the acceleration of divergence
caused by semantic alignment with the VAE latents in dif-
fusion models [42, 64, 67], we perform experiments to vali-
date the conclusion on pretrained VLMs. As presented in
Tab. 1 Exp. 1-2, we started by fine-tuning the semantic
encoders of pretraiend VLMs without feature constraints,
which showcase superior capabilities of reconstruction with
significant degradation of semantic structures as evidenced
on the multimodal understanding benchmarks. However, a
simple self-distillation loss constrains the distribution shift
towards fine-grained reconstruction, while improving the
understanding and generation. It indicates that the seman-
tic structured representations facilitate the convergence of
continuous AR modeling. Moreover, as illustrated in Fig-

(InternVL3-ViT) (VGT-AE) (DC-AE)

Figure 3. Visualization of clustering results with different vi-
sual representations. Our VGT-AE is capable of preserving se-
mantic structure while retaining fine-grained textures.

ure 3, we analyze the cluster results of representations of
different encoders, which show that the semantic encoder
(e.g., InternViT) tends to focus on categories (high-level)
while pixel encoder (e.g., DC-AE) clusters similar textures
(low-level). Our VGT-AE achieves an effective compro-
mise, producing representations that are both semantically
structured and texturally rich, leading to coherent general-
ized clusters with refined visual detail. These observations
motivate us to enhance the capabilities of visual generation
by aligning the semantic encoder with the latent space of
the pixel decoder for autoregressive modeling.

3.2. VGT-AE

The performance of continuous autoregressive models crit-
ically depends on the quality of visual tokenizers. Ex-
isting methods face a fundamental trade-off: traditional
VAEs lack semantic supervision and suffer from variance
collapse [21, 47, 50], while directly employing structured
semantic features compromises reconstruction fidelity and
yields excessively high-dimensional representations [48,
67], making them difficult to predict with lightweight flow



# Exp. Self- Reconstruction Understanding Generation

Distillation rFID↓ PSNR↑ MME-P↑ MMB↑ AI2D↑ TQA↑ GenEval↑ DPG-Bench↑
1 ✗ 0.66 26.26 550.8 24.8 45.4 4.4 0.43 65.67
2 ✓ 1.13 23.95 1495.6 72.6 69.6 73.9 0.49 66.90

Table 1. Pilot experiments that indicate the potential trade-off between understanding, reconstruction and generation. We ob-
serve that over-optimizing the autoencoder towards reconstruction leads to a degradation in generative capability, while employing a
self-distillation loss to constrain the latent representations to preserve semantic structures can enhance robustness in generative modeling.
Previous works validate this insight under the settings of DiTs while we further demonstrate it in the continuous AR paradigm.

matching heads. To address these limitations, we propose
VGT-AE, a semantically aligned visual tokenizer trained
through a two-stage paradigm that progressively optimizes
for both reconstruction quality and autoregressive compati-
bility.

Architecture. VGT-AE consists of three components:
(1) a semantic encoder Evlm from a pretrained VLM
(e.g., InternViT(vision encoder of InternVL3) [68], Qwen-
ViT(vision encoder of Qwen2.5-VL) [2]), (2) a residual pro-
jection module ϕ that compresses features from dimension
d to dz = 32, and (3) a pixel decoder D adapted from DC-
AE [7]. The complete forward pass is:

f = Evlm(x), z = ϕ(f), x̂ = D(z). (1)

Stage 1: Semantic-Preserving Reconstruction. In the
first stage, we jointly optimize the encoder and decoder
using a composite loss that combines pixel reconstruction
with semantic self-distillation:

Lrec = ∥x− x̂∥22 + LLPIPS(x, x̂) + LGAN(x, x̂), (2)

Ldistill = ∥Eteacher(x)− Evlm(x)∥22, (3)

Lstage1 = Lrec + λdistill · Ldistill, (4)

where ∥ · ∥22 denotes mean squared error, LLPIPS [65] is the
perceptual loss, LGAN is the adversarial loss, Eteacher is the
frozen pretrained encoder serving as the distillation target,
and λdistill controls distillation strength(set to 1.0 in our ex-
periments). This stage achieves high-fidelity reconstruction
while distilling semantic structure into the compact latent
space.

Stage 2: Latent Space Regularization. The first-stage
latent distribution, while semantically structured, does not
conform to the standard Gaussian prior (zero mean, unit
variance) required for effective flow-based generation. Prior
work [21, 47, 50] demonstrates that unregularized latent
spaces pose significant challenges for flow-based methods,
as mapping from simple noise distributions to complex, un-
constrained target distributions becomes prohibitively diffi-
cult. Our ablation studies in Table 5 confirm this limitation.

To address this, we freeze the encoder Evlm while opti-
mizing only the decoder D and projection module ϕ, apply-
ing channel-wise layer normalization with Gaussian noise

injection:

znorm =
z− µ

σ
, znoisy = znorm + ϵ, (5)

where µ and σ represent channel-wise mean and standard
deviation computed across the batch, and ϵ ∼ N (0, σ2

noise)
denotes injected Gaussian noise with σnoise = 0.1 in our
experiments. The training objective simplifies to:

Lstage2 = ∥x− x̂∥22 + LLPIPS(x, x̂). (6)

This regularization ensures the resulting latents maintain se-
mantic coherence while becoming more amenable to au-
toregressive learning, yielding VGT-AE as a semantically
meaningful and distributionally stable visual tokenizer.

3.3. Autoregressive Modeling
Building upon the semantically structured latents from
VGT-AE, we introduce QueryAR for autoregressive vi-
sual generation. While conventional raster-scan ordering
is prone to error accumulation [47] and existing random-
order techniques [26] enhance robustness at the cost of non-
autoregressive mask modeling, QueryAR achieves flexible
generation order within a standard autoregressive frame-
work through explicit position queries.

Causal Modeling with Position Queries. Given a
latent sequence Z = {z1, . . . , zN} and a random per-
mutation π, we construct the input sequence by in-
terleaving position queries with corresponding latents:
[Qπ(1), zπ(1), Qπ(2), zπ(2), . . .], where Qi ∈ Rdmodel are
learnable position embeddings. The language model learns
the conditional distribution:

pθ(zπ(t) | H<t, Qπ(t)), (7)

where H<t denotes the causal context containing all pre-
viously generated latents and their associated position
queries. This formulation maintains autoregressive prop-
erties while supporting flexible generation orders.

Continuous Latent Modeling via Flow Matching. For
modeling continuous latents, we employ a lightweight flow
matching head [26] conditioned on language model hidden
states. The language model processes input sequences to
produce hidden states H = fθ([Qπ(1), zπ(1), . . .]), which



serve as conditioning signals for the flow matching proce-
dure. The training objective follows the standard formula-
tion:

Lfm = Et,ϵ

[
∥(ztarget − ϵ)− vθ(zt, t,H)∥22

]
, (8)

where zt = t · ztarget + (1− t) · ϵ is the linearly interpolated
latent at timestep t ∈ [0, 1], ϵ ∼ N (0, I) is Gaussian noise,
and vθ is the predicted vector field. For timestep scheduling,
we implement the dimensional-adaptive strategy from [12]
with tm = αtn

1+(α−1)tn
, where α =

√
m/n and n = 4096

serves as the reference dimension.
Parallel Decoding for Efficient Inference. The

position-query mechanism substantially enhances inference
efficiency through partially parallel decoding. Given pre-
viously generated latents z1:k and target position queries
Qk+1:k+m, the language model processes these inputs to
produce hidden states for the subsequent m positions in a
single forward pass:

Hk+1:k+m = fθ(z1:k, Qk+1:k+m). (9)

These hidden states then condition the flow matching head
for deterministic sampling:

Ẑk+1:k+m = FlowSample(Hk+1:k+m, ϵθ), (10)

where ϵθ denotes the flow matching head. Our ablation
study in Section 4.4.5 validates this design, demonstrat-
ing that multiple tokens can be generated simultaneously
while preserving generation quality through the position-
query mechanism.

4. Experiments
4.1. Experimental Setups
Datasets. VGT is pretrained on the BLIP3-o [8] open-
source dataset, which comprises 27M samples recaptioned
by Qwen2.5-VL-7B [2], 5M samples from CC12M [5],
and 4M synthesized images from JourneyDB [45]. For su-
pervised fine-tuning, we use a total of 200K high-quality
aesthetic samples collected from ShareGPT-4o [10], Echo-
4o [62], and BLIP3-o [8], to enhance visual quality and
prompt alignment.
Implementation Details. We develop VGT models with
0.6B and 1.6B parameters, instantiated from the Qwen2.5-
VL [2] and InternVL3 [68] VLM families. VGT-AE adopts
the vision encoders of Qwen2.5-VL (QwenViT) and In-
ternVL3 (InternViT) and pairs them with the DC-AE de-
coder [7]. For autoregressive visual generation, QueryAR
uses VGT-AE as the visual tokenizer and shares the lan-
guage model of the underlying VLM. To achieve target
model sizes, we apply pruning to the Qwen2.5-VL models.
We pretrain using the AdamW optimizer with a batch size of

Method Ratio rFID↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑
Generative Only Tokenizer

VQGAN [11] 16 4.98 20.00 0.629
LlamaGen [46] 16 2.19 20.79 0.675

VAR [51] 16 1.00 22.63 0.755
Open-MAGVIT2 [29] 16 1.67 22.70 0.640

RAE [67] 16 0.49 19.23 0.620
SD-VAE [39] 16 2.64 22.13 0.590
DC-AE [7] 32 0.69 23.85 0.660

CLIP-based Tokenizer

VILA-U [58] 16 1.80 - -
TokenFlow [36] 16 1.37 21.41 0.687
DualViTok [44] 16 1.37 22.53 0.741

UniLIP [48] 32 0.79 22.99 0.747

Ours

VGT-AE (QwenViT) 28 1.93 20.12 0.677
VGT-AE (InternViT) 28 0.50 26.67 0.863

Table 2. Comparisons of reconstruction quality on the 256 × 256
ImageNet 50k validation set. Ratio indicates the downsample ra-
tio relative to the original image. Best results are highlighted in
bold.VGT-AE (QwenViT) and VGT-AE (InternViT) use the vi-
sion encoders of Qwen2.5-VL and InternVL3, respectively.

256 and a learning rate of 2.0× 10−4, with cosine learning-
rate decay. The optimizer settings are β = (0.9, 0.95) and
weight decay 0.05. EMA is applied with a decay rate of
0.9999. Models are pretrained for 100K steps, and ablation
experiments are conducted for 50K steps. Fine-tuning for
autoregressive visual generation is performed for 5,000 it-
erations with a learning rate of 5 × 10−5. We use a causal
mask with a maximum sequence length of 1024 tokens.

Evaluation Metrics. We assess reconstruction quality us-
ing rFID, PSNR, and SSIM on the ImageNet-1K validation
set. For visual generation, we evaluate on GenEval [17] and
DPG-Bench [18]. For multimodal understanding, we evalu-
ate on MME-P: MME-Perception [14], MMB: MMBench-
en [28], TQA: TextVQA [43] and AI2D [22].

4.2. Visual Tokenizer

VGT-AE, a semantically aligned visual tokenizer, suc-
cessfully bridges the powerful representational capabili-
ties of vision encoders from VLMs with the demands of
high-fidelity image reconstruction through a carefully de-
signed two-stage training strategy. Experimental results
in Tab. 2 demonstrate that our two-stage approach enables
high-quality reconstruction, achieving state-of-the-art re-
construction performance. Notably, VGT-AE-InternViT at-
tains remarkable metrics on the ImageNet 256×256 valida-
tion set, with rFID of 0.50, PSNR of 26.67, and SSIM of
0.863, significantly surpassing existing generative-only and
CLIP-based tokenizers. We provide qualitative visualiza-
tions in Fig. 4.



Method Data. # Params. GenEval [17] DPG-Bench [18]

Two Object Counting Colors Position Overall↑ Global Attribute Relation Other Overall↑
Diffusion-based Model

SDv1.5 [40] >2000M 0.9B 0.38 0.35 0.76 0.04 0.43 74.63 75.39 73.49 67.81 63.18
PixArt-α [6] 25M 0.6B 0.50 0.44 0.80 0.08 0.48 74.97 78.60 82.57 76.96 71.11
SDv2.1 [40] - 0.9B 0.51 0.44 0.85 0.07 0.50 - - - - -
SDXL [35] - 2.6B 0.74 0.39 0.85 0.15 0.55 83.27 80.91 86.76 80.41 74.65

DALLE3 [38] - - 0.87 0.47 0.83 0.43 0.67 90.97 88.39 90.58 89.83 83.50
SD3-Medium [40] - 2B 0.94 0.72 0.89 0.33 0.74 87.90 88.83 80.70 88.68 84.08

Autoregressive-based Model

Chameleon [49] >1.4B 7B - - - - 0.39 - - - - -
Fuild [13] 2048M 0.4B - - - - 0.45 - - - - -
Fuild [13] 2048M 0.7B - - - - 0.51 - - - - -

LlamaGen [46] - 0.8B 0.34 0.21 0.58 0.07 0.32 81.76 76.17 84.76 58.40 64.84
EMU3-Gen [55] - 8B 0.71 0.34 0.81 0.17 0.54 85.21 86.84 90.22 83.15 80.60
TokenFlow [36] - 13B 0.66 0.40 0.84 0.17 0.55 78.72 81.29 85.22 71.20 73.38
SEED-X [15] - 0.7B 0.65 0.31 0.80 0.18 0.51 - - - - -

Janus [57] 198M 1.3B 0.68 0.30 0.84 0.46 0.61 82.33 87.70 85.46 86.41 79.68
SimpleAR [54] - 1.5B 0.90 - - 0.28 0.63 87.97 - 88.33 - 81.97

VAR [51] - - - - - - 0.53 - - - - 71.08
Janus-Pro [9] 198M 1B 0.82 0.51 0.89 0.65 0.73 87.58 88.17 88.98 88.30 82.63

NextStep-1 [50] >2048M 14B - - - - 0.63 - - - - 85.28
VGT (InternVL3) <25M 0.6B 0.76 0.51 0.78 0.70 0.71 81.55 82.96 85.91 82.21 72.01
VGT (InternVL3) <25M 1.6B 0.83 0.61 0.84 0.70 0.75 86.55 83.76 84.36 85.14 74.43

VGT (Qwen2.5-VL) <25M 0.6B 0.78 0.54 0.83 0.68 0.72 85.16 84.89 85.50 82.00 75.18
VGT (Qwen2.5-VL) <25M 1.6B 0.85 0.59 0.87 0.74 0.77 87.41 85.67 86.78 87.73 78.73

Table 3. Comparisons of visual generation quality on GenEval [17] and DPG-Bench [18]. Bold numbers indicate the best performance in
each column. Our VGT models demonstrate highly competitive results, with the VGT-Qwen2.5-VL variant establishing new state-of-the-
art performance on GenEval while trained on remarkably limited data (only 25M samples).

Figure 4. Visualization of reconstruction results from our VGT-
AE-InternViT. Left: input image; Right: reconstructed image.

4.3. Visual Generation

We systematically evaluate the visual generation perfor-
mance of our proposed VGT paradigm on two established
benchmarks: GenEval [17] and DPG-Bench [18]. As
shown in Table 3, our method demonstrates strong perfor-
mance, particularly on the GenEval benchmark. As demon-
strated in Figure 5, our VGT paradigm effectively endows
well-pretrained vision–language models with the ability to
produce diverse and realistic high-quality images. The
VGT model based on Qwen2.5-VL [2] achieves a state-
of-the-art overall score of 0.77, surpassing existing autore-
gressive generation models including Janus-Pro [9], To-
kenFlow [36], and SimpleAR [54]. Notably, it also com-
petes favorably with or even exceeds several large diffu-
sion models such as SDXL [35], SD3-Medium [40], and

DALLE3 [38] across multiple sub-metrics. This strong per-
formance is achieved with only 25M training samples, high-
lighting VGT’s superior instruction-following ability and its
effectiveness in constrained generation. A key factor be-
hind this improvement is our visual representation mod-
ule, VGT-AE, which builds on representations learned by
large vision–language models. This design offers inherent
vision–language alignment, allowing the generator to main-
tain strong semantic consistency with textual instructions
while avoiding the structural information loss commonly
seen in traditional VAEs.

Figure 5. Our VGT-1.6B based on Qwen2.5-VL and InternVL3,
endow pretrained vision–language models trained on multimodal
understanding tasks with high-quality visual generation, enabling
them to produce diverse and realistic images.

Our results challenge long-standing assumptions in vi-
sual generation. Conventional autoregressive models typi-
cally require orders of magnitude more training data (hun-
dreds of millions to billions of samples) yet still exhibit un-
stable performance. In contrast, VGT shows clear advan-
tages on challenging constraint-based tasks such as Count-



ing and Position. More importantly, VGT achieves these
improvements while maintaining substantially higher train-
ing efficiency compared to diffusion-based approaches. For
instance, SD3-Medium [40] relies on 2B parameters and ex-
pensive training procedures to achieve high GenEval scores,
whereas our VGT-Qwen2.5-VL-1.6B model attains compa-
rable performance using only 25M training samples. This
challenges the long-held belief that autoregressive mod-
els inherently produce lower-quality images than diffusion
models of comparable scale. Even our smaller VGT-0.6B
model surpasses larger systems such as NextStep-1 [50] and
Janus-Pro [9] on several metrics, further confirming that
the vision–language aligned representation in VGT enables
stronger generalization and more controllable visual gener-
ation. These results point to a promising new paradigm for
efficient yet high-quality autoregressive visual generation.

4.4. Ablation Studies
To comprehensively evaluate the design choices in VGT,
we conduct ablation studies across five critical components:
the VGT-AE decoder architecture (Section 4.4.1), training
methodology (Section 4.4.2), the reconstruction-generation
trade-off (Section 4.4.3), cross-architecture compatibility
(Section 4.4.4), and QueryAR structure (Section 4.4.5).

4.4.1. VGT-AE Architecture

Decoder Type rFID↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ Param.

VGT-AE with Qwen2.5-VL Vision Encoder

ViT 17.32 18.56 0.518 845M
SD-VAE 2.81 19.22 0.640 743M
DC-AE† 2.71 19.41 0.647 853M
DC-AE 2.67 19.68 0.563 853M

VGT-AE with InternVL3 Vision Encoder

ViT 15.80 20.01 0.611 464M
SD-VAE 1.32 23.10 0.816 362M
DC-AE† 1.14 23.86 0.792 472M
DC-AE 1.13 23.95 0.801 472M

Table 4. Ablation study on decoder architectures for VGT-AE
with different vision-language model encoders. † indicates models
trained without pretrained weights.

In Table 4, we compare several mainstream decoder
architectures for VGT-AE: the high-compression DC-AE
from SANA [7], the SD-VAE decoder from Stable Diffu-
sion [39], and a ViT-based decoder of comparable param-
eter scale. Results show that both DC-AE and SD-VAE
decoders demonstrate significant advantages regardless of
whether Qwen2.5-VL or InternVL3 vision encoders are em-
ployed, while the ViT decoder substantially lags behind
across all metrics.

For instance, in the InternVL3 configuration, DC-AE re-
duces rFID from 15.80 (ViT) to 1.13 and improves PSNR to
23.95. The relatively small performance gap between DC-
AE and SD-VAE (1.13 vs. 1.32 rFID) indicates that both

effectively recover image details while maintaining seman-
tic consistency. Based on these findings, we select DC-AE
as our default decoder architecture to achieve the optimal
balance between semantic structure preservation, visual de-
tail restoration, and parameter efficiency.

4.4.2. VGT-AE Training Methodology

Exp. Training Strategy rFID↓ PSNR↑ Geneval↑
Stage Norm Noise

1 Stage1 ✗ ✗ 0.98 24.30 0.36
2 Stage2 ✓ ✗ 1.05 24.21 0.52
3 Stage2 ✓ 0.1 1.13 23.95 0.54

Table 5. Ablation study on VGT-AE’s training strategies. Stage1
focuses on reconstruction, while Stage2 enhances generation
through latent space regularization. The performance progression
from Experiment 1 to 3 underscores the importance of regulariza-
tion for learning generation-friendly representations.

Our ablation study provides key findings regarding
VGT-AE’s training paradigm. As summarized in Table 5,
Stage 1 training achieves the best reconstruction quality but
yields poor generation performance (GenEval=0.36). This
suggests that latents optimized solely for reconstruction are
suboptimal for the denoising process in autoregressive gen-
eration. Introducing normalization in Stage 2 (Experiment
2) improves generation substantially, and further adding
mild noise injection (Experiment 3) yields the best gener-
ation result (GenEval=0.54), despite a slight degradation in
reconstruction metrics.

Figure 6. Impact of noise regularization on the reconstruction-
generation trade-off. While reconstruction quality (rFID,
PSNR) degrades with increasing noise, generation performance
(GenEval) peaks at moderate noise intensities (σ = 0.4–0.6).

Figure 6 further elucidates this trade-off. Reconstruction
quality decreases monotonically with noise level, whereas
generation performance peaks at moderate levels (σ = 0.4-
0.6). This demonstrates that an appropriate level of regular-
ization is crucial for striking a balance.

Collectively, these results validate VGT-AE’s two-stage
training strategy as an effective paradigm for learning la-
tent representations that reconcile high-fidelity reconstruc-
tion with effective autoregressive generation.



Model rFID↓ PSNR↑ Geneval↑ DPG-Bench↑
VGT(Qwen2.5-VL) 1.93 20.12 0.72 75.18
VGT(InternVL3) 0.50 26.67 0.71 72.01
VGT(InternVL3, Low Rec.) 1.13 23.95 0.72 73.50

Table 6. Comparison of reconstruction and generation perfor-
mance across VGT models(0.6B). Reconstruction-oriented met-
rics (rFID, PSNR) and generation-oriented benchmarks (Geneval,
DPG-Bench) exhibit a consistent inverse trend, highlighting a
structural trade-off inherent to autoregressive latent modeling.

4.4.3. Reconstruction vs. Generation
We study the trade-off between reconstruction fidelity and
generative capability using three VGT-AE variants instanti-
ated with Qwen2.5-VL [2] and InternVL3 [68]. As shown
in Table 6, the reconstruction-oriented InternVL3 variant,
which yields the most compact and pixel-aligned latent rep-
resentations, achieves the best reconstruction scores but un-
derperforms on GenEval [17] and DPG-Bench [18]. Re-
laxing its reconstruction objective (InternVL3 Low Rec.)
degrades pixel-level fidelity yet consistently improves gen-
eration metrics, and the Qwen2.5-VL-based VGT shows a
similar trend favoring generation. Figure 7 further indicates
that these gains correlate with more dispersed, semantically
separated manifolds, whereas the reconstruction-oriented
variant forms dense, entangled clusters. Qualitatively (Fig-
ure 8), however, the high-reconstruction InternVL3-based
VGT still produces sharper illumination and finer textures
than its Qwen2.5-VL counterpart, indicating that higher au-
tomatic generation metrics (e.g., GenEval and DPG-Bench)
are not necessarily aligned with perceptual sharpness.

InternVL3 Low Rec.Qwen2.5VL InternVL3

Figure 7. t-SNE of latent tokens from three VGT-AE variants.
Generation-oriented models (Qwen2.5-VL and InternVL3 Low
Rec.) yield dispersed, semantically structured manifolds, while
the reconstruction-oriented InternVL3 forms compact, entangled
clusters, reflecting different requirements on the latent space for
reconstruction vs. autoregressive generation.

This trade-off echoes findings in diffusion transformers,
where semantically structured representations (e.g., CLIP-
/DINO-like features) improve stability and sample qual-
ity at the expense of exact pixel matching [42, 48, 67],
and aligns with observations in discrete visual tokeniza-
tion [34, 36, 44]. Together, these results highlight that
representation design is central to visual generation: la-
tents optimized purely for pixel reconstruction are overly

constrained for autoregressive prediction, whereas semanti-
cally organized, weakly coupled latents are more favorable
for generation [50, 61]. VGT-AE targets this regime via
a two-stage training scheme: self-distillation to preserve
the VLM encoder’s semantic structure, followed by chan-
nel normalization and noise regularization [47, 50] to en-
hance robustness and reconstruction quality. This allows
VGT to approach the reconstruction fidelity of specialized
VAEs while retaining a latent space intrinsically well-suited
for continuous-space autoregressive generation.

Figure 8. Qualitative comparison between InternVL3-based VGT
(left) and Qwen2.5-VL-based VGT (right). The InternVL3 vari-
ant, despite lower generation metrics, produces noticeably sharper
illumination and more detailed textures.

4.4.4. Different Language Models in VGT
We study the coupling between the autoencoder (AE) and
the language model (LLM) by evaluating four VGT con-
figurations: (i) AE and LLM both from Qwen2.5-VL,
(ii) both from InternVL3, (iii) a Qwen2.5-VL AE with
an InternVL3 LLM, and (iv) a VAE-based DC-AE base-
line. As summarized in Table 7, using AE and LLM
from the same VLM family yields the strongest overall per-
formance, reflecting coherent cross-modal alignment from
large-scale multimodal pre-training. The mismatched con-
figuration (Qwen2.5-VL AE + InternVL3 LLM) still sur-
passes the VAE baseline on generation metrics, while the
VAE lags behind across all evaluations, confirming that
pixel-reconstruction-oriented latents are poorly suited for
autoregressive decoding [7, 39].

Autoencoder LLM From Geneval↑ DPG-Bench↑
VGT-AE (Qwen2.5-VL) Qwen2.5-VL 0.77 78.73
VGT-AE (InternVL3) InternVL3 0.75 74.43
VGT-AE (Qwen2.5-VL) InternVL3 (mismatch) 0.75 72.46
DC-AE (VAE baseline) InternVL3 0.64 67.20

Table 7. Performance comparison across different Autoencoder
and LLM combinations within the VGT paradigm. Even in mis-
matched settings, VGT-AE significantly outperforms the VAE
baseline (DC-AE), demonstrating the robustness and generative
friendliness of VGT latent representations.



These observations support a central insight of the VGT
paradigm: visual representations learned from multimodal
understanding data can be transferred to language models
for autoregressive visual generation with a low alignment
cost. Because VGT-AE is trained inside a multimodally
aligned VLM (Section 4.2), its latent tokens inherit se-
mantic structure that is naturally compatible with different
LLMs, with matched AE–LLM pairs amplifying this effect
and mismatched pairs still outperforming VAEs that must
be aligned from scratch. Thus, VGT effectively upgrades
existing VLMs into unified models for both multimodal un-
derstanding and visual generation, and even under imper-
fect component pairing (Table 7), its semantically organized
latent space makes bridging to autoregressive generation
substantially easier than with conventional VAE-based ap-
proaches.

4.4.5. QueryAR vs. MAR

# Exp. Method Accel. Ratio Geneval↑ DPGBench↑
1 MAR 1× 0.51 74.39
2 MAR 4× 0.46 75.29
3 QueryAR 1× 0.62 77.78
4 QueryAR 4× 0.59 78.14

Table 8. Comparative analysis of decoding strategies: QueryAR
vs. MAR across different acceleration ratios. QueryAR maintains
competitive performance even at 4× acceleration, demonstrating
its robustness for parallel decoding.

To rigorously evaluate the efficacy of QueryAR, we con-
duct a comparative analysis against MAR [26], a promi-
nent random-order autoregressive method, using the VGT-
AE Qwen2.5-VL model. As shown in Table 8, the per-
formance of MAR degrades under acceleration, with the
GenEval score dropping from 0.51 (1×) to 0.46 (4×). This
indicates a compromise in overall generation quality under
increased acceleration.

In stark contrast, QueryAR consistently outperforms
MAR across all tested acceleration ratios. At 1× decod-
ing, QueryAR achieves a superior 0.62 GenEval score. Cru-
cially, at 4× acceleration, QueryAR maintains a strong
GenEval of 0.59 and achieves the highest DPG-Bench
score (78.14) in this comparison. This robust performance
demonstrates QueryAR’s ability to achieve significant infer-
ence speed-ups without compromising generation quality.

The qualitative results presented in Figure 9 further con-
firm QueryAR’s exceptional robustness and coherence, gen-
erating high-quality images even at an aggressive 16× ac-
celeration ratio. This visual evidence corroborates our
quantitative findings, confirming that critical visual details
and semantic consistency are preserved despite the highly
parallelized decoding. Collectively, these results confirm
that QueryAR, through its innovative position-query mech-
anism, successfully learns a more stable and efficient au-

16× 4× 1× 16× 4× 1×

Figure 9. QueryAR simultaneously generates 4 or 16 tokens while
maintaining high-quality image outputs.

toregressive latent transition, effectively balancing supe-
rior generative performance with enhanced inference effi-
ciency.

5. Conclusion
In this work, we unlock the latent generative potential
within large vision-language models by introducing VGT,
a visual generation tuning paradigm. This approach effec-
tively activates generative capabilities without requiring ar-
chitectural redesign or incurring prohibitive training costs.
Our core innovation, VGT-AE, meticulously aligns pre-
trained VLM semantic encoders with lightweight pixel de-
coders. This alignment directly addresses the inherent mis-
match between traditional VAEs and autoregressive model-
ing, facilitating stable and efficient learning within a con-
tinuous latent space. Extensive experiments demonstrate
that VGT-AE achieves state-of-the-art reconstruction per-
formance even under high compression ratios, and signifi-
cantly advances autoregressive visual generation. VGT de-
livers competitive scores on both GenEval and DPG-Bench,
all while maintaining fast convergence and strong scalabil-
ity. Beyond its specific model instance, VGT provides a
general blueprint for equipping any multimodal understand-
ing model with high-quality visual generation capabilities.
This work paves a promising path toward next-generation
unified multimodal foundation models, capable of seam-
less perception-generation synergy, with future directions
potentially extending the VGT framework in line with re-
cent multimodal developments [16, 27, 31, 59, 66].
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