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Figure 1. We propose Live Avatar, a powerful real-time streaming model capable of infinitely long audio-driven avatar generation, produc-

ing lifelike avatars that talk, react, and persist seamlessly over hours.

Abstract

Existing diffusion-based video generation methods are
fundamentally constrained by sequential computation and
long-horizon inconsistency, limiting their practical adop-
tion in real-time, streaming audio-driven avatar synthe-
sis. We present Live Avatar, an algorithm-system co-
designed framework that enables efficient, high-fidelity,
and infinite-length avatar generation using a 14-billion-
parameter diffusion model.  Our approach introduces
Timestep-forcing Pipeline Parallelism (TPP), a distributed
inference paradigm that pipelines denoising steps across
multiple GPUs s, effectively breaking the autoregressive bot-
tleneck and ensuring stable, low-latency real-time stream-
ing. To further enhance temporal consistency and mit-
igate identity drift and color artifacts, we propose the

Rolling Sink Frame Mechanism (RSFM), which maintains
sequence fidelity by dynamically recalibrating appearance
using a cached reference image. Additionally, we lever-
age Self-Forcing Distribution Matching Distillation to fa-
cilitate causal, streamable adaptation of large-scale models
without sacrificing visual quality. Live Avatar demonstrates
state-of-the-art performance, reaching 20 FPS end-to-end
generation on 5 H800 GPUs, and, to the best of our knowl-
edge, is the first to achieve practical, real-time, high-fidelity
avatar generation at this scale. Our work establishes a new
paradigm for deploying advanced diffusion models in in-
dustrial long-form video synthesis applications.

Project page: https://liveavatar.github.io
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1. Introduction

Audio-driven avatar generation, the synthesis of photoreal-
istic human face video conditioned solely on an input au-
dio stream, is a foundational technology for interactive dig-
ital communication. Its applications are expansive, ranging
from virtual reality and live streaming to digital assistants.
The demand for systems capable of producing high-fidelity,
expressive, and real-time avatars has driven significant re-
cent advancements, particularly with the rise of diffusion
models for high-fidelity video synthesis[2, 17, 40].

Despite their success in setting new benchmarks for vi-
sual quality, deploying these powerful generative models in
real-time, streaming environments faces fundamental and
conflicting challenges.

The first challenge is the real-time fidelity dilemma.
Large-scale diffusion models[14] provide unmatched vi-
sual detail but suffer from high inference latency. Their
inherent reliance on the sequential denoising computation
leads to a latency profile that is fundamentally incompatible
with interactive scenarios requiring low latency and high
frame rates (e.g., > 20 FPS). The complex trade-off be-
tween model capacity, visual quality, and practical execu-
tion speed remains a critical bottleneck for deployment.

The second challenge is the long-horizon consistency.
Applications demanding infinite-length or long-horizon
generation necessitate continuous temporal stability. Ex-
isting methodologies are highly susceptible to limited ex-
pression or the gradual accumulation of identity drift and
distracting color artifacts over prolonged synthesis periods
as revealed in some works[20, 38], severely compromising
the avatar’s coherence and the viewer’s experience.

To address these critical challenges, we propose Live
Avatar, a novel training and inference framework. Live
Avatar is designed to fundamentally enable large diffu-
sion models (up to 14 billion parameters) for real-time,
streaming, and infinite-length audio-driven avatar genera-
tion without compromising visual fidelity. Our work suc-
cessfully resolves the long-standing tension between high
visual quality, model complexity, and practical execution
speed through an algorithm-system co-design approach.

The core contributions of Live Avatar are as follows:

e Causal, Streamable Adaptation Framework. We em-
ploy Self-Forcing Distribution Matching Distillation to
distill the knowledge from a non-causal model into a
causal, few-step student architecture. This framework is
designed to ensure the model’s efficiency for deployment
on our subsequent distributed inference engine. Further-
more, during distillation, we inject random noise into the
Key-Value cache of historical frames to enhance robust-
ness in long-horizon video generation. This strategy not
only mitigates quality degradation in long-term genera-
tion but also encourages the student model to draw upon

Method ‘ stream real time inf-len  size
Hallo3[6] X X X 5B
Stable Avatar[38] X X v 1.3B
Wan-s2v[15] X X X 14B
Ditto[24] v v v 0.2B
InfiniteTalk[47] X X v 14B
OminiAvatar[13] | X X X 14B
Live avatar(ours) v v v 14B

Table 1. Comparison of state-of-the-art audio-driven avatar gen-
eration methods. Live Avatar simultaneously achieves streaming,
real-time, and infinite-length generation with a high-fidelity, large-
scale (14B) diffusion model.

the static identity features provided by the sink frame.

* Timestep-forcing Pipeline Parallelism (TPP). We in-
troduce a novel distributed inference execution paradigm
that physically decouples the sequential denoising steps
across multiple devices. By assigning each device to a
fixed timestep, we create a fully pipelined inference en-
gine. This approach breaks the autoregressive denoising
bottleneck inherent to diffusion models, achieving pre-
dictable low latency and guaranteeing 20 FPS real-time
streaming performance on only 5xH800 GPUs.

* Rolling Sink Frame Mechanism (RSFM). To tackle the
challenge of long-term consistency, we propose RSFM.
This mechanism dynamically recalibrates the generated
sequence by periodically reintroducing and synchroniz-
ing the initial appearance frame during the generation
process. RSFM effectively suppresses the accumulation
of identity drift and color artifacts, ensuring high stability
and visual coherence for streaming avatar video genera-
tion.

2. Related Works

Streaming and Long Video Generation. Streaming and
long video generation require efficient management of both
computation and memory resources. CausVid [50] ap-
plies distillation and KV cache to accelerate generation and
enable streaming, but suffers from over-exposure artifacts
caused by error accumulation over long sequences. Diffu-
sion Forcing [3] introduces varied noise levels to sequen-
tial targets, supporting longer videos. Self Forcing [19] ad-
dresses exposure bias by conditioning on previously gener-
ated frames during training, resolving train-inference mis-
matches. Self-Forcing++ [7] extends DMD to support video
generation beyond base model duration. LongLive [46]
uses a KV-recache mechanism and short window attention
for streaming and long-tuning. Rolling Forcing [26] pro-
poses rolling window joint denoising and attention sink
mechanisms for reduced error and improved coherence.
StreamDiT [21] supports streaming and interactive gen-



eration using window attention and multistep distillation.
While these approaches improve video quality and tempo-
ral consistency for long video generation, none achieve real-
time, streaming long video generation with large-scale dif-
fusion models.

Audio-driven Avatar Video Generation. Audio-driven
avatar video generation requires subject consistency
and effective motion control.  Early works such as
Wav2Lip [34] employ GANSs for accurate lip-syncing, while
SadTalker [52] predicts 3D motion coefficients from au-
dio for flexible video control. With the success of dif-
fusion models in video synthesis, several studies [37, 51]
adapt diffusion frameworks and ReferenceNet architectures
for audio-driven avatar generation, and DiT-based models
are especially effective [2, 17, 22, 40]. Recently, more
DiT-based approaches [8, 27, 32] have emerged, and some
works [16, 24, 42, 53, 55] focus on head video generation
due to the complexity of human motion. In addition, re-
cent advances in autoregressive modeling for images, such
as MAR [23], have inspired multimodal video generation
methods [1, 4, 45] that combine autoregressive and dif-
fusion strategies. Nevertheless, further progress is still
required in maintaining identity consistency and achiev-
ing high video quality over long-form, audio-driven avatar
video generation.

Diffusion Distillation. Diffusion model distillation has
emerged as a pivotal technique for accelerating video gen-
eration. Classical distillation approaches include trajectory
distillation[12], Consistency Models[28, 36, 54], and Dis-
tribution Matching Distillation (DMD)[30, 31, 49], all of
which have demonstrated consistent benefits across diverse
video generation models. In the context of streaming video
generation, DMD has attracted broader attention. Notably,
methods such as CausVID[50], Self-Forcing[7, 19], and
LongLive[46] employ DMD for few-step distillation: they
first generate long videos and subsequently extract tempo-
ral segments for DMD-based distillation. This strategy not
only achieves significant sampling speedup but also sub-
stantially enhances the generation quality of minute-long
videos. Recent works reveal that DMD can function anal-
ogously to reinforcement learning, where a pretrained dif-
fusion model serves as a specialized reward signal during
optimization[29], which may be the reason for the effective-
ness of distillation on streaming video diffusion models.

The theoretical foundation of DMD is limited to single-
step distillation. To address this limitation, TDM[31] estab-
lishes a trajectory-aware distribution matching framework
that naturally extends to multi-step distillation, thereby
achieving superior performance compared to DMD2[48].

3. Preliminaries
3.1. Video Diffusion Models

Video diffusion models generate high-fidelity video se-
quences by progressively denoising from a Gaussian prior
xp ~ N(0,I), following the reverse process of a forward
diffusion. In this work, we adopt the flow matching [25],
where noisy latents at time ¢ are constructed as

xr = (1—8¢) xo+ 8¢ - x7, 8t € [0,1] (1)

is a scheduling function that controls the interpolation be-
tween clean and noise. The model is trained to predict the
target velocity

V=7 — T 2

leading to the standard mean squared error objective:

L=Euyupt [lvo(ze,t,0) — (zr —20)3] (3

where c denotes conditional inputs such as text embeddings.

To reduce computational cost, most modern video dif-
fusion models operate in a compressed latent space. We
use a causal 3D VAE to encode input videos into temporal-
latent representations, ensuring that future frames do not
leak during training. Text conditioning is achieved through
a pre-trained language model that produces contextual em-
beddings fed into the diffusion backbone.

3.2. Distribution Matching Distillation

Distribution Matching Distillation (DMD)[49] aims to dis-
till a pre-trained teacher diffusion model into a student
model that operates with fewer sampling steps. Let pg ;(x:)
denote the distribution induced by the few-step student
model x = Gg(z), and let pya ¢ (x;) represent the corre-
sponding ground-truth distribution produced by the teacher
diffusion model at time step ¢t. The primary objective of
DMD is to minimize the distribution, i.e., reverse Kull-
back-Leibler (KL) divergence, between these two distribu-
tions at each time step ¢: E; [ Dy (po, || Paa,t) | - The gra-
dient of DMD loss is given by:

T 0Gy(2)
00
“)
where x; = W(X, t) is the noise scheduler, X = Gy(z) is the
data prediction of the distilled model, Sreq and Sfaxe, denote
the score functions corresponding to the pre-trained teacher
diffusion model and the student generator, respectively.
Sreal> Stake,» and Gg(z) are all initialized from the pre-
trained teacher model induced by vg. The training proceeds
by alternately updating Seye, and Gg(z), in which Sgae, ¢
is trained on samples generated by the current student gen-
erator G¢(z), and Gy(z) is trained using the DMD loss de-
fined above. For multi-step distillation, DMD first performs

VoLomp = —Ei g | (Sreal(X¢, ) — Stake, s (Xt 1))
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Figure 2. The Live Avatar Training Framework. (a) Stage 1 Diffusion Forcing Pretraining, showing the block-wise noise setup and the
applied attention masks. (b) Stage 2 Self-Forcing Training, where the noise level consistency between the KV cache and the noisy latents

is enforced for distillation.

a multi-step sampling trajectory using the student generator:

Go w Go A w
Z — Xy, — Xy; — Xy, —> Xy, =+ —> Xt Then, at

each training iteration, a random intermediate state x;, from
this trajectory is selected and used in place of pure noise z
as the starting point for the DMD training procedure.[48]

4. The Live Avatar Framework

In this section, we present the technical details of Live
Avatar. We first detail the model architecture in Sec.4.1,
following overall training framework in Sec.4.2 and Fig. 2.
The inference framework and Timestep-forcing Pipeline are
demonstrated in Sec.4.3. We also investigate long video
generation in Section 4.4 and propose the rolling sink frame
to address identity inconsistency and color artifacts in long-
term generation.

4.1. Model Architecture

In order to enable streaming video generation, the Live
Avatar adopt autoregressive generation by factorizing the
joint distribution

Bi_, = (Bl By 1l ) )
————

kv cache

combining diffusion-based frame synthesis with causal de-
pendencies across chunks. B in Eq.5 are blocks of con-
secutive noisy frame latents. In our work, we set the num-
ber of frame latents to 3; Here, the I denotes the rolling
sink frame, which provides the appearance; a’ and ¢’ are
the audio embedding and prompt embedding for the i-th
block respectively. The underscore ¢ denotes the denoising
step, and the superscript ¢ denotes the frame index. Note
that in the model, the kv cache BS‘“’):“‘” and the noisy
block B§ share the same noise level, this is a crucial design
that improves generation quality and maximize the infer-
ence speed, which will be illustrated in Sec.4.3.

4.2. Model Training

Our overall training framework is illustrated in Figure 2,
which consists of two main stages: 1) Stage 1, Diffusion
Forcing Pretraining with a block-wise independent noise
scheduling and causal local attention mask, and 2) stage 2,
Self-Forcing Distribution Matching Distillation with KV
cache perturbation.

In the first stage, we perform diffusion-forcing pretrain-
ing to ensure stable training in the next distillation stage. We
apply causal masks during training following CausVid[50]
and X-Streamer[45]. The masking strategy treats all frames
within a block as fully visible (i.e., intra-block full atten-
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Figure 3. A visual illustration of Timestep-forcing Pipeline Parallelism (TPP). After warm-up fills the pipeline, all GPUs denoise simul-
taneously in the fully pipelined stage, turning the sequential diffusion chain into an asynchronous spatial pipeline. For example, GPU2
always performs the to — t; step: it reuses its local KV cache (very fast) and sends only the latent to GPU3 (fast).

tion), while enforcing causality between blocks, each block
can only attend to features from earlier blocks(i.e., inter-
block causal attention).

In the second stage, we distill the knowledge of a bidirec-
tional teacher model into a causal, few-step generator suit-
able for efficient streaming avatar video synthesis. Our ap-
proach builds upon the Self-forcing paradigm [19], involv-
ing three key models during training: (1) a fixed bidirec-
tional diffusion teacher (Real Score Model), which repre-
sents the target distribution; (2) a dynamically updated bidi-
rectional model (Fake Score Model) that tracks the distribu-
tion of the student generator’s outputs; and (3) a causal, au-
toregressive generator that is initialized from the first stage
model and optimized for few steps denoising.

A primary technical challenge arises from the need to
generate long-sequence latent inputs for the bidirectional
score models in a fashion that is compatible with causal,
block-wise streaming generation. To address this, the causal
generator produces the video sequence autoregressively, de-
noising one block at a time while conditioning on previous
blocks. After each block is synthesized, the clean latent is
stored, and the sequence of these latents forms the input tra-
jectory for both Real and Fake Score Models. Specifically,
we follow self-forcing[19] and apply holistic distribution-
matching loss in an online manner. To ensure tractable
memory usage during training, we adopt computation graph
truncation as introduced in the self-forcing.

Maintaining long-sequence coherence and stability is
further facilitated by introducing a Key-Value (KV) caching
strategy within the causal architecture. At each denois-
ing step, KV activations are cached and propagated across
blocks, preserving temporal context. Specifically, during
the denoising of each block, the model attends to the KV
cache from previous blocks at the same timestep, following
the practice introduced in [27]. To further boost robustness,

we inject random noise into the historical KV cache, which
we refer to as History Corrupt'. This noise injection en-
courages the model to distinguish between dynamic motion
from recent history and the static identity cues contributed
by the sink frame, ultimately supporting stable, high-quality
video streaming over arbitrary durations, thereby improv-
ing temporal coherence and reducing artifact accumulation
across the video sequence.

4.3. Timestep-forcing Pipeline Parallelism

Deploying large video generation models in real-time set-
tings remains challenging due to the inherent sequential
structure of diffusion-based sampling. Our distilled 14B
model, for example, reaches only 5 FPS on a single GPU
and 6 FPS under conventional 4-GPU sequential paral-
lelization. In contrast, existing real-time streaming meth-
ods, such as CausVid [50] and LongLive [46], achieve
higher frame rates by substantially reducing model capac-
ity—often relying on lightweight 1.3B models and aggres-
sive quantization—at the cost of generation fidelity. This
establishes a long-standing tradeoff between model quality
and real-time performance that has yet to be resolved.

To overcome the sequential bottleneck of diffusion sam-
pling, we introduce Timestep-forcing Pipeline Paral-
lelism (TPP) (illustrated in Figure 3), which assigns each
GPU a fixed timestep ¢; and partitions the 7" denoising steps
across 1" devices. Each GPU repeatedly performs its des-
ignated transformation t; — t;_;, converting the Sequen-
tial diffusion chain into an asynchronous spatial pipeline.
Through this reparameterization, throughput is determined
by the single denoise forward of the model rather than
the sum of all diffusion steps, effectively removing the
inference-time sampling bottleneck. TPP enables real-time

Details of History Corrupt are provided in the supplementary materi-
als.



streaming generation at over 20 FPS while preserving the
capacity and quality benefits of multi-step diffusion.

TPP operates in two stages. During warm-up, the
first block is propagated through all timesteps to fill the
pipeline, which completes quickly given the small number
of sampling steps. Once filled, the system enters the fully
pipelined streaming phase: each GPU repeatedly performs
its assigned denoising step, passes the latent to the next
device, and immediately processes the next block, achiev-
ing maximal parallel throughput. Each GPU maintains its
own rolling KV cache. This design both enables TPP and
aligns with the base-model’s pretraining-time setting, which
helps stabilize generation quality [27]. At each denoising
step, GPU;, reuses its local KV cache, attending only to the
KV cache within its predefined local window. This opera-
tion is entirely local—requiring no inter-GPU communica-
tion—and thus remains extremely fast and efficient. After
finishing its step, G PU; passes only the latent to GPU, 1,
keeping the communication cost negligible. To prevent
pipeline bottlenecks, the VAE decoding stage is offloaded
to an additional dedicated GPU, which consumes the clean
latent and outputs synchronized video chunks.

4.4. Rolling Sink Frame for long video generation

Existing talking-avatar systems exhibit pronounced degra-
dation over long, streaming runs—manifesting as identity
drift, color shifts, and temporal instability [38]. In prac-
tice we run inference in a rolling-K'V-cache [19], which ex-
tends the temporal horizon but does not by itself prevent
collapse. We attribute these long-horizon failures to two
internal phenomena. First, inference-mode drift: the con-
ditioning pattern at inference (e.g., the RoPE-relative posi-
tioning between the sink frame and current target blocks)
gradually diverges from the training-time setup, weaken-
ing identity cues. Second, distribution drift: the distri-
bution of generated frames progressively deviates from nor-
mal, realistic video distributions, likely driven by persistent
factors that continuously push the rolling generation toward
unrealistic outputs. To address these challenges, we pro-
pose the Rolling Sink Frame Mechanism (RSFM), a uni-
fied approach that maintains a single, dynamically aligned
sink frame throughout generation to ensure long-term con-
sistency and fidelity.

To counteract distribution drift, we propose Adaptive
Attention Sink (AAS)’: immediately after the first block
is generated, we replace the original sink frame with the
model’s own first generated frame (VAE-encoded) and use
that frame as the persistent sink for subsequent condition-
ing. By keeping the sink frame within the model’s learned
generation distribution, AAS mitigates the persistent fac-
tors that would otherwise push the video toward unrealistic

ZDetails of AAS and Rolling RoPE are provided in the supplementary
materials.

color, exposure, or style deviations, while preserving iden-
tity cues.

To mitigate inference-mode drift, we introduce Rolling
RoPE?, a dynamic position-alignment mechanism for the
sink frame. The sink frame is permanently cached in KV
cache and its temporal offset is adjusted via a controllable
ROPE shift so that its relative position to the current noisy
states remains consistent with training. This dynamic RoPE
alignment lets the model continuously reference identity
features from sink frame without rigidly constraining local
motion, thereby stabilizing long-range identity and struc-
tural fidelity.

5. Experiments

5.1. Experimental Settings

Implementation Details The overall model architecture is
borrowed from WanS2V [15], but the framepack is removed
for conciseness. In stage 1, we initialize from its weights.
In stage 2, the teacher score and fake score branches are
initialized from Wan-S2V, while the student is initialized
from Stage 1. All training and inference are performed at
a fixed resolution of 720400 and 84 frames. Experiments
are conducted on 128 NVIDIA H800 GPUs, with 25 K and
2.5 K steps for stage 1 and stage 2, respectively, totaling
about 500 GPU days. The per-GPU batch size is 1. To han-
dle the high memory demand of Self-Forcing training, we
adopt FSDP with gradient accumulation to reduce memory
consumption. The learning rate is le-5 for the student and
2e-6 for the fake score. We group every 3 frames into a
block, set the KV cache length to 4 blocks, and use a single
rolling sink frame. We train models with a LoRA, whose
rank and alpha are set to 128 and 64, respectively.

Datasets We train our model on the AVSpeech[10] dataset,
a large-scale audio-visual corpus comprising numerous
video clips of human subjects with synchronized audio.
To ensure data quality and maintain consistency with prior
work, we follow the data preprocessing protocol estab-
lished by OmniAvatar[13]. Additionally, we filter the raw
data, retaining only video segments longer than 10 sec-
onds for training. This process yields a final training set of
400,000 high-quality samples. To evaluate our model’s out-
of-domain (OOD) generalization, we created a synthetic
benchmark named GenBench. This test set was generated
using Gemini-2.5 Pro, Qwen-Image[43], and Cosy Voice[9].
It is composed of two subsets: GenBench-ShortVideo, com-
prising 100 test samples with an approximate duration of 10
seconds, and GenBench-LongVideo, which contains 15 test
videos, each exceeding 5 minutes in duration. The bench-
mark is designed to be challenging, featuring a wide di-
versity of character styles (photorealistic humans, animated
characters, and anthropomorphic non-humans) and visual
compositions, including frontal and profile views, as well



Table 2. Quantitative comparisons of our methods with state-of-the-art methods.

Dataset Model Metrics
ASET IQA1T Sync-Ct Sync-D| Dino-St FPST
Ditto[24] 331 424 4.09 1076 0.99 21.80
Echomimic-V2[33] 2.82  3.61 5.57 913 0.79 0.53
. Hallo3[6] 312 397 474 1019 0.94 0.26
GenBench-ShortVideo ¢, 1 Avatar(38] 352 447 3.42 1133 093 0.64
OmniAvatar[13] 353 449 6.77 822 095 0.16
WanS2V[14] 336 429 5.89 908 095 0.25
Ours 344 435 5.69 913 095 20.88
Ditto[24] 290 448 3.98 1057 098 21.80
Hallo3[6] 265  4.04 6.18 929  0.83 0.26
. StableAvatar[38] 300 4.66 1.97 13.57 094 0.64
GenBench-LongVideo . otar 3] 236 286 8.00 759  0.66 0.16
WanS2V[14] 263 3.99 6.04 912 0.80 0.25
Ours 338 473 6.28 881 094 20.88

as half-body and full-body shots. This variety allows for
a robust assessment of the model’s performance on unseen
data.

Evaluation Metrics To evaluate our model, we assess
frame-level image quality using FID[18] and overall video
coherence with FVD[39]. For audio-visual synchroniza-
tion, we measure the correspondence between lip move-
ments and the input audio using Sync-C and Sync-D
metrics[5]. Additionally, we employ the Q-align[44] model
to evaluate the final video’s perceptual quality (IQA) and
aesthetic appeal (ASE). For our custom Out-of-Distribution
(OOD) test set, we only compute Sync-C, Sync-D, IQA,
and ASE, as ground truth videos are unavailable.

5.2. Comparison with Existing Methods

We compare Live Avatar against current state-of-the-
art open-sourced audio-driven avatar generation ap-
proaches, including Ditto[24], Echomimic-V2[33], Stable-
Avatar[38], OmniAvatar[13], and WanS2V[14]. Quantita-
tive results on relevant objective metrics are presented in
Table 2. In terms of visual quality, our method achieves
competitive performance in ASE and IQA, comparable with
OmniAvatar and Stable-Avatar and performs better than
Ditto, Echomimic-V2 and WanS2V. Notably, although our
approach is built upon WanS2V and employs step distilla-
tion, it demonstrates superior base visual quality compared
to WanS2V. This observation aligns with findings in prior
work utilizing DMD, where the DMD loss has been inter-
preted as a specialized reinforcement learning objective that
effectively optimizes both aesthetic appeal and foundational
visual fidelity[29, 31]. Regarding audio-visual synchroniza-
tion, our method also performs favorably, better than Ditto,
Echomimic-V2 and StableAvatar and trailing only slightly
behind WanS2V and OmniAvatar. This result is understand-

able given that step distillation inherently incurs some loss
of dynamic temporal information[11]. The advantage of in-
ference speed over WanS2V and OmniAvatar is the most
favorable.

More significantly, our method exhibits a pronounced
advantage in long-duration video generation. As shown in
Table 2, which presents results for 7-minute-long videos,
our approach substantially outperforms all baselines across
almost every evaluation metric, especially on ASE and IQA.
Qualitative visualizations in Figure 4 further corroborate
this finding: existing methods, especially OmniAvatar and
WanS2V, suffer from noticeable degradation in visual qual-
ity over extended durations, whereas our method consis-
tently maintains high base-level visual fidelity throughout
the entire sequence.

Table 3. Ablation Study on Inference Efficiency. TTFF measures
the end-to-end time-to-first-frame, which includes the VAE de-
coding time. Note that S Py py indicates a sequence parallelism
of 4 GPUs.

Methods #GPUs NFE | FPST TTFF

wlo TPP 2 5 4.26 3.88

wlo TPP, w/ SPygpy 5 5 5.01 3.24

wlo VAE Parallel 4 4 10.16 473

wlo DMD 2 80 029 4550

Ours 5 4 | 2088 289
5.3. Ablation Study

Study of Inference efficiency We analyze the impact of the
Live Avatar model architecture and inference strategies on
generation latency, considering the following variants: (1)
Timestep-forcing Pipeline Parallelism (TPP), (2) disabling
multi-GPU parallelism (denoted as w/ SPycpy), (3) dis-
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Figure 4. Qualitative comparisons with state-of-the-art methods.

Table 4. Ablation Study on Long Video Generation.

Methods Metrics
ASE1T IQAT Sync-Ct Dino-S1
w/o AAS 3.13 4.44 6.25 0.91
w/o Rolling RoPE 3.38 4.71 6.29 0.86
w/o History Corrupt 2.90 3.88 6.14 0.81
Ours 3.38 4.73 6.28 0.93

abling VAE parallelization, and (4) using Diffusion-forcing
alone without DMD.

We evaluate inference efficiency along two dimensions:
(i) frames-per-second (FPS), defined as the average number
of video frames generated per second, and (ii) the time-to-
first-frame (TTFF), i.e., the end-to-end latency to generate
the first output frame. The corresponding results are sum-
marized in Table 3.

As shown in the table, DMD yields the most significant
improvement in both FPS and TTFF, primarily due to its
substantial reduction in the number of function evaluations
(NFE). If TPP is discarded, there is a remarkable through-
put reduction to only 4 FPS. Moreover, employing sequence
parallelism across GPUs provides only marginal gains in
efficiency, which may stem from the fact that the inference
sequence length per latent frame block is short and the com-
putational cost is no longer the dominant factor in overall la-
tency. Consequently, the VAE decoding latency constitutes
a non-negligible bottleneck for real-time generation, mak-
ing parallelizing the VAE decoding a critical design choice.

Study on effectiveness of Rolling Sink Frame on long
video generation Rolling Sink Frame is a key inference
technique enabling high-quality long-duration video gen-
eration. As shown in Table 4, removing both the Adap-

tive Attention Sink and the History Corrupt strategy leads
to a sharp decline in ASE and IQA scores, indicating that
these components are crucial for maintaining perceptual
and temporal consistency over minute-scale generations.
Furthermore, discarding Rolling RoPE results in drop in
the DINOv2 similarity metric. This suggests that Rolling
ROPE plays an essential role in preserving semantic consis-
tency between the current frame and the sink frame, thereby
safeguarding global semantic attributes, especially identity,
throughout extended sequences.

5.4. User Study

Prior work such as THEval [35] has shown that popular
metrics for talking-avatar evaluation (e.g., Sync-C) often di-
verge from human perception, as models can exploit them
by exaggerating lip motion. To bridge this gap, we con-
duct a double-blind user study with 20 participants, who
rate generated videos from all methods on Naturalness,
Synchronization, and Consistency. Here, Synchronization
refers to the holistic audiovisual coherence [4 1 ]—including
facial expressions, gestures, and posture transitions—rather
than the frame-level lip alignment measured by Sync-C.
The final scores are averaged across participants and nor-
malized to a 0—100 scale for comparison. As summarized
in Table 5, although OmniAvatar achieves the best objective
metrics, it is rated significantly lower by human evaluators,
confirming that over-optimized lip movements harm per-
ceptual naturalness. In contrast, our method attains the most
balanced scores across all criteria, suggesting better align-
ment with human perception of natural and coherent mo-
tion. EchoMimic V2, which relies on fixed hand-landmark
templates, shows degraded scores as it struggles to general-
ize to diverse body poses, often resulting in distorted ges-
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Figure 5. Qualitative Comparison of Our Model, OmniAvatar, and
Echomimic-v2. Results are sampled from GenBench-ShortVideo.

tures. In contrast, our method is consistently preferred by
human evaluators, indicating stronger alignment with hu-
man perception of natural and coherent motion. The results
of the visualization are presented in 5 .

Table 5. User study results on perceptual evaluation (higher is
better). Each score denotes the mean normalized user rating.

hances FPS but does not reduce TTFF, thereby limiting in-
teractive responsiveness. In addition, the strong dependence
on RSFM may compromise long-term temporal consistency
in complex scenarios. Future work will focus on reducing
latency and improving temporal coherence.

Model Naturalness T Synchronization T  Consistency 1
Ditto [24] 78.2 40.5 90.2
EchoMimic-V2 [33] 60.3 71.1 38.7
Hallo3 [6] 78.5 69.2 89.3
StableAvatar [38] 68.7 70.8 88.9
OmniAvatar [13] 71.1 78.5 90.8
WanS2V [14] 84.3 85.2 92.0
Ours 86.3 80.6 91.1

6. Conclusion

In this work, we present Live Avatar, a novel algorithm-
system co-designed framework that effectively bridges the
gap between high-fidelity audio-driven avatar generation
and real-world deployment requirements. By simultane-
ously addressing the two core challenges, i.e. real-time in-
ference latency and long-horizon visual consistency, Live
Avatar enables, for the first time, efficient streaming infer-
ence with large-scale diffusion models of up to 14 billion
parameters without compromising visual realism or expres-
siveness. Specifically, through key techniques, our system
achieves stable real-time streaming at 20 FPS using only 5
H800 GPUs. Meanwhile, the Rolling Sink Frame Mech-
anism effectively suppresses identity drift and color arti-
facts that typically accumulate during prolonged genera-
tion, significantly enhancing visual coherence and stability.
To conclude, Live Avatar is capable of real-time, infinite-
length, high-quality audio-driven avatar video generation,
laying a solid foundation for the practical deployment of
next-generation interactive digital humans.

Limitation The proposed TPP inference strategy en-
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7. Overview of Supplementary Material

This supplementary document provides comprehensive details, additional experiments, and implementation specifics to sup-
port the findings in the main paper. The content is organized as follows:

* Section 9: Additional Experimental Results. We investigate the impact of KV cache noise levels (Table 6), evaluate
our model’s long-horizon autoregressive extrapolation up to /0000s (Table 7, Figure 9), and further provide additional
comparision against State-of-The-Art on AV-Speech test set (Table 8).

e Section 10: Additional Experimental Setting. We detail the hardware configurations, inference configurations, and
specific definitions for runtime metrics used in our benchmarking.

 Section 11: Algorithm Details. We provide complete pseudocode (Algorithm 1, 2, 3 and 4) for our methods, including the
History Corrupt and Block-wise Gradient Accumulation training strategies, and detailed inference procedures for single-
GPU setups (incorporating AAS and Rolling RoPE) and multi-GPU TPP. We further include visualizations (Figures 6, 7,
and 8) to illustrate the mechanisms of different inference settings.

 Section 12: Additional Visual Results. We showcase further qualitative examples to demonstrate the temporal consistency
and visual fidelity of our method.

* Section 13: Ethical Consideration. We discuss the potential societal impacts, privacy concerns, and responsible usage
guidelines for our audio-driven avatar generation framework.

8. LLM USAGE STATEMENT.
We use LLMs (e.g., Gemini-2.5 and GPT-5) to polish our paragraphs.

9. Additional Experimental Results.

9.1. Does the Noise Level of KV Caches Matter?

Prior streaming systems such as CausVid [50], LongLive[46], and Self-Forcing [19] typically use clean KV caches, an
intuitive choice given their higher information content. However, recent diffusion-based avatar models (e.g., TalkingMachine,
StableAvatar) implicitly rely on same-timestep (same-noise) KV caches, without discussing why this design works or whether
it is preferable. This motivates our study of a simple question: does the noise level of the KV caches actually matter for
streaming diffusion models?

To answer this, we compare two settings: (1) Timestep-forcing, where each GPU handles one timestep and every noisy
latent attends only to the KV cache of the same noise level. (2) Clean-kv-cache, where all latents attend to a unified clean
cache that must be generated via an extra forward pass (Algorithm 2 in [50]), introducing an additional 1 NFE. Since the
clean cache for frame t+1 depends on the fully denoised output of frame t, each frame must wait for the previous one to
finish before denoising can begin. Consequently, autoregressive generation cannot exploit pipeline parallelism and is limited
to conventional sequential parallelism across GPUs, leading to substantial efficiency degradation. All experiments use four
H800s and report both efficiency (FPS, TTFF) and quality (ASE, IQA, Sync-C, Sync-D, Dino-S).

Results in Table 6 show that timestep-forcing (which also enable TPP) consistently outperform clean-kv-cache not only
in efficiency—as discussed above—but also in perceptual quality. We attribute the quality improvement to model’s pre-
training: diffusion video models primarily learn cross-frame attention under same-timestep conditions, making noise-aligned
KV features a closer match to the learned denoising distribution. In addition, the TPP setting is far more scalable, as
it avoids all inter-GPU KV communication, whereas the clean-KV alternative incurs substantial synchronization cost and
higher latency.

9.2. Extending Autoregressive Generation to 10,000 Seconds.

To rigorously evaluate the long-horizon autoregressive capability of our model, we construct a stress test far exceeding the
temporal range seen during training. Although the model is trained exclusively on 5-second clips—and its RoPE positions



Table 6. Quantitative comparisons of timestep-forcing with traditional clean-kv-cache.

Dataset Model Metrics
#GPUs NFE| ASE?T IQA{1T Sync-Ct Sync-D| Dino-St FPS1 TTFF]
. clean-kv-cache 4 5 3.26 4.01 5.69 9.53 0.93 5.01 3.24
GenBench-ShortVideo o ep-forcing 4 4 344 435 5.62 9.13 095 2088  2.89
GenBench-LoneVideo clean-kv-cache 4 5 3.05 4.44 6.11 9.10 0.90 5.01 3.24
& timestep-forcing 4 4 3.38 4.73 6.28 8.81 0.94 20.88 2.89

during training are randomly shifted only within a short-range window of a few minutes—we extend inference to an ex-
treme 10,000-second horizon. Each audio input in GenBench-LongVideo (= 10 minutes per sample) is repeated to match
this duration, ensuring valid conditioning over the full sequence while avoiding degenerate periodicity. The model then per-
forms fully autoregressive, block-wise generation like Self-Forcing [19], relying entirely on accumulated KV caches and our
Rolling-RoPE strategy throughout the 10,000-second rollout.

This setup intentionally exposes the model to RoPE indices over two orders of magnitude larger than those encountered in
training (10k seconds corresponds to RoPE positions around 40k), a regime where existing methods typically suffer severe
attention degradation, ID drift, or visual collapse. Self-Forcing++ [7] demonstrates video generation of roughly 4 minutes,
representing the longest horizon reported in prior work. In contrast, our model shows no observable quality decay or identity
instability over the entire 10,000-second sequence. As shown in Table 7, perceptual quality (ASE, IQA), audio—visual
synchronization (sync-C), and semantic consistency (DINO-s) remain nearly unchanged across segments sampled at 0—10 s,
100-110's, 1000-1010 s, and 10000-10010 s. Figure 9 provides a representative case, demonstrating consistent identity and
visual fidelity even at the 10k-second horizon.

Together, these results indicate that our long-video generation strategies—AAS, history corruption, and Rolling-
RoPE—allow the model to stably extrapolate far beyond its training regime, achieving an unprecedented 10,000-second
autoregressive rollout without quality degradation.

Table 7. Ablation Study on Long Video Generation.

Methods Metrics
ASET IQA1T Sync-Ct Dino-S 1T
0-10s 3.37 4.72 6.20 0.94
100-110s 3.38 471 6.44 0.93
1000-1010s 3.37 4.69 5.98 0.93
10000-10010s 3.38 471 6.26 0.93

9.3. Additional Comparison with Existing Methods.

Although we have already provided comprehensive comparisons on GenBench in the main paper, we further evaluate the
robustness of our method within its training domain, AVSpeech. Specifically, we hold out 5% of the original training videos
and randomly sample 50 clips (5—-10 seconds each) from this subset as an unseen test set. We report the same metrics used in
the main evaluation; additionally, since ground-truth videos are available for this test set, we include FID and FVD to assess
distribution alignment more thoroughly. The results are presented in Table 8.

The results in Table 8 show that our method achieves competitive or superior performance across most metrics on the
in-domain AVSpeech evaluation. Notably, OmniAvatar is also trained on AVSpeech and therefore serves as a strong in-
domain baseline, yet our method remains competitive under this setting. Together with the results reported on multiple
public benchmarks in the main paper, this additional experiment verifies that our approach performs reliably within its
training domain and alleviates potential concerns about relying solely on benchmark-specific evaluations.

10. Additional Evaluation Details.

Inference Configuration. All methods are evaluated on a single H800 node under identical hardware conditions. To ensure
fair comparison, we utilize multi-GPU parallel inference for all methods where the official open-source code provides ap-
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Figure 6. Illustration of different inference settings. Horizontally, each row follows the spatial denoising order from low to high SNR;
vertically, each column shows the autoregressive rollout over frames. Each small rectangle denotes the latent of a block, and the number
inside represents its block index. Solid arrows indicate direct sink frame passing, whereas dashed arrows indicate KV-cache passing.
Red marks indicate the components modified relative to the baseline. (a) Baseline with a fixed sink frame and standard rolling-kv-cache.
(b) AAS with the sink replaced by the first generated latent. (c) Timestep-forcing with each noisy latent attending only to KV caches of
the same timestep. (d) Ours with both AAS and timestep-forcing.
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Table 8. Quantitative comparisons of our methods with other methods.
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Dataset Model Metrics
FID| FVD| ASET IQA1T Sync-Ct Sync-D] Dino-S1T FPS 1
Ditto[24] 46.27 660.01 2.21 3.75 4.84 9.05 0.99 21.80
Echomimic-V2[33] 176.74 2059.81 1.88 3.29 4.07 9.38 0.78 0.53
AV-Speech Hallo3[6] 138.40 1412.93 1.87 3.35 4.50 9.99 0.93 0.26
P StableAvatar[38] 98.32 730.12 2.14 3.55 5.72 9.01 0.93 0.64
OmniAvatar[13] 50.42 570.32 2.16 3.68 6.04 8.37 0.95 0.16
WanS2V[14] 73.68 642.48 2.20 3.71 4.90 9.02 0.95 0.25
Ours 64.00 532.52 2.29 3.84 4.64 9.35 0.95 20.88

propriate scripts. For methods that lack support for parallel acceleration, specifically EchoMimic V2 and Ditto, inference is
conducted on a single H800 GPU. Regarding resolution, we use a fixed resolution of 720x400 for all models except Hallo3,
which does not support arbitrary aspect ratios or resolutions. For Hallo3, we crop both the input and the ground-truth frames
to 512x512. Furthermore, EchoMimic is excluded from the long-video comparative experiments, as its reliance on per-frame

skeleton templates prevents it from effectively performing long-duration inference.



Runtime Metrics. For runtime evaluation, we report two key efficiency metrics. FPS (Frame Per Second) is measured
from the moment the inference pipeline is initialized and include the full end-to-end cost: the diffusion model’s denoising
time, VAE decoding time, and any additional CPU-side processing. Time-to-First-Frame (TTFF) accounts for the total
latency from audio signal arrival to visual output, calculated as the sum of (i) the random arrival latency—the waiting time
between the arrival of an audio interaction signal and the next frame boundary—followed by (ii) the full denoising latency
of the first frame and (iii) its VAE decoding cost. Note that random arrival latency depends on the output frame rate, and
thus TTFF is inherently coupled with the FPS of the method. All FPS measurements for all methods are evaluated on the
GenBench-LongVideo benchmark, where long-sequence testing provides more stable and accurate runtime estimation.

11. Algorithm Details.

We provide detailed pseudocode for completeness. As shown in Algorithm 1, our self-forcing DMD training follows [19] but
removes the additional forward pass used to refresh the KV cache after denoising. This ensures that the model is consistently
trained with noisy KV states, aligning the training process with the actual autoregressive inference process and improving
robustness to error accumulation. We refer to this strategy as History Corrupt.

Due to the substantial memory footprint of DMD training, we additionally implement a lightweight memory-reduction
strategy using block-wise gradient accumulation (Algorithm 2). We partition the backward graph by blocks and accumulate
the resulting gradients across multiple steps, which preserves training behavior while significantly reducing peak memory
usage, enabling even single-node H800 training.

The single-GPU inference procedure is provided in Algorithm 3. It builds upon the rolling-KV-cache inference algorithm
from [19] with the addition of AAS and Rolling RoPE, as described in the main text. Figure 6 and Figure 7 provides a visual
comparison of the different inference strategies, highlighting key operations such as AAS and Rolling RoPE. The figure also
illustrates the rope update performed during autoregressive generation, where the sink frame is continuously re-assigned with
updated RoPE.

The multi-GPU TPP inference is detailed in Algorithm 4, which outlines the parallel execution procedure with minimal
computation overlap and communication overhead. Figure 8 further visualizes the computation and waiting time of each

Multi-GPU Parallel Inference Timeline

80 100 120 140 160
Time (seconds)

Figure 8. Multi-GPU Parallel Inference Timeline. This chart visualizes the computation and waiting periods for each GPU. The two distinct
white gaps on the left represent the initial warmup phase (including the secondary warmup for AAS). Following these, the majority of the
processing time is dedicated to DiT computation (shown in red), reflecting high utilization and stable frame rates. Sporadic white gaps
(idle time) appearing thereafter are present due to rate fluctuations, but their rarity ensures a negligible impact on performance.



GPU. After the initial warmup (including a second warmup required for AAS), the majority of each GPU’s time is devoted
to DIT computation (red), demonstrating high utilization and stable frame rates.

12. Additional Visualize results.

We provide additional qualitative examples to further illustrate the model’s long-horizon generation capability. As shown in
Figure 9, our method maintains stable identity, consistent lip movements, and coherent visual appearance when extrapolating
videos far beyond the training horizon. For three different subjects, the generated frames at 10s, 100s, 1000s, and 10000s
remain visually aligned with the reference image and follow the audio-driven motion patterns without exhibiting temporal
drift or degradation. These results highlight the robustness of our approach in producing coherent long-duration talking-face
videos.

Reference Image 10s 100s 1000s 10000s

Text Description

Reference Image 10s 100s 1000s 10000s

Text Description

Reference Image 10000s

Figure 9. Visualization of the generated video at 10 s, 100 s, 1000 s, and 10000 s, demonstrating the model’s strong capability in long-
horizon temporal extrapolation.



Algorithm 1 Self-Forcing DMD with History Corrupt

Require: Timesteps {¢1,...,tr}
Require: Number of video frames N
Require: Conditions of NV frames C.n (including audio,text,ref image)
Require: Generator G (returns KV embeddings via G V)
1: loop
2 Initialize model output X < ||
3 Initialize KV cache KV < ||
4 Sample s ~ Uniform(1,2,...,T)
5: fori=1,...,Ndo
6
7
8

Initialize x}, ~ N(0,1)
forj=1T,...,sdo

if j = s then

9: Enable gradient computation
10: Setkv', & « Gy (w315, KV, C)
11: Xy . append(Zh)
12: Detach kv' from gradient graph
13: KV .append(kv’) > Noisy KV Cache
14: else
15: Disable gradient computation
16: Set & Gg(a:ij;t]-, KV.,C;)
17: Sample € ~ N (0, 1)

18: Setxij_l — \I’(ic’f),e,tj,l)
19: end if
20: end for
21: end for
22: Update 0 via distribution matching loss
23: end loop

13. Ethical consideration.

Our work focuses on enabling real-time and long-horizon audio-driven avatar generation, which naturally raises concerns
related to privacy, consent, and potential misuse. All identity data used in training and evaluation is collected with permission,
and our method does not store or reconstruct unauthorized identities. While high-fidelity avatars may be susceptible to
impersonation risks, our system is intended solely for legitimate telepresence and interactive applications. We encourage
responsible deployment practices such as access control and watermarking to prevent malicious use.



Algorithm 2 Self-Forcing DMD with History Corrupt and Block-wise Gradient Accumulation

Require: Timesteps {t1,...,tr}
Require: Number of video frames NV

Require: Conditions of N frames C1.n (including audio,text,ref image)
Require: Generator G (extra returns KV embeddings via G& ")
1: loop
2: Initialize model output Xy < [|
3: Initialize noisy latent cache X ache  |]
4:  Initialize KV cache KV <« ||
5: Sample s ~ Uniform(1,2,...,7T)
6: Disable gradient computation
7: fori=1,...,Ndo
8 Initialize x}, ~ N(0,1)
9: forj=1T,...,sdo
10: if j = s then
11: Setkv', & « Gy (x5, KV, Ch)
12: Detach x;] , &%, kv® from gradient graph
13: Xecache - append(:cij )
14: Xy . append(Zh)
15: KV .append(kv?)
16: else
17: Set & « Go(xi,;t;, KV, Cy)
18: Sample € ~ N(0, 1)
19: Setaj, | (&€ tj1)
20: end if
21: end for
22: end for
23: fori =N,...,1do
24: Initialize temporary model output X; + ]
25: forj=1,...,Ndo
26: if i = j then
27: Set 2} ¢+ Xeache[s]
28: Enable gradient computation
29: Set &4 «+ Go(zi,;ts, KV, C))
30: X; .append(Z})
31: Disable gradient computation
32: else
33: X .append(Xslj])
34: end if
35: end for
36: Accumulate gradient of § via DMD loss
37: KV .pop(i)
38: end for
39: Update 0

40: end loop

> Handle Partial Gradient

> Free Memory




Algorithm 3 Single-GPU AR Inference with AAS and Rolling RoPE

Require: Per-timestep KV caches, each with size L

Require: Timesteps {¢1,...,tr}

Require: Number of generated frames M

Require: Conditions of IV frames C'.n (including audio,text)
Require: Refimage R

Require: Flow-Matching Model v (extra returns KV embeddings)
Require: Rolling RoPE transform ®(-)

Require: VAE Decoder VAE(-)

1:
: Initialize KV caches {KV1,..., KV7} + |
: Initialize Rolling Sink Frame Sink < R

: Initialize dt « —1/T

e A

9:
10:
11:
12:
13:
14:
15:
16:
17:
18:
19:
20:

Initialize model output Xg < []

fori=1,...,M do
Initialize z* ~ A(0, I)
forj=T,...,1do
Set 9%, kv’ « v (z';t;, KV;, C;, ®(Sink))
Set z* < " + vjdt
if KV ;| = L then
KV;.pop(0)
end if
KV, .append(kv’)
end for
Xy . append(VAE(z?"))
if i = 1 then
Sink « z'
end if
end for
return Xy

> RoPE Update

> AAS Update




Algorithm 4 TPP with AAS and Rolling RoPE

Require: GPU Index &
Require: Per-timestep KV caches, each with size L
Require: Timesteps {t1,...,tr}
Require: Number of generated frames M
Require: Conditions of N frames C1.n (including audio,text)
Require: Refimage R
Require: Flow-Matching Model vj ¥ (extra returns KV embeddings)
Require: Rolling RoPE transform ®(+)
Require: VAE Decoder VAE(-)
1: Initialize model output Xg < []

2: Initialize KV cache KV <« ||
3: Initialize Rolling Sink Frame Sink < R
4: Initialize dt «+ —1/T
5: fori=1,...,M do
6: if k=1 then
7: Initialize 2* ~ NV(0, )
8: else
9: z? + dist.recv()
10: end if
11: if k=T+1 then
12: Xy . append(VAE(z?))
13: if i = 1 then
14: Sink « Xj[i]
15: dist.broadcast(Sink)
16: end if
17: continue
18: else
19: if i=2 then
20: Sink «dist.recv()
21: end if
22: Set 0L, kv « v§Y (2% tr_gs1, KV, C;, ®(Sink))
23: if [ KV| = L then
24: KV .pop(0)
25: end if
26: KV .append(kv?)
27: Set ' « x' + didt
28: dist.send(z?)
29: end if
30: end for

31: return Xy

> VAE Device

> Broadcast AAS

> DiT Device

> Update AAS
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