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Time-Synchronized Multi-View Videos
Figure 1. ChronosObserver results of temporal-synchronized multi-view videos from one single monocular video. The project page

ishttps://icvteam.github.io/ChronosObserver.html.

Abstract

Although prevailing camera-controlled video generation
models can produce cinematic results, lifting them di-
rectly to the generation of 3D-consistent and high-fidelity
time-synchronized multi-view videos remains challenging,
which is a pivotal capability for taming 4D worlds. Some
works resort to data augmentation or test-time optimization,
but these strategies are constrained by limited model gener-
alization and scalability issues. To this end, we propose
ChronosObserver, a training-free method including World
State Hyperspace to represent the spatiotemporal con-
straints of a 4D world scene, and Hyperspace Guided Sam-
pling to synchronize the diffusion sampling trajectories of

* Correspondence should be addressed to Yifan Zhao and Jia Li. Web-
site: https://cvteam.buaa.edu.cn.

multiple views using the hyperspace. Experimental results
demonstrate that our method achieves high-fidelity and 3D-
consistent time-synchronized multi-view videos generation
without training or fine-tuning for diffusion models.

1. Introduction

Video generation [24, 43] has achieved remarkable
progress, particularly with the development of camera-
controlled video generation [5, 10, 48] that can produce
cinematic visual results of view-controlling over specified
camera trajectories. However, a critical challenge toward
the 4D world that remains largely unaddressed is the gener-
ation of 3D-consistent and high-fidelity time-synchronized
multi-view videos. As shown in Fig. 2, a straightforward
extension of the existing camera-controlled video genera-
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Figure 2. Motivation. Directly lifting a camera-controlled video
generation method [48] to generate multi-view videos leads to 3D
inconsistencies across different viewpoints at the same timestamp.

tion method [48] to multi-view synthesis frequently pro-
duces 3D inconsistencies. This issue is rooted in indepen-
dent sampling trajectories across viewpoints, serving as the
sparse conditioning constraints, which undermine weakly-
coupled conditional distributions for different viewpoints,
leading to the failure to enforce a unified 4D scene. Al-
though prevailing methods attempt to address this challenge
using data augmentation [32, 39] or per-scene test-time op-
timization [17], these remain constrained by inherent de-
fects, including limited model generalization due to insuffi-
cient multi-view data diversity and scalability issues arising
from crucial computational requirements.

The 3D inconsistencies shown in Fig. 2 underscore a
fundamental multi-view disjointedness in generation when
naively extending existing methods. But a critical insight
emerges from the observation that these models demon-
strate a compelling capacity to produce geometrically con-
sistent and high-fidelity content for each individual cam-
era trajectory. This confirms that existing camera-controlled
generation models encapsulate the inherent spatiotemporal
coherence. Therefore, the central problem lies not in model
ability but in achieving cross-view synchronization, as the
current paradigm lacks a mechanism to enforce coupling
across the sampling trajectories of conditional distributions
for different viewpoints. This situation shifts the core chal-
lenge toward determining how to structure the cross-view
sampling trajectories to induce a unified 4D scene. Under
the constraint of a single monocular video input, addressing
this question necessitates the design of explicit spatiotem-
poral constraints that can synchronize the generative pro-
cess across views, thereby merging independent sampling
results into a coherent 4D scene.

To this end, we propose ChronosObserver, a training-
free method for the challenge of time-synchronized multi-
view videos generation. First, we propose World State

Hyperspace, formulated as an incremental representation

that models the unified spatiotemporal states of a 4D scene

to provide compatible constraints throughout generation.

Furthermore, we propose Hyperspace Guided Sampling,

which leverages spatiotemporal constraints within the hy-

perspace to control the diffusion generation process by
integrating these constraints within the latent space dur-
ing denoising. For any view and any time, our proposed
method achieves 3D-consistent time-synchronized multi-
view videos generation.

Overall, our contributions can be summarized as

1. We propose ChronosObserver, a training-free method
for generating time-synchronized multi-view videos.

2. We propose World State Hyperspace, an incremental
representation that encapsulates the spatiotemporal con-
straints of a 4D world scene.

3. We propose Hyperspace Guided Sampling for guiding
the diffusion sampling using the hyperspace to achieve
3D-consistent and high-fidelity generation results.

2. Related Works

Video Generation. Video generation models [24, 43] have
advanced rapidly, with mainstream approaches including
diffusion-based [13, 29-31] models [12, 20] as well as
recently emerging autoregressive models [9, 46]. These
models demonstrate a strong capacity for generating high-
fidelity videos with realistic spatiotemporal visual infor-
mation. Leveraging the capabilities of foundation mod-
els [6, 34, 45], researchers have begun to explore control-
lable video generation, e.g., motion-controlled [8, 25] and
camera-controlled generation [5, 10, 28, 40], leading to in-
creasingly realistic and controllable video content. A key
insight from recent studies is that video generation mod-
els exhibit an emergent understanding of real-world spatial
relationships [1, 7] when scaled sufficiently in both param-
eters and training data. This has motivated growing interest
in camera-controlled generation techniques [10, 42, 48]. As
a result, supplementing and extrapolating 4D visual infor-
mation through generative approaches has become a chal-
lenging yet promising research direction.
Camera-controlled Video Generation. While exist-
ing novel view synthesis methods [18, 26] excel for dense
inputs, they often struggle with sparse or monocular in-
puts due to insufficient visual supervision. This persis-
tent limitation is driving a shift towards generative ap-
proaches, namely camera-controlled video generation mod-
els [3, 14, 23, 36, 37, 41, 47], which leverage diffusion pri-
ors to generate visual content at target poses from a single
image or video conditioned on camera trajectories. Exist-
ing methods for camera control follow two main paradigms.
Some approaches [5, 10, 11] implicitly encode the target
camera poses as network input, but face issues like lim-
ited control over pose scale and absence of explicit visual
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ChronosObserver incrementally constructs the World State Hyperspace and utilizes it for the Hyperspace Guided Sampling.

guidance. In contrast, ViewCrafter [49] first introduces
point cloud representations to provide explicit pose guid-
ance. Subsequent works [15, 17, 48] extract dynamic point
clouds via monocular depth estimation and reproject them
to target poses for reliable control. However, these methods
typically operate on a single dynamic camera trajectory to
achieve cinematic effects. A critical challenge lies in gener-
ating time-synchronized multi-view videos from sparse vi-
sual clues. While essential for taming the 4D world, this
task represents a key open problem for existing camera-
controlled video generation models.

Time-synchronized Multi-view Video Generation. As
previously motioned, time-synchronized multi-view videos
generation [4, 21, 32, 33, 35, 39, 44] represents a crit-
ical step toward constructing the 4D world. However,
due to challenges in data acquisition, there remains a se-
vere scarcity of multi-view dynamic scene datasets. Thus,
prevailing works [32, 39] attempt to augment data, like
leveraging real-world multi-view static scene data, general
video datasets, and synthetic 4D data for training. De-
spite these efforts, the fundamental issue of data scarcity
persists and remains inadequately addressed. To this end,
Reangle-A-Video [17] employs the pre-trained video gener-
ation model combined with test-time fine-tuning. While this
strategy alleviates data dependency, it compromises high in-
ference computational resources. In this work, we propose
a training-free framework to efficiently and effectively gen-
erate high-quality time-synchronized multi-view 4D videos
without large-scale datasets for fine-tuning and test-time op-
timization for diffusion models.

3. Method

Towards the challenge of 3D inconsistencies over view-
points identified in Sec. 1, we propose ChronosObserver,
a training-free method that enforces a unified 4D scene by
structuring the diffusion sampling process with explicit spa-
tiotemporal constraints. As shown in Fig. 3, we propose
World State Hyperspace to incrementally maintain consis-
tent scene representation and Hyperspace Guided Sampling
to synchronize the generation process for different views.

Formulation and Initialization.  Given the input
monocular video Z with T frames Z = {lo, I1,...,I7—-1},
we first utilize Mega-SAM [22] to predict its depths D =
{D(), D]_, vy DTfl}’ poses P = {Po, Pl; vy PT,]_}, and
the intrinsic K. In this work, we consider two scenarios for
the target poses Q = {Qm }m=1,...,m" internal-view, where
the target poses are set to the internal poses of the monocu-
lar video; and external-view, where the target poses are set
to the external poses specified by the user. Meanwhile, we
construct the dynamic trajectory as Qo = Q1_,ps for pro-
viding an additional auxiliary reference. For the internal-
view scenario, (g corresponds to the input video and can
be ignored. We aim to generate time-synchronized multi-
view 4D videos Z9 = {Z9m} from the given target poses
Q.

World State Hyperspace. Existing camera-controlled
video diffusion models can individually generate the video
of the target pose (Q,, from the source video Z, and its
depths D,, poses P, with the guidance of the view-warped
visual results of the input video. Specifically, we have the



conditional distribution as

IO ~ po(ZOm T8, MEr, Q). (1)
where condition Z, is omitted for simplification, and the
same applies below. Ifg);" ) Mg;f” are obtained from the
view-warping of each frame ¢ with the warping function ¥
and the projection function v, which can be represented as

Zg;n ‘ia Mgm |’L = \II(I*a D*a Ka P*7 Q'n’m Z))

T

(2)
= w(,wfl(z*hvp*h’ Ka P*|7,)a Ka Qm)

Here, we denote the unprojected points
P, = ¥ (Z.|i, Dulis K, Pili)|izo0,... 71 3)

from the source video Z, as the world state, which serves
as the constraint of guiding the trajectory of diffusion sam-
pling. So, the conditional distribution can also be repre-
sented as

I ~ po(ZEm Py, Qm), 4)

where Z*Q’" is conditioned by the source video and the
world state with the target pose. The generation inverts the
diffusion process in the latent space, starting from noise
z; ~ N(0,I) and iteratively denoising it to obtain z,
which is decoded into Z9™. The denoising step from a
noisy latent z; to z; (1 > ¢ > s > 0) can be represented as

Z;—,s = Scheduler(z;, €, = €p (zt,x*Q;;Z‘,t), t,s), (5
where x5 is the encoded condition of I,g;” , Mg;”, and ¢y
is the parameterized noise predictor.

However, we can notice that the produced videos from
the existing camera-controlled video diffusion models lack
the 3D constraints across different views. Therefore, we
propose the concept of the world state hyperspace ¢, which
includes the existing constraints for controlling the diffu-
sion sampling. Specifically, the initialized space {P%,Pg}
includes the dynamic points P and the static points P8 of
the Truncated Signed Distance Function (TSDF) [50] from
the input Z and the additional auxiliary reference Z9° with
only using P%., which are denoted as the Base State Hy-
perspace (* = {P%,Pg}.

Similar to the idea of mathematical induction, we tem-
porarily do not consider how to efficiently supplement and
use the world states. Instead, we start from the base state
hyperspace with 3D consistency, and aim to supplement the
generated 3D-consistent Incremental State Hyperspace
Cf , where * represents the current status. We assume that
we have already generated the video Z@™ with bullet-time
3D consistency of the target pose (), and supplement its
corresponding state IP’g to the incremental state hyper-

space ¢ = ¢80 U {]P’g}, which follows Eq. (3) and
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Figure 4. Intuitive Illustration of ChronosObserver compared to
camera-controlled video generation methods.

can be represented as
PS =0 N T ];, D9 i, K, Qm)li=o,...7—1,

(6)
DQm — PDA(IQWL , DP%QWL (D7 P’ Qm))’

where D?m is predicted by Prior Depth Anything
(PDA) [38] using the generated video Z@™ and the warped
depth DP9 from the depth of the input video. Note that
we skip supplementing the states where there are no valid
pixels of warped depth from the input frame. The supple-
mented states are denoted as the incremental state hyper-
space. Note that Cg is initialized by the generated {Pgo}

with related to Z¥°. To this end, we can notice that if we
can find a way to constrain the sampling trajectory of the
camera-controlled video diffusion py using the world state
hyperspace to generate the incremental video of the target
pose Q.,, we can generate the time-synchronized multi-
view 4D videos Z2 = {Z9} which are what we want.
Hyperspace Guided Sampling. As demonstrated
above, with the world state hyperspace and the target pose
@m, we need to achieve 3D-consistent sampling on the tar-
get pose (), through guiding the sampling trajectory of the
video diffusion model using the state space. Specifically, we
can obtain the projected rendered frames and masks for each
state P, in current (1 = (* U g‘fn_l following Eq. (2),
which can be represented as
I My = (P, K, Q). (7
For ease of description, we denote ZSy, MZ for base

w;T

static state, Z&y, M%p for base dynamic state, and

I?;",M?;” for j-th incremental dynamic state. Then, we
compute the existing dynamic representation by taking the

union of the dynamic states, which can be represented as

*—1
Mgz = MG v (\) M),

Jj=0

®)

75T

x—1
Qm QmTQRm Qm Qm\7Qm
iy = MELey +§ :(_‘Mu;j /\Mj;r )Z;
7=0

and Iﬁ%;;;, Mgm are the current accumulated dynamic rep-

resentation. We further integrate the dynamic representa-



Table 1. Quantitative comparison results.

Methods 3D Consistency VBench
MEt3R| Subjectf Backgroundt MotionT Temporal{ Aesthetict Imagingt
ViewCrafter [49] 0.3086 0.9038 0.9403 0.9792 0.9829 0.4907 0.5909
Reangle-A-Video [17] 0.2342 0.8408 0.9070 0.9788 0.9583 0.5303 0.5595
EX-4D [15] 0.2514 0.8267 0.8935 0.9881 0.9769 0.4873 0.5546
TrajectoryCrafter [48] 0.1930 0.9238 0.9475 0.9886 0.9773 0.5660 0.6149
ChronosObserver (Ours) 0.1635 0.9365 0.9582 0.9918 0.9834 0.5598 0.6332

tion into the static representation to aid subsequent diffusion
sampling, which can be written as
Mw,u;r = Mﬁ% v Mf};p,

I9m  — AM@m TOm Jr(_‘MQ‘m. AM?#)I&”-

w, s wm>=psm wm

€))

After encoding the conditions rendered by the above states,
we obtain the state representations in the latent space,
which are denoted by x%m. . for Z9v. M3n. . x%m for

W, [T W, Q3T W, 3T

I M@y, and 77 for I3, M. Besides, we con-

struct latent weights w&m wém through sequential mask

X0 Vg
concatenation, and employ WS";;T to handle residual un-

covered areas, which ensures complete spatial coverage
while maintaining normalized weight distribution across all
states. Given the pre-trained noise predictor of the camera-
controlled video generation model ey(-), we fuse the pre-
diction results of state representations at each step of the
denoising loop to perform multi-state representation con-
straint sampling, which can be represented as

2, — wl@m Qm Qm Qm
€ = Wi €0(Z, X3, t) + Wit eg(ze, X007, 1)

m—1
(10)
+ Z W]fQ;,;:"Gg(Zt, xj?;”,t).
3=0

We can further get the denoised output z;_, s similar to the
standard diffusion generation process shown in Eq. (5).

Intuitive Illustration. We further elaborate on the effec-
tiveness of the proposed world state constraints sampling
from the perspective of the conditional distribution of the
video diffusion model. As shown in the left part of Fig. 4,
the previous camera-controlled video generation models
only utilize one single state IPS; from the input monocular
video, for guiding the diffusion sampling, which can be rep-
resented as

Z9m ~ pp(Z9m|PY, Qm), P € CO. (11)

Since the projection results obtained by state IP$; at differ-
ent target poses are different, and the sampling processes
are independent of each other, the condition distributions
corresponding to different target poses are unsynchronized,
which in turn leads to 3D inconsistency in the generated
time-synchronized multi-view videos. Conversely, our pro-
posed method constructs the world state hyperspace as de-
scribed above, and then fuses the conditional distributions

corresponding to these world states during the video gen-
eration process for each target pose, thereby obtaining the
sampling results constrained by the hyperspace, as shown in
the right part of Fig. 4. Furthermore, due to the self-iterative
property of the hyperspace, our time-synchronized multi-
view video sampling process is autoregressive, namely

IO ~ pp(T9m ¢, 8 1 Q)
= po(Z9" [ 0y = oy U{PS 1. Q).

12)

where szfz is related to Z%9°, ..., 792 and Pgm_l is re-
lated to Z@m-1. Since we construct the incremental state
hyperspace corresponding to the identical 4D scene, and
utilize the hyperspace to jointly constrain the sampling tra-
jectory of video generation, we can achieve 3D-consistent
time-synchronized multi-view 4D videos.

4. Experiments

4.1. Experimental Details

Dataset. We evaluate our method on our collected 30
monocular videos, which include 20 monocular videos in
the wild from DAVIS [27], and 10 monocular videos gener-
ated by the Kling video generation model [19]. Each video
contains 49 frames with a resolution of 384 x 672. For
original videos that are too long, we will truncate and ex-
tract frames. For the monocular videos with wide camera
trajectories filmed in the wild, we utilize the fixed inter-
nal perspective of the videos for inference, which are called
Interval-View Scenes. For the monocular videos with rela-
tively static camera trajectories generated by the video gen-
eration model, we provide the fixed external perspectives
for inference, which are called External-View Scenes. Be-
sides, top-10 cases are extracted through the MEt3R scores
of TrajectoryCrafter [48], which are called Hard Scenes.
See more dataset details in the Appendix.
Implementation. We utilize TrajectoryCrafter [48] as
the video generation model of our method. The diffusion
sampling step is set to 30, and the Classifier-Free Guid-
ance (CFG) scale is set to 6.0, which is consistent to Tra-
jectoryCrafter. For both Interval-View and External-View
Scenes, we extract five perspectives of [0, 12,24, 36, 48] as
our target poses. The code is based on PyTorch and CUDA
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12.1. Experiments are conducted on 48GB 4090. The com-
putational time cost is around 10 minutes per target view.
See more implementation details in the Appendix.

Metrics. We utilize VBench [16] to evaluate the qual-
ity of generated videos, including Subject Consistency,
Background Consistency, Motion Smoothness, Temporal
Flickering, Aesthetic Quality, and Imaging Quality. Fur-
thermore, we utilize the multi-view 3D consistency met-
ric MEt3R [2] to evaluate the 3D consistency of generated
videos on different sequential pair-wise target views at the
same timestamp. See more details of metrics in the Ap-
pendix.

Baselines. We adopt camera-controlled video generation
models and multi-view videos generation models with point
cloud rendering input as baselines for fair comparisons, i.e.,
ViewCrafter [49], Reangle-A-Video [17], EX-4D [15], and
TrajectoryCrafter [48], most of which are recently released
state-of-the-art methods. See more details for the reproduc-
tion of baselines in the Appendix.

4.2. Comparisons with Other Methods

Quantitative comparisons with other methods. The
quantitative experimental results compared to other meth-
ods are shown in Tab. 1. We can see that our method
achieves significant improvements in 3D consistency, i.e.,
MEt3R [2], while also outperforming other methods in
most metrics of video generation quality, i.e., VBench [16].
Specifically, our proposed method achieves 15.28% im-

Figure 5. Qualitative comparisons with other methods (TrajectoryCrafter [48], EX-4D [15], Reangle-A-Video [17], ViewCrafter [49]).
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provement of 3D consistency compared to the state-of-the-
art method TrajectoryCrafter [48]. Meanwhile, our method
achieves 11.38% and 13.17% improvements of subject con-
sistency and imaging quality, respectively, compared to the
prevailing time-synchronized multi-view videos generation
method Reangle-A-Video [17]. Furthermore, we also eval-
uate the performance of all methods under different scene-
splits, i.e., hard scenes, internal-view scenes, and external-
view scenes, which are reported in the Appendix.

Qualitative comparisons with other methods. Qual-
itative results are visualized in Fig. 5, showing selected
views [0, 24, 48] and timestamps [0, 24, 48] for each scene
in a 3 x 3 grid for each method. Horizontal inspection
reveals temporal variations within a single view, while
vertical alignment assesses 3D consistency across views
at each timestamp. The state-of-the-art method Trajecto-
ryCrafter [48] exhibits dynamic content mismatches and 3D
inconsistencies across views, attributed to its lack of world
state hyperspace guidance during sampling, as discussed in
Secs. | and 3. Other methods [15, 17] fail to generate plau-
sible content due to fixed mask-gradually-variation patterns
or unsuitability for dynamic scenarios [49]. In contrast, our
method constructs an incremental world state hyperspace
and employs hyperspace-guided sampling, enabling tempo-
rally synchronized multi-view video generation with high
visual fidelity and robust 3D consistency. Additional qual-
itative results with extended views and timestamps are pro-
vided in the Appendix.



Table 2. Quantitative ablation results. I.S.H. means Incremental State Hyperspace. H.G.S. means Hyperspace Guided Sampling.

Settings AALHELL
All Scenes Hard Scenes Internal-View Scenes External-View Scenes
Ours 0.1635 (+0.00%) 0.2611 (+0.00%) 0.1818 (+0.00%) 0.1268  (+0.00%)
Ours w/o .S H. 0.1748 (-6.91%) 0.2641 (-1.15%) 0.1828  (-0.55%) 0.1589  (-25.32%)
Ours w/o H.G.S. 0.1870 (-14.37%) 0.3269 (-25.20%) 0.2187 (-20.30%) 0.1237  (+2.44%)
Ours w/o I.S.H., w/o H.G.S. || 0.2136 (-30.64%) 0.3421 (-31.02%) 0.2291 (-26.02%) 0.1826 (-44.01%)

Figure 6. Relationship between timestamp and MEt3R/|. Our

method demonstrates higher 3D consistency across timestamps
compared to other methods.

4.3. Performance Analysis

Does ChronosObserver maintain 3D consistency at ev-
ery timestamp? We provide a comprehensive evaluation
of 3D consistency across timestamps as shown in Fig. 6,
where 3D consistency is measured by the MEt3R [2] (lower
is better) and averaged by different scenes and views. The
results demonstrate that our method (red line) consistently
maintains more stable consistencies over the entire times-
tamps compared to the prevailing methods. The MEt3R
curve of our proposed method remains persistently lower
and exhibits less fluctuation over time than the trend of the
other models. The consistent outperformance demonstrates
that our method effectively preserves 3D consistency across
timestamps. This robustness highlights the state-of-the-art
capability of our method in generating time-synchronized
multi-view videos, while prevailing methods exhibit signifi-
cant fluctuations and 3D inconsistencies across timestamps.

Can ChronosObserver handle large areas of missing
visual information? We visualize the missing visual infor-
mation ratio and ME(t3R [2] (lower is better) for each scene
as shown in Fig. 7, where the ratio is computed using the
rendering mask of TrajectoryCrafter [48], which can indi-
cate the difficulty of generating visual content for different
scenarios in terms of co-visibility between viewpoints. Our
method exhibits a lower overall trend of MEt3R across var-
ious scenarios, i.e., better 3D consistency. Furthermore, the
superiority of our proposed method becomes substantially
more pronounced as the missing ratio increases. Specifi-
cally, the MEt3R trendlines of most prevailing methods ex-
hibit a sharper positive slope than ours at high missing ra-
tios, indicating more rapid degradation of other methods in
3D consistency compared to our method. The significant
performance gap under conditions of severe information de-
ficiency demonstrates the robustness of our method to vari-

Figure 7. Relationship between missing visual information ra-
tio and MEt3R|. Our method is more effective than other meth-
ods in scenarios where more visual information is missing.

B ChronosObserver (Ours)
Bmm TrajectoryCrafter
| mm EX-4D
Reangle-A-Video
mmm ViewCrafter

o o o
N N w
1) G S

MEt3R (Lower is Better)

o
i
o

0.10 -

View 0-12

View 12-24 View 24-36 View 36-48

Figure 8. Relationship between viewpoints and MEt3R| on
external-view scenes. Our method achieves better 3D consistency
and stability across extrapolated viewpoints.

ous scenarios and highlights its effectiveness in generating
3D-consistent visual content, which is a key challenge that
existing methods struggle with.

Exploration of ChronosObserver on the extrapola-
tion ability. We visualize the pair-wise viewpoints and
MEC(3R [2] (lower is better) on the external-view scenes as
shown in Fig. 8. We can notice that our method achieves an
overall better 3D consistency across pair-wise viewpoints
compared to other methods. Furthermore, as the degree
of extrapolation increases, i.e., the view number increases,
although some methods [15, 48] show a positive correla-
tion with 3D inconsistency, our method demonstrates better
stability and robustness in generating 3D-consistent visual
content for extrapolation scenarios.

Ablations of ChronosObserver. Detailed ablation stud-
ies are conducted to evaluate the contributions of Incremen-
tal State Hyperspace (I.S.H.) and Hyperspace Guided Sam-
pling (H.G.S.) across different scene splits, i.e., hard scenes,
internal-view scenes, and external-view scenes. The quan-
titative results of ablations are presented in Tab. 2. The
first row demonstrates the performance of our full model



Table 3. Exploration on static state, which provides steady improvements in generation quality.

Settings 3D Consistency VBench
& MEt3R| Subjectf Background? Motiont Temporalf Aesthetict Imaging?
Ours w/ Static State 0.1635 0.9365 0.9582 0.9918 0.9834 0.5598 0.6332
Ours w/o Static State 0.1787 0.9235 0.9482 0.9885 0.9770 0.5682 0.6144
Input Video Table 4. Comparisons on computational time.

Figure 9. Qualitative comparisons of the ablations. I1.S.H.
means Incremental State Hyperspace. H.G.S. means Hyperspace
Guided Sampling.

(Ours). Rows 2-3 validate the individual effectiveness of
both I.S.H. and H.G.S., as removing either component re-
sults in a measurable performance drop. When both com-
ponents are ablated simultaneously (last row), a substan-
tial performance decline of —30.64% is observed on All
Scenes. This cumulative degradation indicates that I.S.H.
and H.G.S. offer complementary strengths, and their syn-
ergistic integration is critical for ensuring robust 3D con-
sistency in multi-view video generation. The qualitative
results of ablations are presented in Fig. 9. We can observe
that I.S.H. plays a significant role in promoting 3D consis-
tency across different views at the same timestamp and in
extrapolating visual content. Furthermore, H.G.S. promotes
the guidance of states in the hyperspace for the diffusion
sampling process, while removing H.G.S. significantly de-
grades the visual content generation. Moreover, removing
both components simultaneously results in an even more se-
vere degradation in generation quality.

Exploration of Static State. Quantitative results of an
ablation study investigating the role of base static state Pg,
within our pipeline are shown in Tab. 3, which indicates that
the incorporation of static state yields an overall and steady
improvement of generation quality. Qualitative results are
provided in Fig. 10. As demonstrated in Sec. 3, the base
static state of the dynamic scene is important for generat-
ing temporally coherent backgrounds, effectively mitigating
structural ambiguities. As shown in the bottom-right corner
of the scene presented in Fig. 10, the regions affected by
the static state exhibit better static-region visual structural
stability compared to the ablated variant.

Computational Time Cost. The computational time

3D Consistency Time/View
REp MEGR/ Hours)
Reangle-A-Video [17] 0.2342 ~0.6756
ChronosObserver (Ours) 0.1635 ~0.1676

Input Video

Figure 10. Exploration of static state, which shows the effect of
improving the stability of static background generation.

cost compared with the state-of-the-art multi-view video
generation method Reangle-A-Video [17] is shown in
Tab. 4. We randomly selected one scene each from internal-
view scenes and external-view scenes for testing. Note that
Reangle-A-Video [17] enables gradient checkpointing due
to the limitation of VRAM, and the total time of Reangle-A-
Video [17] is supplemented by the time of MegaSAM [22]
(although relatively short). Then, we divided the total time
by the number of target views and reported it as Time/View
as shown in Tab. 4, where we further supplement MEt3R
for reference. We can notice that, although our method is
training-free, it not only requires less time than the state-
of-the-art method of time-synchronized multi-view videos
generation, but also achieves better generation results.

5. Conclusion

We propose ChronosObserver, a training-free method for
time-synchronized multi-view videos generation, which in-
cludes World State Hyperspace for incrementally modeling
the spatiotemporal constraints of a 4D world scenario, and
Hyperspace Guided Sampling for utilizing the constraints
within the hyperspace to control the sampling trajectories
of the pre-trained camera-controlled video diffusion model,
thereby achieving 3D-consistent and high-fidelity results.
The limitation of our method is its dependence on
the accuracy of monocular depth estimation and depth
completion, a challenge it shares with other methods
that rely on monocular depth estimates to achieve frame
warping constraints for guiding video diffusion sampling.
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A. Additional Experimental Results
A.1. Video and Website

We provide additional experimental results in the https:
/ / icvteam . github . io / ChronosObserver .
html. We highly recommend watching them.

A.2. More Quantitative Results

More quantitative results compared to other methods.
We evaluate the performance of different methods un-
der different scene-splits, i.e., hard scenes, internal-view
scenes, and external-view scenes, as shown in the Tab. 5. It
can be observed that in most scenarios, our method achieves
the best or second-best video generation quality. More im-
portantly, our approach consistently attains the highest level
of 3D consistency across different settings, significantly
outperforming other approaches. This demonstrates the ro-
bustness and effectiveness of our proposed method.

More quantitative analysis of ablations. Similar to the
3D consistency analysis conducted in the main manuscript
across the temporal dimension, we additionally provide an
analysis of 3D consistency at different timestamps for the
ablations as shown in Fig. 11. It can be observed that ablat-
ing either I.S.H. (Incremental State Hyperspace) or H.G.S.
(Hyperspace Guided Sampling) leads to an apparent degra-
dation in overall 3D consistency across timestamps, while
the joint ablation of both components results in further dete-
rioration of 3D consistency across timestamps. This further
demonstrates that the enhancement in 3D consistency pro-
vided by our proposed method is manifested throughout the
entire generated video sequence, thereby underscoring the
effectiveness of our proposed method.

A.3. More Qualitative Results

More qualitative results compared to other methods. We
provide more qualitative results compared to other methods
shown in Fig. 12 for the internal-view scenes and Fig. 13 for
the external-view scenes. More qualitative results of com-
parisons with other methods are provided in the demo video
and the local static website of the Supplementary Mate-
rials. Similar to the main manuscript, qualitative results
are visualized showing selected views [0, 12, 24, 36, 48] and
timestamps [0, 12, 24, 36, 48] for each scene in a 5 x 5
grid for each method. Horizontal inspection reveals tem-
poral variations within a single view, while vertical align-
ment assesses 3D consistency across views at each times-
tamp. The state-of-the-art method TrajectoryCrafter [48]
exhibits noticeable dynamic content mismatches and 3D
inconsistencies across different viewpoints. These limita-
tions stem primarily from the absence of world state hy-
perspace guidance during the sampling process, as ana-
lyzed in the main manuscript. Without such guidance,
the model fails to maintain a coherent world scene rep-
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resentation over time, leading to visible artifacts and ge-
ometric misalignments across different viewpoints. Other
baseline approaches, including Reangle-A-Video [17] and
EX-4D [15], also struggle to produce convincing multi-
view dynamic content. They rely on fixed mask-gradual-
variation patterns that lack adaptability to complex scene
dynamics. while ViewCrafter [49] is fundamentally de-
signed for static scenes, making it unsuitable for gener-
ating temporally coherent video content in dynamic set-
tings. In contrast, our method introduces an incremental
world state hyperspace construction process, coupled with
hyperspace guided sampling, which ensures that the gen-
erated time-synchronized multi-view videos remain consis-
tent across all views at each timestamp, thereby achieving
time-synchronized multi-view videos generation with high
visual fidelity and significantly improved 3D consistency
compared to existing methods.

More qualitative results of our method. We pro-
vide the visualization of the generated time-synchronized
multi-view videos from our proposed ChronosObserver in
Fig. 14 and Fig. 15. More qualitative results of the gen-
erated time-synchronized multi-view videos from our pro-
posed ChronosObserver are provided in the demo video and
the local static website of the Supplementary Materials.

B. Additional Details
B.1. Dataset Details

We evaluate our method on a collected dataset of 30 monoc-
ular video sequences, comprising 20 real-world videos
from DAVIS [27] and 10 generated videos by the Kling
model [19]. Each video is preprocessed to contain 49
frames at a resolution of 384 x 672, with longer original
videos being truncated and frames extracted accordingly.
The dataset is fundamentally divided into two categories
based on camera motion characteristics. Interval-View
Scenes refer to real-world videos from DAVIS [27] with
relatively wide camera trajectories, for which inference is
performed using the fixed internal perspective of the orig-
inal viewpoints. External-View Scenes consist of gener-
ated videos from Kling [19] with relatively static camera
trajectories, where extrapolated external perspectives are
provided for inference. Note that we directly utilize the
generated videos from the Kling [19] website. Addition-
ally, to evaluate performance under challenging conditions,
a subset termed Hard Scenes is split by selecting the top-
10 cases ranked by the MEt3R [2] scores obtained from the
state-of-the-art method TrajectoryCrafter [48].

B.2. Implementation Details

Our implementation utilizes TrajectoryCrafter [48] served
as the foundational camera-controlled video generation
model. The diffusion sampling process is configured with
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Table 5. More Detailed quantitative comparison results.

Metrics 3D Consistency VBench
MEt3R] Subject! Background? MotionT Temporalf Aesthetict Imaging?
All Scenes
ViewCrafter [49] 0.3086 0.9038 0.9403 0.9792 0.9829 0.4907 0.5909
Reangle-A-Video [17] 0.2342 0.8408 0.9070 0.9788 0.9583 0.5303 0.5595
EX-4D [15] 0.2514 0.8267 0.8935 0.9881 0.9769 0.4873 0.5546
TrajectoryCrafter [48] 0.1930 0.9238 0.9475 0.9886 0.9773 0.5660 0.6149
ChronosObserver (Ours) 0.1635 0.9365 0.9582 0.9918 0.9834 0.5598 0.6332
Hard Scenes
ViewCrafter [49] 0.4455 0.8371 0.9113 0.9668 0.9726 0.4528 0.5320
Reangle-A-Video [17] 0.3511 0.6655 0.8251 0.9541 0.9136 0.5133 0.4733
EX-4D [15] 0.4011 0.6842 0.8399 0.9823 0.9653 0.4388 0.4392
TrajectoryCrafter [48] 0.3171 0.8557 0.9145 0.9791 0.9605 0.5441 0.5133
ChronosObserver (Ours) 0.2611 0.8964 0.9470 0.9891 0.9800 0.5213 0.5606
Internal-View Scenes
ViewCrafter [49] 0.3117 0.8871 0.9266 0.9736 0.9784 0.4642 0.5518
Reangle-A-Video [17] 0.2623 0.7925 0.8778 0.9728 0.9454 0.5076 0.5107
EX-4D [15] 0.2760 0.7875 0.8704 0.9876 0.9735 0.4326 0.4995
TrajectoryCrafter [48] 0.2096 0.9076 0.9317 0.9868 0.9725 0.5194 0.5850
ChronosObserver (Ours) 0.1818 0.9274 0.9486 0.9919 0.9823 0.5060 0.6113
External-View Scenes
ViewCrafter [49] 0.3025 0.9373 0.9676 0.9904 0.9918 0.5436 0.6692
Reangle-A-Video [17] 0.1780 0.9375 0.9653 0.9907 0.9841 0.5758 0.6570
EX-4D [15] 0.2023 0.9052 0.9397 0.9891 0.9838 0.5966 0.6647
TrajectoryCrafter [48] 0.1597 0.9562 0.9791 0.9921 0.9868 0.6591 0.6747
ChronosObserver (Ours) 0.1268 0.9547 0.9772 0.9916 0.9856 0.6674 0.6770

30 denoising steps and the CFG scale of 6.0. For both
Interval-View and External-View scenes, we uniformly
sample five target viewpoints corresponding to indices [0,
12, 24, 36, 48] from the camera trajectory with 49 view-
points to evaluate multi-view 3D consistency. Our method
also follows the order of inferring based on the indices of
viewpoints. Since there are currently few depth completion
tools for videos, we utilize a recently released image depth
completion tool called Prior Depth Anything (PDA) [38] in
conjunction with flow-based inter-frame smoothing to im-
plement the incremental construction of world states based
on the generated videos. The pattern of PDA is set to
500. Besides, the initial incremental state related to the
auxiliary reference (Jp is obtained through the re-running
of MegaSAM [22], while other incremental states utilize
the PDA [38]. TSDF [50] is implemented using Open3D.
The framework is implemented in PyTorch and runs on
CUDA 12.1, with experiments conducted on an NVIDIA
RTX 4090 GPU with 48GB of VRAM.

B.3. Experimental Details

We provide additional details regarding the experimental
setup for the ablations. When performing H.G.S. ablation,
we directly project the states in the hyperspace indepen-
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dently to obtain the corresponding rendered video, which
is then used as the condition for sampling. The feature fu-
sion weights are calculated as scalars based on mask ratios.
Furthermore, for the ablation of the Static State, we supple-
ment the weights of the denoised output of the base dynamic
state due to the elimination of the base static state, for the
residual uncovered areas.

B.4. Metrics Details

VBench. We utilize VBench [16] to evaluate the quality
of generated videos, including Subject Consistency, Back-
ground Consistency, Motion Smoothness, Temporal Flick-
ering, Aesthetic Quality, and Imaging Quality. Dynamic
Degree is excluded because this metric is less effective at
reflecting the quality of video generation for multi-view
videos generation. Since we select 5 viewpoints, each sce-
nario includes 5 evaluation results of VBench [16]. We cal-
culate the average of these metrics for each scenario, and
then average them across different scenarios to obtain the
final evaluation result.

MEt3R. We utilize MEt3R [2] to evaluate the 3D consis-
tency of generated videos from different viewpoints across
timestamps. Specifically, for each scenario, we compute
the MEt3R metric between every consecutive pair of view-
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Figure 11. Relationship between timestamp and MEt3R/ for
ablations.

points, i.e., 0-12, 12-24, 24-36, and 36-48, at each times-
tamp. The ME(3R result for a given scenario is then ob-
tained by averaging these values across both the tempo-
ral and viewpoint dimensions. So, it also enables addi-
tional performance analysis along the temporal and view-
point dimensions independently, as demonstrated in the
main manuscript. The overall MEt3R evaluation result is
derived by averaging the results across different scenarios.

B.5. Reproduction of Other Methods

In this section, we provide reproduction details of differ-
ent methods. In summary, we make necessary adjustments
during the reproduction process, such as aligning the coor-
dinates of poses. Furthermore, the specific details of the
different methods are described below.

ViewCrafter. Since ViewCrafter [49] supports the res-
olution of 576 x 1024 with 25 frames, we first resize the
rendered image to the corresponding resolution and perform
frame extraction after warping. After obtaining the gener-
ated result, we then resize it to the original resolution and
pad it to 49 frames for subsequent evaluation. Note that
although ViewCrafter [49] forces the first frame of the ren-
dered result to be the original image, namely, the first pose
of the camera trajectory remains consistent with the original
frame, we deactivate this manual operation due to the task
settings for multi-view videos generation.

Reangle-A-Video. Since Reangle-A-Video [17] sup-
ports the resolution of 480 x 720, and the running process
will automatically resize images to the corresponding reso-
lution, we resize it to the original resolution after obtain-
ing the generated result for subsequent evaluation. Note
that since Reangle-A-Video [17] does not release the code
of static-view transport generation, we make necessary ad-
justments to its existing dynamic camera control generation
code to ensure it runs successfully.

EX-4D. Similar to ViewCrafter [49], EX-4D [15] also
forces the first frame of the rendered result to be the orig-
inal image from the input monocular video in its running
process, namely, the first pose of the camera trajectory re-
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mains consistent with the original first frame. We deactivate
this manual operation due to the task settings for multi-view
videos generation.

TrajectoryCrafter. We set the CFG of Trajecto-
ryCrafter [48] to 6.0 and the sampling steps to 30, which
is the same as our method. Furthermore, we make addi-
tional improvements to its pose construction and implement
PyTorch-based image warping, all within the same settings
as our method to ensure a fair comparison.
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Figure 12. Qualitative comparisons with other methods of the internal-view scenes.

15



TrajectoryCrafter

EX-4D

Reangle-A-Video §

ViewCrafter

Figure 13. Qualitative comparisons with other methods of the external-view scenes.
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Monocular Input Video

Figure 14. Generated time-synchrosized multi-view videos from our method.
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Figure 15. Generated time-synchrosized multi-view videos from our method.
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