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Abstract

Recent image diffusion transformers achieve high-fidelity
generation, but struggle to generate images beyond these
scales, suffering from content repetition and quality degra-
dation. In this work, we present Ultralmage, a principled
framework that addresses both issues. Through frequency-
wise analysis of positional embeddings, we identify that
repetition arises from the periodicity of the dominant fre-
quency, whose period aligns with the training resolution.
We introduce a recursive dominant frequency correction to
constrain it within a single period after extrapolation. Fur-
thermore, we find that quality degradation stems from di-
luted attention and thus propose entropy-guided adaptive
attention concentration, which assigns higher focus factors
to sharpen local attention for fine detail and lower ones
to global attention patterns to preserve structural consis-
tency. Experiments show that Ultralmage consistently out-
performs prior methods on Qwen-Image and Flux (around
4K) across three generation scenarios, reducing repetition
and improving visual fidelity. Moreover, Ultralmage can
generate images up to 6K x 6K without low-resolution guid-
ance from a training resolution of 1328p, demonstrating its
extreme extrapolation capability. Project page is available
at https://thu-ml.github.io/ultraimage. github.io/.

1. Introduction

Building upon the expressive power of image diffusion
transformers [1, 27], recent advances in text-to-image gen-
eration [6, 29, 38, 40, 41] have enabled high-fidelity image
synthesis. Despite these advances, these models still strug-
gle to generate ultra-resolution images beyond their trained
spatial scale [22, 39, 48], a task we refer to as resolution
extrapolation. This capability is critical for practical appli-
cations such as large-format printing, high-resolution con-
tent creation, and detailed visual simulations, where gener-
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ating images at scales larger than the training resolution is
required.

To investigate the challenges of resolution extrapolation
in image diffusion transformers, we first conduct experi-
ments on two representative models, Flux [22] and Qwen-
Image [39]. We identify two typical failure modes: con-
tent repetition, where visual elements repeat periodically
across the image, and quality degradation, where fine de-
tails are blurred. Existing positional extrapolation meth-
ods either fail to mitigate repetition or reduce repetition at
the cost of introducing over-smoothed textures. We argue
that these failures stem from an incomplete understanding
of frequency components in position encoding, leading to
flawed modifications or targeting incorrect frequencies.

In this paper, we establish a principled guideline for
which frequency components should be modified and how
to modify them. Through systematic analysis, we find that
the high-frequency component, with short period, primarily
governs local textures, and interpolating it leads to blurring.
The low-frequency component has minimal impact. In con-
trast, the mid-band frequency—whose period is comparable
to the training resolution—controls global structure; we re-
fer to it as dominant frequency. By ensuring that the domi-
nant frequency remain within a single period after extrapo-
lation, repetition can be effectively mitigated. Furthermore,
due to dynamic-resolution training, some models may con-
tain multiple dominant frequencies near the training reso-
lution. To address this, we apply a recursive dominant fre-
quency correction procedure to the dominant frequency un-
til repetition is resolved.

To address the second challenge, quality degradation,
our analysis finds that the observed blurring stems from
flattened attention distributions that dilute focus. Apply-
ing a single global focus factor sharpens local details but
disrupts long-range dependencies, creating a trade-off be-
tween fine textures and structural consistency. This trade-
off arises from the functional specialization of attention pat-
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Figure 1. Generated results of Ultralmage. Starting from the base Qwen-Image model trained at 1328p resolution, Ultralmage can
generate high-quality images up to 6K x 6K without any low-resolution guidance, demonstrating its extreme extrapolation capability. All

prompts used in this paper are provided in the Appendix.

terns: global patterns (high-entropy) require lower focus
factor to preserve structural coherence, while local patterns
(low-entropy) benefit from higher focus factor to enhance
fine details. To resolve this, we propose an entropy-guided
adaptive concentration strategy, which assigns a distinct fo-
cus factor to each attention pattern based on its entropy.
Furthermore, to handle high-resolution images, we imple-
ment a custom Triton kernel that computes the softmax in a
block-wise, online fashion, avoiding out-of-memory issues
while dynamically applying the pattern-specific focus.

Extensive experiments on Flux [22] and Qwen-
Image [39] demonstrate the effectiveness of Ultralmage.
Our method consistently outperforms state-of-the-art base-
lines [4, 5, 8, 11, 28] across almost all metrics including
FID, KID, and CLIP score around 4K, in three generation
scenarios—direct resolution extrapolation, guided resolu-
tion extrapolation, and guided view extrapolation. Quali-
tative results further confirm that Ultralmage reduces repe-

tition and improves visual fidelity, validating its practical-
ity for generating ultra-resolution outputs beyond the train-
ing scale. Moreover, Ultralmage can generate images up to
6K x 6K from a training resolution of 1328p, demonstrating
its extreme extrapolation capability.

2. Background

Rotary position embedding (RoPE) in image diffusion
transformers. RoPE [36] is a widely adopted method in
transformers for encoding relative positional information.
RoPE works by rotating pairs of feature dimensions accord-
ing to their positions, effectively introducing structured,
position-dependent modulation. For a one-dimensional se-
quence, given an input vector x € RY at position p, the



embedding is computed as
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where j = 1,...,d"/2, 8 € R¥/2 defines the frequency
for each dimension, and b controls the base of the exponen-
tial schedule §; = b=20U~1)/4"_ For images with height and
width, existing works use two independent RoPE embed-
dings: one along the height axis with frequencies 67, and
one along the width axis with frequencies 6;" [22, 39]. Each
axis applies the standard single-axis RoPE, and the resulting
embeddings are concatenated to obtain the final positional
encoding.

Attention mechanism. Given an input image with
height H and width W, let Q, K € REWXDP and V ¢
RHWXD" denote the queries, keys, and values after RoPE.
The attention logits, scores, and output are then computed
as

S
_ T —
S=QK , P= softmax(\/»), O=PV, (2

where § € REW>HW jg the attention logits, P stores the
pairwise similarities between queries and keys, and O €
RHW D" ig the final attended output.

Length extrapolation in image generation. Extend-
ing sequence lengths in transformers is challenging due
to positional encoding limitations. Position Interpolation
(PD) [8] rescales RoPE frequencies to match the target se-
quence length, ' = 6/s, where s = L'/L and L,
L’ is the sequence length for training and inference, re-
spectively. NTK-Aware Scaled RoPE (NTK) [4, 48] ad-
justs the base frequency b for all dimensions to extrap-
olate high-frequency components while interpolate low-
frequency ones:

ONTK = (\p) 720D/ N = 5 @/=2) 5 =1 d' /2.
3)
YaRN [28] further refines this via frequency-wise grouping
and gradual interpolation—extrapolation. For images, these
adjustments can be applied independently along height and
width, termed Vision NTK and Vision YaRN [25].

In early U-Net-based image generation, extending the
spatial resolution often leads to object repetition due to the
limited convolutional receptive field [14]. Methods such as
ScaleCrafter [14] or DemoFusion [10] incorporating global
perceptive layers have been proposed to enlarge the effec-
tive receptive field and mitigate repetition. Further analy-
sis in FouriScale attribute repetitive artifacts to frequency
misalignment across scales [18], highlighting challenges in
naive length extrapolation. Recent transformer-based ap-
proaches leverage low-resolution cues for high-resolution
synthesis, e.g., I-Max [11] and HiFlow [5] project or guide

high-resolution flows using low-resolution information, en-
abling training-free or guided super-resolution. These
methods focus on external guidance, whereas the intrin-
sic extrapolation ability of image diffusion transformers re-
mains underexplored. Recent work on video length extrap-
olation [46] closely aligns with our finding in image gener-
ation. See more work in the related work section in supple-
mentary materials.

3. Problem Setting and Challenges
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Figure 2. Challenges of resolution extrapolation in image dif-
fusion transformers. Top row: Flux (training resolution with
20482). Bottom row: Qwen-Image (training resolution 1328p).
Both models exhibit typical failure modes: content repetition and
quality degradation at higher resolutions.

In this paper, we address the task of resolution extrap-
olation for image diffusion transformers. Given a model
trained on a resolution A x w, the goal is to enable it to
generate high-quality and spatially coherent images beyond
its trained spatial scale, at larger resolutions H x W, with-
out any re-training. We define the extrapolation ratios as
sp = H/h and s,, = W/w, where sp, > 1,8, > 1.

When directly applying diffusion transformers such as
Flux [22] and Qwen-Image [39] beyond their training res-
olution, we identify two typical failure modes (see Fig. 2).
The first is content repetition, where visual content repeats
periodically across regions. The second is quality degra-
dation, where texture fidelity declines and images become
overly blurred, The second is quality degradation, where
texture fidelity declines and images become overly blurred,
especially under large extrapolation. In the following sec-
tions, we analyze and address them separately.

4. Understanding and Solving Repetition from
Positional Encoding

In this section, we first focus on the problem of spatial
repetition, analyzing its origin from positional encoding in
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Figure 3. Cause of content repetition. Left: (a) Height extrapolation baselines. (b) High-frequency interpolation blurs local textures. (c)
The mid-band dominant frequency, whose period aligns with the training height h, governs global structure and introduces repetition. (d)
Low-frequency components have minimal effect. Right: Validation: repetition appears when the extrapolated height H (e) exceeds the

dominant period T}, and disappears when H < T} (f,g).

Sec. 4.1 and then proposing a frequency-based solution in
Sec. 4.2 to solve it.

4.1. Frequency Analysis of RoPE in Image Diffusion
Transformers

FAMILY TREE

Figure 4. Failure modes of existing positional extrapolation.
NTK suffers from repetition during extrapolation, while PI reduces
it but causes over-smoothed textures. In contrast, our method
mitigates repetition without sacrificing image fidelity by correctly
identifying and adjusting the relevant frequency components.

Inspired by advances in language models, prior works
have attempted to mitigate spatial repetition by modifying
positional encodings [11, 25, 48]. For example, NTK alle-
viates repetition via frequency scaling, while PI interpolates
all RoPE components for structural preservation. However,
as shown in Fig. 4, NTK still shows noticeable repetition,
and PI introduces over-smoothed textures similar to those
in Sec. 3. We argue that these issues stem from targeting in-
correct components or modifying them improperly, which

leads to suboptimal results. In this paper, we aim to estab-

lish a principled guideline by answering two key questions:

1. Which frequencies in RoPE are primarily responsible for
governing image structure and causing repetition?

2. How should these specific frequencies be adjusted to
mitigate repetition while preserving image fidelity?

The role of each frequency component. To answer the
above questions, we analyze different RoPE frequency
components by interpolating one component at a time along
a spatial dimension (e.g., height), where 67 is scaled by
1/sp. As shown in Fig. 3, different frequency compo-
nents control visual features at different scales. The
High-frequency component primarily affects local tex-
tures—interpolating it causes blurring but preserves over-
all layout (Fig. 3b). The low-frequency components have
negligible impact when modified (Fig. 3d). In contrast, the
mid-band frequency governs global structure, and adjusting
it effectively eliminates content repetition (Fig. 3c). These
results indicate that spatial repetition mainly arises from the
mid-band frequency responsible for global structure.

We posit that these phenomena originate from a uni-
fied mechanism: the intrinsic periodicity of RoPE. As in-
troduced in Sec. 2, RoPE encodes spatial positions using
periodic functions cos(-) and sin(-), where each frequency
component ¢ corresponds to an intrinsic period

2
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Figure 5. Cause of quality degradation. Previous interpolation of a single high frequency (HF) in Fig. 3b leads to similar quality loss
during extrapolation. (a) Comparing attention maps (b) pre- and (c) post-interpolation, the distribution becomes significantly flattened.
Sharpening the attention in (d) restores the lost details, confirming that the degradation originates from reduced attention concentration.

When the relative positional distance exceeds this period,
the encoding becomes ambiguous:

cos(6)(p+T1")) = cos(8p), sin(8(p+T}")) = sin(6)'p).
)

Due to this periodicity, positions p and p + T* share iden-
tical encodings, leading the model to treat them as equiv-
alent and thus produce repeated content. This interpreta-
tion aligns with our observations: high-frequency compo-
nents (with short periods, Tih < h) control local textures;
low-frequency components (7" > h) remain unaffected;
and mid-band frequencies (T =~ h) govern global struc-
ture. Consequently, the structure-level repetition reported
in Sec. 3 emerges once the extrapolated height H exceeds
the intrinsic period of such a mid-band frequency.

Formally, we define the dominant frequency as the one
whose period is closest to the training height h:

kj, = argmin |T}* — h|. (6)

To avoid repetition, the dominant frequency must remain
within a single period during extrapolation, satisfying the
following non-repetition condition:

2w
'h < -
0, < IR @)

" > H,
As illustrated in Fig. 3e, settings where H > T,f ex-
hibit repetition, while H < T,? avoid it (Fig. 3f, g). Un-
der this perspective, NTK-based scaling fails to satisfy the
non-repetition condition in Eq. (7), thereby causing struc-
ture repetition; conversely, PI effectively amplifies high-
frequency components, leading instead to blurred images.

4.2. Recursive Dominant Frequency Correction

Building on the above analysis, we directly modify the
dominant frequencies for height and width as

2 w 2
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Empirically, this modification largely mitigates structure-
level repetition. However, in some models (e.g., Qwen-
Image), we observe a residual, weaker repetition with a
spatial period close to T}. We hypothesize that this arises
because dynamic-resolution training around 7} introduces
multiple frequency components that can align with the
training length, yielding several competing dominant fre-
quencies.

To address this, we propose a Recursive Dominant Fre-
quency Correction (RDFC), which iteratively adjusts the
dominant frequency until the remaining repetition is elimi-
nated and the dominant component is constrained within a
single period after extrapolation. The complete procedure
is summarized in Algorithm 1.

5. Understanding and Solving Quality Degra-
dation in Attention

With the content repetition artifacts resolved, we now ad-
dress the second key challenge identified in Sec. 3: quality
degradation.

Algorithm 1 Recursive Dominant Frequency Correction

Require: Training resolution (h, w), frequencies {6, 6}
in RoPE, target resolution (H, W)

1: Initialize observed repetition period Ny, <— h, N, < w
2: while N, < H or N, < W do © Repetition persists
3 fori=1to % do

4 Th 2 Tw — 27
5
6

i =g I = gu > Compute period
end for
: kp = argmin; [T — Ny|, k, = argmin; [T —
Ny | > Identify dominant frequency
OF 2%, Op 2% & Correct dominant
frequency
8: Detect new repetition period Ny, Ny,

9: end while

~
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Figure 6. Trade-off in attention concentration. Increasing the
focus factor A (e.g., 1.1) during extrapolation sharpens attention
and enhances details, but further increase (e.g., 1.2) leads to spatial
inconsistencies despite higher sharpness.

5.1. Analyzing Quality Degradation in Attention

Comparing the one-dimensional static attention scores be-
fore and after interpolation (Fig. 5) reveals a noticeably
flatter distribution. To quantify this effect, we introduce a
global focus factor A (an inverse temperature) [19] applied
to the attention logits:

Si; =X Sij, ©)

where S;; denotes the original attention score and A > 1.
As shown in Fig. 5, sharpening with a larger A restores fine
details, confirming that the degradation stems from reduced
attention concentration.

We hypothesize that a similar flattening occurs during
resolution extrapolation, where the expanded token field di-
lutes attention weights. Indeed, applying a focus factor A
improves detail quality (Fig. 6); however, excessive sharp-
ening introduces new repetition artifacts and spatial incon-
sistency. This behavior can be explained by the attention
mechanism in Eq. (2): a flat distribution averages diverse
features, producing blur, while an overly sharp one restricts
long-range dependencies, breaking spatial coherence.

Visualizing multi-head attention further reveals distinct
functional roles: some heads capture global structure with
broad attention, while others focus on local textures. A sin-
gle global A therefore affects them unevenly—values that
benefit local attention pattern often over-concentrate global
ones (Fig. 7). To address this, we require an adaptive focus
factor A\, for each attention head «, assigning smaller val-
ues to global attention patterns to preserve consistency
and larger ones to local attention patterns to enhance
details.

5.2. Entropy-guided Adaptive Attention Concen-
tration

The design principle introduces two challenges: (1) quanti-
fying the dispersion of each attention pattern, and (2) map-
ping this metric to an appropriate focus factor \,. We mea-
sure dispersion using the Shannon entropy H,, which re-
flects how concentrated an attention distribution is—high

local

global

Figure 7. Effects of the focus factor on different attention pat-
terns. A single factor A may under-sharpen local attention (top)
but over-suppress global attention (bottom), disrupting structural
coherence and motivating adaptive focus for each pattern.

entropy indicates a global pattern, while low entropy cor-
responds to a local one. Specifically, for the a-th attention
pattern:

HW HW

1 (e (o3
Ho = — 5 Zl Zl Pjlog Py, (10)
=1 j=

where P* € RIWXHW iq the attention map and HW is
the number of query tokens.

To assign focus factors, we construct a function that in-
creases monotonically as entropy decreases, giving stronger
sharpening to more concentrated patterns:

P

Mo = Amin + O — Amin) (H) L ap
where Anin and A\pax are the lower and upper bounds of
scaling, and the exponent p controls the mapping curva-
ture—smaller p yields more aggressive sharpening of low-
entropy heads, while larger p provides smoother adjust-
ment. See more details in Appendix.

Empirically, we find that the functional role of each
attention head remains consistent across prompts and
timesteps, allowing us to determine pattern types and cor-
responding focus factors from a single diffusion step (re-
quiring only ~ 2% of total inference cost for 50 steps).

Triton-based implementation. The proposed method in-
troduces two practical challenges: (1) computing Eq. (10)
requires materializing the full attention map, which is
memory-prohibitive—e.g., a 4096 x 4096 token input yields
a 40K x 40K attention matrix, consuming over 80GB in



Algorithm 2 Entropy-Guided Adaptive Attention Concentration

Require: Bounds Amin, Amax, €xponent p. Matrices Q, K,V €
RN*? block size by, biy.
Stage 1: Entropy computation for the first denoising step

1: Initialize Hmin < +00, Hmax < —00

2: for each block-wise attention pattern o do
3. H, =Eq. 10 (softmax(QK ' /v/d));
4: Hpin min(Hmin, Ha);

5: Hpmax + max(Hmax, Ha);

6: Cache H,, ;

7: end for

8: for each block-wise attention pattern a do
9: Ao =Eq. 11 (cached Hq, o, Hmax, Hmin )
10: Cache A\, for later use

11: end for

Stage 2: Head-wise adaptive concentration

12: Divide @ into T3, = N/bg blocks {Q;}, and divide K, V
into T,, = N/by, blocks {K;} and {V;};

13: foriin[1, T},] do

14: forjin[1,7T,]do

15: 5! =QiK] ;

16: m? = max(m? ™!, rowmax(57)) ;

17: P’ = exp(S? —ml);

18: for each attention pattern o during generation do

19: Retrieve cached Aa 5 _
20: Scale attention map: P/ = Softmax (Ao x P7) ;
21: end for _

22: V= e T 7 + rowsum(P}) ;

23: 0l = diag(emrl_mz YOIt + PV ;

24: end for

25 Oy = diag(l™) 0™ ;
26: end for

27: return O = {O; };

bf16; (2) standard attention kernels do not support pattern-
dependent modification of attention logits.

To address these two challenges, we develop a custom
online softmax kernel in Triton. For the first challenge,
we adopt a block-wise streaming strategy (e.g., block size
by, = 128,b,, = 128) that computes attention scores in-

baseline +RDFC ‘ full version

Figure 8. Ablation studies. Our RDFC effectively mitigates im-
age repetition without compromising quality, while adaptive at-
tention concentration further enhances visual fidelity. See the Ap-
pendix for quantitative ablation studies.

crementally without materializing the full attention matrix,
ensuring memory efficiency. For the second challenge, our
Triton kernel supports head-wise dynamic scaling, where
each attention head retrieves its pre-computed focus fac-
tor A\, during computation. This implementation fully re-
alizes adaptive concentration with negligible overhead. The
full algorithm is shown in Algorithm 2.

6. Experiments
6.1. Setup

Experiment Setup. We evaluate Ultralmage under three
generation scenarios. (1) Direct resolution extrapolation
directly generates ultra-resolution images without any guid-
ance, testing the model’s ability to extrapolate beyond the
training resolution (4096 x 4096 for Qwen, 3600 x 3600
for Flux). (2) Guided resolution extrapolation follows
prior work [5, 11]: we first generate images at the train-
ing resolution (1024x1024), upsample them to the target
resolution with 3600x3600 on Flux), and use the upsam-
pled image as low-resolution guidance to generate the fi-
nal high-resolution output. (3) Guided view extrapolation
generates a 1024 x 1024 image at the training resolution and
places it at the center of a target resolution of 36003600 on
Flux, following the SDEdit [26], allowing the model to ex-
pand content around the central low-resolution image. See
more experimental details in the Appendix. The dominant
frequency k£ = 9 for Flux and k¥ = 8,9 for Qwen-Image.
Amin = 1.0, Apmax = 1.3, p = 2 for all models.

Evaluation. To evaluate image generation, we randomly
select 1K high-quality captions from LAION-5B cover-
ing diverse scenarios, following the general setup of prior
work [14]. We conduct evaluations on Qwen-Image [39]
and Flux models. Prompt-following ability is measured us-
ing the CLIP score [31], while overall image quality is as-
sessed via Frechet Inception Distance (FID) [15] and Ker-
nel Inception Distance (KID) [3]. The generated images
are compared against 10K high-quality real images from
LAION-5B [34].

6.2. Results

Main Results. Quantitative and qualitative comparisons
are presented in Tab. | and Fig. 9. Our method consistently
outperforms baselines across almost all metrics and tasks.
In direct resolution extrapolation, Ultralmage achieves sub-
stantial FID improvements of 113.41 over NTK and 41.31
over PI on Flux, demonstrating notable gains in visual fi-
delity and a significant reduction of repetition artifacts. In
guided resolution extrapolation, where low-resolution im-
ages are upsampled and used as guidance, our approach ef-
fectively improves image quality, surpassing prior methods
in FID, KID, and CLIP score. In guided view extrapola-



Table 1. Quantitative comparison across three generation scenarios. extra. denote extrapolation. All methods are evaluated at 4096 x
4096 on Qwen-Image (training resolution 1368p) and 3600 x 3600 on Flux (training resolution ranging from 2562 to 20482).

Direct extra. on Flux

Direct extra. on Qwen-Image

Method Method
FID| KID| CLIP Score? FID| KID| CLIP Score?
PE 206.2 0.1133 0.2280 PE 86.93 0.0162 0.3257
PI [8] 124.5 0.0391 0.2789 PI [8] 94.03  0.0217 0.3310
NTK [4] 196.6  0.1055 0.2345 NTK [4] 86.94 0.0144 0.3246
YaRN [28] 186.2  0.0947 0.2391 YaRN [28] 96.47 0.0174 0.3304
Entropy [19] 117.3 0.0334 0.2708 Entropy [19] 89.92 0.0164 0.3399
Ours 83.19 0.0114 0.3083 Ours 78.15  0.0086 0.3337
Guided resolution extra. on Flux Guided view extra. on Flux
Method Method
FID|] KID| CLIP Scoret FID] KID| CLIP Scoret
HiFlow [5] 73.13  0.0085 0.3375 NTK [4] 118.6  0.0399 0.2291
I-Max [11] 72.00 0.0078 0.3392 YaRN [28] 111.7 0.0352 0.2339
Ours 68.98 0.0076 0.3417 Ours 104.7 0.0276 0.2842
PE NTK YaRN Entropy
(a) Direct resolution extrapolation
HiFlow [-Max

(b) Guided resolu

YaRN

tion extrapolation

(c) Guided view extrapolation

Figure 9. Qualitative comparison across three generation scenarios. Our method outperforms baselines across all tasks by delivering

high visual quality while mitigating content repetition.

tion, which expands content around a central low-resolution
image, Ultralmage preserves structural consistency while
recovering fine details, outperforming baselines across all
metrics. Qualitative results in Fig. 9 further support these
findings. Overall, these results confirm that Ultralmage can
generate ultra-resolution images that are both visually co-
herent and rich in detail, demonstrating its versatility across
diverse resolution extrapolation scenarios.

Ablation Studies. As shown in Fig. 8, compared with the
direct extrapolation baseline, our Recursive Dominant Fre-

quency Correction strategy effectively mitigates image rep-
etition without sacrificing quality. Building upon this, the
Entropy-Guided Adaptive Attention Concentration further
enhances visual quality. Additional qualitative examples are
presented in Fig. 1. More ablation of the hyperparameters
Amins Amax, P 1s provided in the Appendix.

7. Conclusion

We propose Ultralmage, a principled framework for gener-
ating ultra-resolution images beyond the training scale. It
tackles two key challenges in extrapolation: content repeti-



tion and quality degradation. Ultralmage introduces a recur-
sive dominant-frequency correction to eliminate repetition
and an entropy-guided adaptive attention concentration to
restore sharpness lost during extrapolation. Together, these
components preserve global coherence and fine details, en-
abling high-fidelity generation at extreme resolutions.
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8. Related Work

8.1. Text-to-Image Generation

Diffusion-based generative models have become the dom-
inant paradigm for text-to-image synthesis due to their
strong visual fidelity and semantic controllability. Early dif-
fusion formulations such as DDPM [16] and Guided Dif-
fusion [9] demonstrated that iterative denoising can pro-
duce high-quality images. The introduction of latent-space
diffusion in LDM [33] greatly improved efficiency by op-
erating in a compressed representation space, leading to
widely adopted systems including Stable Diffusion and
SDXL [29].

More recent approaches explore transformer-based dif-
fusion architectures, which enhance global reasoning and
scale more effectively than U-Net backbones. DiT [27],
PixArt-a/X [6, 7], and the Lumina series [12, 48] exem-
plify this trend. Rectified-flow models such as Flux [22]
further refine the generative process through stable ODE-
based formulations. In addition to architectural advance-
ments, a parallel line of work focuses on improving con-
trollability through energy-based guidance. Energy-Guided
SDEs (EGSDE) [45] introduce an elegant framework for
unpaired image-to-image translation by shaping the diffu-
sion trajectory with learned energy functions.

In this work, we adopt Flux.1.0-dev [22] as our text-to-
image backbone due to its strong image quality and stable
large-scale behavior.

8.2. High-Resolution Image Generation

Synthesizing images at resolutions far beyond the train-
ing scale remains a longstanding challenge for diffusion
models, primarily due to the limited availability of high-
resolution datasets and the significant computational de-
mands of modeling large spatial grids. Existing research
can be broadly divided into two categories.

Training or fine-tuning with high-resolution data. A
number of approaches [13, 17, 24, 32, 37, 42, 43, 47] di-
rectly train or adapt diffusion models on higher-resolution
datasets. While these methods can capture fine details, they
require substantial computational resources and are limited
by the scarcity of high-quality high-resolution data.

Training-free resolution expansion. To bypass costly re-
training, many works modify the inference process to scale

resolution while keeping model weights unchanged. Patch-
based fusion strategies such as MultiDiffusion [2] and
SyncDiffusion [23] combine overlapping denoising paths
to enlarge the output canvas. DemoFusion [10] extends
this idea with global layout perception. Other methods
reshape or reinterpret intermediate features to align with
larger spatial grids, as demonstrated in HiDiffusion [44] and
[-Max [11]. Receptive-field manipulation with dilated con-
volutions (ScaleCrafter [14]), frequency-domain alignment
(FouriScale [18]), wavelet-based structural guidance [21],
and training-free detail enhancement [20, 30, 35] offer ad-
ditional routes.

Table 2. Quantitative ablation studies.

Method FIDJ KID| CLIPt
baseline 2062 0.1133 0.2280
+RDFC 107.81 0.0257 0.2829
full version 83.19 0.0114 0.3083

9. Experiment Setup

For the guided resolution extrapolation setting, building
upon I-max, we first generate a 1024 x 1024 image and
then upsample it to the target high resolution, using the
upsampled result as guidance during high-resolution gen-
eration. For the guided view extrapolation setting, we first
generate a 1024 x 1024 low-resolution image. During high-
resolution generation, we replace the central region of the
high-resolution zg-prediction with noisy versions of the
low-resolution image obtained via forward diffusion, ensur-
ing consistent view alignment across scales.

10. More Results

As shown in Fig. 11, we provide additional Ultralm-
age samples generated without any low-resolution guid-
ance. Despite being trained only at 1328p, Ultralmage can
produce much higher-resolution images on Qwen-Image,
demonstrating its strong capability to extrapolate far beyond
the training resolution.

11. Ablation Studies

Ablation studies for the hyperparameters .., Amax
and p. As shown in Fig. 10, different exponent values p
correspond to different degrees of concentration. A smaller
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Figure 10. Visualization of )\ with different p in Eq. (11)., with
Amin = 1.0 and Amax = 1.3. Smaller p produces stronger and
broader attention focusing, while larger p results in weaker con-
centration.

p applies stronger focusing to a larger portion of the atten-
tion patterns, leading to more concentrated attention. As
shown in Fig. 12, when p is too small (e.g., p = 0.2),
the attention becomes overly concentrated, leading to over-
sharpening and structural artifacts; when p is too large (e.g.,
p = 5.0), the attention is insufficiently focused and the vi-
sual quality degrades. An intermediate value yields the best
trade-off. Similarly, Fig. 13 shows that a small A\, ,x = 1.1
does not provide enough concentration, leading to subopti-
mal visual quality, while a large Ay ax = 1.6 results in over-
sharpening. An intermediate value yields the best trade-off.
For Anin (see Fig. 14), even a relatively small value such as
Amin = 1.1 introduces structural inconsistency, indicating
that not all attention patterns should be concentrated. This
further supports our design of selectively applying stronger
focusing only to local patterns.

Ablation studies for entropy-guided adaptive attention
concentration. As shown in Fig. 15, using a single global
concentration factor leads to a clear trade-off: a smaller fo-
cus factor results in poor visual quality, whereas a larger
one introduces structural inconsistencies. Moreover, even
a small focus factor (e.g., A = 1.1) still causes notice-
able structural mismatches. In contrast, our entropy-guided
adaptive attention concentration strategy applies a mild fo-
cus factor to the global attention pattern to preserve struc-
tural consistency, while assigning a stronger concentration
factor to the local attention pattern to enhance visual qual-
ity, thereby simultaneously achieving high-quality genera-
tion and strong structural consistency.
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Figure 11. Results of Ultralmage at 4096 x 4096, where training resolution is 1328p.
4



Figure 12. Ablation on p. Small p (e.g., 0.2) causes overly concentrated attention and over-sharpening, while large p (e.g., 5.0) leads to
insufficient focus and degraded visual quality. An intermediate value yields the best trade-off.

Figure 13. Ablation on A\ .x. A small Anax (e.g., 1.1) yields insufficient concentration and suboptimal quality, while a large value (e.g.,
1.6) causes over-sharpening. An intermediate setting achieves the best balance.

\
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Figure 14. Ablation on Anin. Even a small Anin (e.g., 1.1) introduces structural inconsistencies, showing that not all attention patterns
should be concentrated and supporting our choice to apply stronger focusing only to local patterns.
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Figure 15. Ablation studies. Using a single global concentration factor produces a trade-off: small factors (e.g., A = 1.0,1.1) hurt
visual quality, while large factors introduce structural inconsistency (e.g., A = 1.2), and even mild values (e.g., A = 1.1) cause noticeable
mismatches. In contrast, our entropy-guided strategy applies weak focusing to global patterns and stronger focusing to local patterns,
achieving both high visual quality and stable structure.
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Figure 16. Qualitative comparison in direct resolution extrapolation on Flux. Our method outperforms baselines by delivering high
visual quality while mitigating content repetition.

HiFlow

Figure 17. Qualitative comparison on guided resolution extrapolation. Our method outperforms baselines across by delivering high
visual quality.
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Figure 18. Qualitative comparison on guided view extrapolation. Our method outperforms baselines by delivering high visual quality
while mitigating content repetition.
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