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Figure 1. Speed-RL is a framework for masked generative models to generate high quality images while using significantly fewer steps.
Specifically, Speed-RL uses reinforcement learning to optimize a speed and quality reward.

Abstract

Masked Generative Models (MGM)s demonstrate strong
capabilities in generating high-fidelity images. However,
they need many sampling steps to create high-quality gen-
erations, resulting in slow inference speed. In this work,
we propose Speed-RL, a novel paradigm for accelerating a
pretrained MGMs to generate high-quality images in fewer
steps. Unlike conventional distillation methods which for-
mulate the acceleration problem as a distribution match-
ing problem, where a few-step student model is trained to

match the distribution generated by a many-step teacher
model, we consider this problem as a reinforcement learn-
ing problem. Since the goal of acceleration is to generate
high quality images in fewer steps, we can combine a qual-
ity reward with a speed reward and finetune the base model
using reinforcement learning with the combined reward as
the optimization target. Through extensive experiments, we
show that the proposed method was able to accelerate the
base model by a factor of 3x while maintaining comparable
image quality.


https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.01094v1

1. Introduction

Diffusion models have been shown to generate high-quality
images from text prompts [23, 25, 26, 36]. A new frame-
work, Masked generative models (MGMs), has recently
emerged as a powerful class of models for a wide range
of generative tasks [1, 4, 12, 31]. MGMs have been
widely applied in producing high-quality image generation
[2,4,5,12,22]. They have also been successfully applied to
video generation [10, 34] and text generation [8, 11, 19, 21].
Despite these strengths, MGMs typically require many sam-
pling steps to produce high quality images, which makes
real-time or low-latency applications impractical. There-
fore, reducing the number of sampling steps presents an im-
pactful opportunity. If we can preserve generation quality
while cutting inference cost, MGMs become far more use-
ful in production settings ranging from interactive content
creation to on-device synthesis.

Most prior work on accelerating generative diffusion
models frames the problem as a distillation or distribution-
matching problem. These methods train a compact, few-
step student to emulate a many-step teacher While effective
in some settings, these approaches are limited by the need
to explicitly model the teacher’s distribution and by insta-
bility when the student’s sampling trajectories diverge from
those seen during teacher training. For discrete, high en-
tropy token distributions typical of masked image genera-
tors, sample-based estimators for divergence (e.g. naive KL
estimators) suffer from high variance, which can destabilize
training and limit the potential benefits of direct distillation.

In parallel, reinforcement learning (RL) has recently
been used to fine-tune generative models by directly opti-
mizing human preference or quality-based rewards [15, 38].
These works suggest that the direct optimization quality and
inference cost via RL is a promising direction for high per-
formance generation.

In this work, we take a different view. That is, accelerat-
ing a pretrained MGM by directly optimizing for the down-
stream objective of high image quality and low sampling
cost using reinforcement learning. We introduce Speed-
RL, a framework that combines a task-level quality reward
(e.g. ImageReward [37], HPSv2 [35], CLIP [24]) with an
explicit speed reward that favors shorter sampling trajec-
tories. To make policy optimization stable in the discrete,
high entropy setting of MGMs, we adapt group-ratio policy
optimization (GRPO) [30] with a low-variance KL regular-
izer and a cross-entropy based estimator that more faithfully
captures the full token distribution rather than relying only
on sampled tokens. This combination produces stable, di-
rected fine-tuning of the base model toward concise, high
quality generation trajectories.

We conduct extensive experiments to test the effective-
ness of Speed-RL. We show that Speed-RL can accelerate
the base model by a factor of 3x while maintaining percep-

tual and reward-driven quality metrics.
Our main contributions include:

* We cast the problem of accelerating discrete masked dif-
fusion models as a reinforcement learning problem and
propose a combined quality + speed reward that directly
optimizes the practical objective of interest.

* We adapt GRPO for high entropy discrete generators by
introducing a low-variance KL estimator based on cross-
entropy terms, improving training stability for MGMs.

* We empirically validate Speed-RL on a 1B-parameter
Meissonic base model [2] and show that it achieves up
to 3x inference speedups with comparable ImageReward,
HPSv2.1, and CLIP scores. We include extensive abla-
tion studies that isolate the effects of different hyperpa-
rameters.

2. Related Works
2.1. Diffusion Model Acceleration

Diffusion models have demonstrated remarkable generative
performance across modalities, but their iterative sampling
process leads to slow inference. Prior works have sought
to accelerate diffusion-based generation through distillation
and model compression [27, 32]. Other works reformulate
diffusion as flow matching to reduce the number of integra-
tion steps [7, 18]. However, these approaches depend on
accurate distribution matching between teacher and student
models, which can be unstable. This is particularly true for
discrete masked diffusion models where high entropy token
distributions make divergence estimation noisy.

2.2. Masked Generative Models

MGMs such as MaskGIT [4] and MUSE [5] replace the
continuous denoising process of diffusion with discrete
token prediction. This leads to parallel decoding and
improved sample quality. Subsequent works like Meis-
sonic [2] and MaskDiT [40] extended these models with
diffusion-style iterative unmasking, achieving strong text-
to-image fidelity. Despite their efficiency relative to stan-
dard diffusion, MGMs still require many sampling steps to
reach optimal quality. This motivates our work on direct
optimization of speed-quality tradeoffs.

2.3. Reinforcement Learning for Generative Models

Recent advances in RL fine-tuning of generative models
have shown that non-differentiable quality metrics, such as
human preference, can guide large model behavior beyond
likelihood training. In text generation, PPO [29] and GRPO
[30] have been used to align model outputs with human
evaluations. In image generation, ImageReward [37] and
HPSv2.1 [35] introduced learned aesthetic and preference
rewards for text-to-image models. These methods suggest
that RL can be used not only for preference alignment but



also for task-specific objectives (e.g. inference efficiency).

2.4. Reinforcement Learning for Diffusion Model
Optimization

Recent works on using RL to fine-tune diffusion models can
be grouped into three broad themes: alignment and pref-
erence optimization [3, 13, 16], efficiency and inference-
speed optimization [20, 39], and structural/control applica-
tions where diffusion models serve in RL or planning roles
[9, 41]. Unlike prior RL works that focus on alignment
or adapting the generative process for control, we make
inference cost (step count and latency) an explicit opti-
mization objective and directly reward shorter, high quality
generation trajectories. Furthermore, we jointly optimize
architecture-level decisions (step schedules, masking pol-
icy) together with reward design and introduce stable RL
adaptations for high entropy, discrete token generators. This
allows for significant reduction in sampling steps that prior
methods do not target.

3. Method

We formulate the acceleration problem of discrete diffusion
model as a reinforcement learning problem. Given a prompt
¢, a sampled diffusion trajectories {z;} = {zr,z7_1..¢0}
from a masked diffusion model(MDM) py, with x; being
a fully masked image and x( a clean image, our goal is to
solve the following optimization objective
’
max By, ~p, (zolc),e~D [R(20,€) + 7] ey
{xe}|
where R(xo,c) is a real-valued reward function com-
puted over pairs of prompts and generative images,{x;} is
the number of sampling steps, and 7 is a scaling factor. The
term m serves as a “speed reward” that increases as the
number of sampling steps {x;} decreases. The hyperparam-
eter T controls the relative contribution of the speed reward
to the whole learning process.

3.1. Improving GRPO’s Stability

We employ GRPO as our reinforcement learning frame-
work. However, there are some unique challenges in apply-
ing it to masked image generators. Recall that the standard
GRPO contains a KL penalty term computed using the fol-
lowing estimator:

pref(xi | C)
po(wi | c)

pref(xi | C)
D 0 || Pref| = —lo
o [pet) = T

-1 (2

over a group of generated samples z1,...xg. However,
this estimator only uses actual sampled tokens instead of
the whole token distribution produced by prf. In discrete
image generators, prr typically has higher entropy than lan-
guage tasks, with more high likelihood candidates. Using

only sampled token in this case leads to high variance and
potentially instability in the tail region of the distribution.
To address this, we can replace the estimator based on the
relation

Dk [po || pret] = H(pret|po) — H (Pret) 3)

where H(pg|pret) is the cross entropy and H (prer) is the
entropy.

With this adaptation, we can use the following final
learning objective in place of GRPO loss

ESpeed—RL = A; Lee (Xia Po (Xl | CZ))

+ BLce(Prot (Xi | i), po(Xi | )
4)

where A; is the group advantage term in GRPO, L, is
the cross entropy loss, p(X; | ¢;) are per-token probability
vector and x; is a one-hot vector. We will show that this
approach result in the same gradient as the vanilla GRPO
loss with our proposed KL divergence estimator. We will
provide a full proof in the appendix.

3.2. Low Quality Sample Filtering

We employ a technique to filter out prompts where the re-
ward model shows high variance and uncertainty in its scor-
ing. The overall method is as follows. First, we generate
multiple samples for each prompt. Then, we score each
sample with a reward model. Next, we calculate the stan-
dard deviation of the reward scores for that prompt, and then
filter out prompts where the standard deviation is greater
than a threshold.

More formally, The filtering mechanism detects and re-
jects "low-diversity” batches where generated samples have
similar quality (low variance in rewards). Such batches pro-
vide weak learning signals because:

* Weak advantage signals: GRPO relies on reward differ-
ences to compute advantages. If all samples have similar
rewards, advantages become noisy.

* Poor exploration: Low variance indicates the model is
producing repetitive outputs, limiting exploration of the
reward landscape.

* Inefficient learning: Training on uniform-quality batches
wastes compute without teaching the model meaningful
distinctions.

Step 1: Batch Generation and Reward Computation

For a given prompt, the system generates a batch of images

with varying inference steps:

* Images: {z1, o, ..., x,} where n = batch_size

* Rewards: R = {ri,re,...,7,} where r;, =
Jreward (i, prompt)



The final score includes speed rewards:

8
Ty = Thase(Ti) + @ - ( >

nfe;

where « is speed_reward_factor and nfe; is the number of
function evaluations for sample 7.
Step 2: Standard Deviation Calculation

For multi-GPU training, rewards are gathered across all
GPUs:

Ra = [RO, R .. R*¥1] %k GPUs
The reward standard deviation is computed:
Obaten = mean({std(R), std(R™M), ..., std(RF~Y)})

Step 3: Historical Tracking and Percentile Threshold

The system maintains a sliding window of historical stan-
dard deviations:

H ={01,09,...,0,} where m < history_size

Default: history_size = 100
The acceptance threshold is the p-th percentile of histor-
ical values:
T = percentile(H, p)

Default: p = 10 (10th percentile - only batches with std dev
in the bottom 10% are rejected)

Step 4: Accept/Reject Decision

The batch is accepted if:

Obatch > 7 OR  resample_attempts > max_attempts

Otherwise, regenerate the entire batch and recompute.

Step 5: History Update

After acceptance, update the sliding window:
H<+ HU {Jbalch}
if | H| > history_size:

H «+ H[1:] % Remove oldest

In this way, we keep only low variance prompts for train-
ing. Overall, this can help identify problematic prompts
since high standard deviation indicates the reward model is
uncertain about how to score that prompt. We can improve
the training data quality by removing these prompts. We see
more consistent and reliable reward signals when evaluating
models after using this technique. This design is inspired by
VCRL which uses this for language [14].

4. Experiment Results

4.1. Setup

4.1.1. Dataset

We sample 100k prompts from LAION-Aesthetics [28],
BLIP30-60k [6]

4.1.2. Reward Models

We set up a pipeline to use Meissonic [2], a foundational
text-to-image MGM with 1B parameters, to generate im-
ages for evaluating different reward model options. We
sample 20 prompts from BLIP30-60k and generate 100 im-
ages each using 16, 32, and 48 sampling steps. We then
run the ImageReward, PickScore, HPSv2.1, and CLIP on
each of these generated images. We visually inspect the
top-k scored images for different prompts for each reward
model and calculate average scores and standard deviations
for each reward model across steps. Based on this analysis,
we decide that for a given reward model, an image gen-
erated by our framework is high quality if it gets a score
greater than or equal to one standard deviation above the
average score for the baseline model’s generations. We es-
tablish that an image generated by our framework is low
quality if it gets a score below the average score for the
baseline model’s generations. Overall, this helps us eval-
uate the quality of different reward models and determine
thresholds for high quality and low quality images gener-
ated by our framework.

4.1.3. Training

We train the base model using our modified GRPO objec-
tive. We use a global batch size of 96 and across 8 GPUs
and a learning rate of 5 x 1077 for 1500 steps.

4.2. Qualitative Results

We report qualitative comparisons in Fig. 2. We compare
text-to-image generations of Speed-RL with 16 sampling
steps and compare it with generations from baseline model
Meissonic at 16, 32, and 48 steps on HPSv2.1 dataset.
These visual results demonstrate that Speed-RL was able to
achieve comparable generation quality with a 4x speedup.

4.3. Main Results

We report results on the HPSv2.1 benchmark and the Par-
tiPrompts benchmark in Table 1. We employ ImageReward,
HPSv2.1, and CLIP PickScore score as our quality reward
models. We compare these metrics of the base model and
finetuned model under different sampling steps. Speed-
RL delivers quality on par with the baseline across both
benchmarks and all three reward models, while achieving a
3x speedup, requiring only one-third of the sampling steps
used by the baseline.

These results show that with RL finetuning, we can ob-
tain higher image quality than the base model while also



Speed-RL 16 steps

Anime portrait of a beautiful woman
from Ghost in the Shell 1985 by
multiple artists.

A heron silhouetted against a
beautiful sunrise, created by
Greg Rutkowski.

Sunset over a mountain with
misty waterfall cascades and
god rays, creating an
otherworldly, mattepainting-like
atmosphere.

The image depicts a
portrait of a man's head
and face wearing an
opalescent vest with
eyes looking towards a
snack while surrounded
by a dungeon interior.

Baseline 16 steps

Baseline 32 steps Baseline 48 steps

Figure 2. Side-by-side qualitative comparison of Speed-RL and Meissonic (baseline). Speed-RL produces higher quality images while

using significantly fewer steps.

achieving a speedup of 3x. We observe that the improve-
ments in low-sampling steps is more significant, which may
be an effect of our speed reward that focus the positive
learning signal on generations with fewer steps.

4.4. Ablation Studies

We measure the effect of various design choices by con-
ducting thorough ablation studies on Speed-RL.

4.4.1. Speed Reward and KL Regularizer

In Figure 3, we visualize the average reward of generated
samples throughout the training process on 16-step genera-
tions. We find that without speed reward, the training con-
verges slower as less positive advantages are assigned to
samples with fewer steps. Without our proposed change to
the KL regularizer, the training diverges, highlighting the
instability problems with vanilla sample-based KL estima-
tor.



HPS Benchmark PartiPrompts Benchmark
Model Steps ImageReward PickScore | Model Steps ImageReward PickScore
Meissonic 48 41.901 21.416 Meissonic 48 28.903 21.498
Speed-RL 16 63.346 21.607 Speed-RL 16 45.947 21.394
Speed-RL 32 69.019 21.682 Speed-RL 32 43.349 21.414
Speed-RL 48 64.485 21.611 Speed-RL 48 34.522 21.335

Table 1. Comparison of Meissonic and Speed-RL across HPSv2.1 and PartiPrompts benchmarks. Across both benchmarks and all reward
models, Speed-RL matches baseline quality and achieves a 3x speedup using only one-third of the sampling steps.

Model Step Anime Concept Art Paintings Photo Overall
Baseline 48 27.469 25.357 25248  22.835 25227
Speed-RL 16 28.457 27.849 26.581 24491 26.845
Speed-RL 32 29.169 27.411 26926 24701 27.052
Speed-RL 48 28.821 27.139 26.741 24551 26.813

Table 2. HPSv2.1 Scores Comparison (Speed-RL vs. Baseline) by Category. Speed-RL’s overall HPSv2.1 score is +1.618 than the baseline
model’s score while using only 16 steps compared to 48. The ConceptArt and Photo categories show the greatest improvement.

—— Speed-RL
0.25 1 no speed reward
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Figure 3. Ablation study on our speed reward and KL regularizer.
We see a divergence in HPSv2.1 scores after 300 RL steps, where
Speed-RL increases faster compared to having no speed reward
and no low-variance KL estimator.
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Figure 4. Ablation study on the effect of enabling per-token-
likelihood. There is a gap between using token-level-likelihood
and sequence-level-likelihood where using token-level-likelihood
consistently has a HPSv2.1 score higher than using sequence-
level-likelihood.

4.4.2. Enabling Per Token Likelihood

We experiment with both including and not including
per-token-likelihood where all other hyperparameters are
held constant. We observe that not including per-token-
likelihood results in a higher average HPSv2.1 reward score
across over 300 steps and thus we do not include per-token-
likelihood in our optimal selection of hyperparameter val-
ues (Figure 4).



Model Step | Abstract Animals Artifacts Arts Food & Bev. Illustrations Indoor Outdoor Overall
Baseline 48 18.210 28.239 24.528 25.922 22.165 24.703 23.410 23.137 23.763
Speed-RL 16 22.329 28.895 24459  27.887 21.987 24.756 25.294  24.669  22.252
Speed-RL 32 21.551 29.448 24349  27.901 20.977 24.548 25793 24937 24.888
Speed-RL 48 21.017 29.083 23.949 28.013 20.389 24.224 25.322 24.258 24.488

Table 3. PartiPrompts Benchmark HPSv2.1 Scores (Speed-RL vs. Baseline) by Category. Speed-RL achieves a very comparable HPSv2.1

reward score with 3x fewer steps than the baseline.
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Figure 5. Ablation study on varying the reward standard deviation
percentile threshold.

4.4.3. Low Quality Sample Filtering

We try a low-quality sample filtering method. This tracks
the historical standard deviation of rewards within each
group of generations, and if a newly generated group has a
reward standard deviation below a certain percentile thresh-
old, it discards and resamples that entire group. We mea-
sure the effect of different percentile threshold values for
this method, and observe that as the threshold increases, the
average HPSv2.1 reward becomes increasingly noisy. We
choose 10.0 percent for our threshold value to strike a bal-
ance between very high noise and filtering too few groups.

4.4.4. Number Of Gradient Update Steps Per Batch

We vary the number of gradient update steps per batch of
generated images. A higher value results in better sample
efficiency and fewer image generation calls (faster training,
less compute). However, this means optimizing on ’stale”
samples, i.e. the policy updates but keep training on old
generations. This also has a risk of overfitting. On the other
hand, lower values result in more frequent image genera-
tion with updated policy (fresher samples). This means bet-
ter alignment between current policy and training data at
the cost of slower training overall (more compute for gen-
eration). We find that setting this value to 1 at the cost of
slower training time gets the best performance.
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Figure 6. Ablation study on varying the number of gradient update
steps per batch.

4.4.5. CFG Value

We try different Classifier-Free Guidance (CFG) values and
analyze the overall variance and average reward. We prefer
relatively higher CFG values to get more diversity in gener-
ation.
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Figure 7. Ablation study on varying the Classifier-Free Guidance
(CFG) value.

5. Conclusion

In this work, we introduced Speed-RL, a new framework
to accelerate masked image generators that moves beyond



distillation and directly optimizes for high quality images
produces in minimal sampling steps. By pairing a speed
reward with a quality reward and introducing a low vari-
ance KL regularizer tailored to MGMs, Speed-RL delivers
3x inference acceleration with no degradation in ImageRe-
ward, HPSv2.1, or CLIP metrics across two benchmarks.
Our work shows that RL is not only feasible but advan-
tageous for controlling the sampling behavior of discrete
diffusion-style models. We believe this represents a promis-
ing direction for scalable generative modeling with efficient
inference.
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Supplementary Material

A. Additional Experiment Results

Model Step Anime Concept Art Paintings Photo Overall
Baseline 16 28.401 27.508 27.539  27.149 27.649
Baseline 32 28.366 27.290 27.303 26924 27471
Baseline 48 28.179 27.122 27.094  26.771 27.292
Speed-RL 16 28.441 27.643 27.443  27.261 27.697
Speed-RL 32 29.653 27.730 27.613 27384 27.845
Speed-RL 48 28.564 27.687 27.540  27.352  27.786

Table 4. HPSv2.0 Scores Comparison (Speed-RL vs. Baseline) by category for the

HPS dataset.

Model Step | Abstract Animals Artifacts Arts Food & Bev. Illustrations Indoor Outdoor Overall
Baseline 16 24.778 28.609 27.319  28.509 26.101 27.344 27.115  26.908 27.085
Baseline 32 24.273 28.498 27.396  28.138 25.896 27.358 27.008  26.724 26.911
Baseline 48 23.687 28.301 27.225  27.835 25.661 27.400 26.800  26.436 26.668
Speed-RL 16 25.463 28.535 27.142  28.565 25.420 27.319 27241  26.933 27.077
Speed-RL 32 25.154 28.727 27.011  28.700 24.950 27.102 27423  26.955 27.003
Speed-RL 48 24919 28.602 26.842  28.627 24.778 27.027 27.394  26.792 26.873

Table 5. PartiPrompts Benchmark HPSv2.0 Scores (Speed-RL vs. Baseline) by Category. Speed-RL achieves a +0.409 overall HPSv2.0
reward score with 3x fewer steps than the baseline.

We evaluate Speed-RL across 16, 32, and 48 steps with the PartiPrompts Benchmark and HPS dataset using HPSv2.0
instead of v2.1. We previously had a minor labeling error and said v2.0 instead of v2.1. Because of this, we provide
additional results for v2.0 in Table 4 and 5 (previous results were for v2.1). Overall, Speed-RL beats the Baseline scores for
both benchmarks with fewer steps. In the HPS dataset, Speed-RL (16 steps) scores the highest on the Anime style. For the
PartiPrompts dataset, Speed-RL (16 steps) scores the highest on the Animals category.

B. Derivation of Loss

Recall that the standard GRPO loss is defined as

1
LGRPO-clip = E[a Z min (A;r;, A;clip (r;, 1 — €, 14 ¢€) )] = BDkL[po || Pret]

where r; =

G

i=1

pe(xi | C)
Pold(l‘i | C)

In fully online setup, poig = pg, so the clip is never applied. The loss simplifies to

S1

&)

(6)



G
1
LGRPO-noclip = E[é E Airi] — BDxL[po || Pret] , (7N
i—1

po(i | ¢

where 7r;(c,r) = ————. (8)
() Pold(zi | )
We plug in our KL Estimator
DKL [pe || prcf] - H(prcf|p9) - H(prcf) (9)
L V]
=E.[> > pre(mi = jlc) log po(z; = jle) — H(prer)] (10)
i=1 j=1
where L = HW is the number of image tokens and |V| is the VQ codebook size. This leads to
G
CGRPO-noclip - ]E[l Z AZM - B‘Cce (pref(Xiv C)a 10gp9 (Xu C))] (11)
G P Pold(zi | )
(12)
The entropy term, H (p,ef) since it does not contribute to gradients. Now consider the gradient
UL G expllog po(a | ¢) ~ logpuales | ) (13)
Poa(i | ¢)
= exp(log po(wi | ¢) —log pou(w; | ¢))Ve(logpe(w; | ¢) —logpea(wi | ¢))) (14)
= exp(0)Vg log pa(w; | c) (15
= —VoLece(xi,po(Xilc)) (16)

where x; is a one-hot vector. Hence, optimizing Eq. (12) is equivalent to optimize Eq. (4) in section Sec. 3.1. (Note that
the Speed-RL is a minimizing objective, while GRPO is a maximizing objective, so the sign is flipped). Since cross entropy
is linear in the first term, we further simplify the loss to the following in our implementation

G

1
Espeed—rl = E[é Z »Cce (Aixi + Bpref (Xz: C)v IOgPG (sz C))] (17)

i=1
(18)

Note that technically A;x; + Bprer (X, ¢) are not valid probability vectors as they do not sum to 1 at each token position.
Hence, L., is a mere algebraic notation rather than a true cross entropy between two probabilities.

C. Datasets

We obtain the prompts for RL training from BLIP30-60k [6] datasets, which contains the prompts from MSCOCO [17],
JourneyDB [33], and other hand-crafted prompts. We visualize their distribution in Figure 8 and Table 6. We observe that
the base model generates poor-quality images for extremely short prompts like “a person”, which harms the training stability.
Furthermore, we observed that prompts with only emojis and prompts with non-English text also harmed the training stability.
Hence, we preprocessed the prompts and removed non-English prompts, prompts with only emojis, and prompts less than 7
words long.

Specifically, the prompts contain the following categories:
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* Randomly Sampled Prompts from JourneyDB. These are long prompts with detailed descriptions of highly creative
and complex scenes, such as characters from movies in different forms and styles and fictional backgrounds combining
different elements. For example, ”A skydiver from America in the 1970s is captured in a freefall pose, showcasing a
mohawk hairstyle reminiscent of *Weird Al’ Yankovic’s unique style. The skydiver daringly goes without a helmet, while
the backdrop blends the futuristic cityscape of Dubai in 2023 with the contemporary skydiving trends. This realistic
photograph, taken using a 35 mm lens on Kodakchrome film with ISO 800, f/4, and a shutter speed of 1/30, offers a
breathtaking view in stunning 8k FullHD resolution.”

* Randomly Sampled Prompts from Dalle3. These are long prompts describing an image in detail. For example, "The
image showcases a character with a striking appearance. The character has a mohawk-style hairstyle with a vibrant pink
hue. The side of their head is shaved, adorned with a metallic band that has a unique symbol on it. Their face is painted
with bold red streaks, and they have piercings on their ears. The character is draped in a shiny, red cloak or garment. The
background is a dilapidated, post-apocalyptic setting with rusted metal, broken windows, and a hazy atmosphere.”

* Randomly Sampled Prompts from MSCOCO. These are captions from the MSCOCO dataset, which consists of real
photos. For example, ”A man riding a wave on a surf board” and ”A woman is slicing a cake with her friends.”

* Randomly Sampled Prompts from GenEval. These are prompts focused on objects and their properties like count, color,
position, and co-occurrence. For example, “a photo of a white hair comb and a brown bear” and “a green zebra and a
yellow cabinet.”

* Randomly Sampled Prompts from occupation_1.txt and occupation_2.txt. These are prompts describing a human
performing a specific occupation. For example, ”An accountant in a crisp white shirt and tie, scanning through a computer
screen filled with colorful bar graphs, while sipping a steaming cup of coffee in a modern office.”

* Randomly Sampled Prompts from object_1.txt and object_2.txt. The first set of object prompts include a single object
described in around 1 to 3 words, such as “Bar Soap” and “Toaster.” The second set of object prompts include a description
of a scene that may include more than one object. For example, A close-up of thermometer and hex bolt on a table” and
”A person holding curtain rod and engine piston in their hand.”

* Randomly Sampled Prompts from human_gestures.txt. These prompts describe humans performing different kinds
of actions. For example, "Driving a car”, ”Opening a door”, ”Arriving at school”, ”Listening to music”, and ”Passing a
basketball.”

25.4%

Source Files
14.2% journeyDB.txt
dalle3.txt
mscoco_human.txt
geneval_train.txt
occupation_2.txt
occupation_1.txt
object_2.txt
human_gestures.txt
object_1.txt

24.4%
22.3%

Figure 8. Distribution of selected prompt sources from BLIP30-60k.

D. Additional Qualitative Examples

We present additional side-by-side evaluation results in Figure 9. Examples 1 through 9 show a clear improvement in visual
quality for Speed-RL (16 steps) compared to the baseline generation with 16 steps. Furthermore, for all nine examples, the
16 step Speed-RL generations are of comparable visual quality to the baseline 48 step generations. In fact, for Examples 7
and 8 Speed-RL’s 16 step generations align with the prompt slightly better. In Example 7, Speed-RL’s 16 step generation
aligns better with key parts of the prompts such as "Maya-style housing” and “Winnie the Pooh.” In Example 8, the prompt
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Table 6. Distribution of prompt sources used from BLIP30-60k.

Source Count
journeyDB.txt 10,416
dalle3.txt 10,000
mscoco_human.txt 9,154
geneval_train.txt 5,848
occupation_2.txt 2,500
occupation_1.txt 2,500
Decsription of a scene involving several objects (object_2.txt) 625
human_gestures.txt 2
Single objects described in around 1 to 3 words (object_1.txt) 2
Total 41,047

says “blue sunglasses” which Speed-RL’s 16 step generation correctly captures, but the baseline’s 48 step generation does
not (it generates orange sunglasses instead).
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-
-
-

[Baseline 32 steps [Baseline 48 steps

[ Ours (16 steps) } [Baseline 16 steps

o

“Tombs of the universe
depicted by Shinji
Kimura on Artstation.”

-
R

“A black and white cat
looking out a window
over another cat.”

“A Miyazaki-style scene \

featuring an expansive
landscape with mountains in
the background, wind-swept
fields in the foreground, and

a steam-powered train
moving from left to right on

\ tracks in the middle.” )

“A digital painting of an
elegant elemental
entity with vivid colors
and strong rim
lighting.”

R

“Person riding a four
wheeler on a beach
towards a bridge.”

-
R

“A landscape with a

Maya-style building

and Winnie the Pooh
on grass.”

-

“A kangaroo wearing
an orange hoodie and
blue sunglasses
holding a sign in front
of the Sydney Opera
House.”

“Cartoon-style badger
wearing a scarf against
a green background.”

Figure 9. Additional side-by-side examples of Speed-RL with 16 steps and the baseline with 16, 32, and 48 steps.
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