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Figure 1. LineAR enables efficient autoregressive image generation, preserving only 1/8, 1/6, and 1/6 of the KV cache, achieving up to
2.13%,5.62x, and 7.57 x speedup on Lumina-mGPT, Janus-Pro, and LlamaGen models, with improved or comparable generation quality.

Abstract

Autoregressive (AR) visual generation has emerged as
a powerful paradigm for image and multimodal synthesis,
owing to its scalability and generality. However, existing
AR image generation suffers from severe memory bottle-
necks due to the need to cache all previously generated
visual tokens during decoding, leading to both high stor-
age requirements and low throughput. In this paper, we
introduce LineAR, a novel, training-free progressive key-
value (KV) cache compression pipeline for autoregressive
image generation. By fully exploiting the intrinsic charac-
teristics of visual attention, LineAR manages the cache at
the line level using a 2D view, preserving the visual depen-
dency regions while progressively evicting less-informative
tokens that are harmless for subsequent line generation,
guided by inter-line attention. LineAR enables efficient au-
toregressive (AR) image generation by utilizing only a few
lines of cache, achieving both memory savings and through-
put speedup, while maintaining or even improving genera-
tion quality. Extensive experiments across six autoregres-
sive image generation models, including class-conditional
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and text-to-image generation, validate its effectiveness and
generality. LineAR improves ImageNet FID from 2.77 to
2.68 and COCO FID from 23.85 to 22.86 on LlamaGen-XL
and Janus-Pro-1B, while retaining only 1/6 KV cache. It
also improves DPG on Lumina-mGPT-768 with just 1/8 KV
cache. Additionally, LineAR achieves significant memory
and throughput gains, including up to 67.61% memory re-
duction and 7.57x speedup on LlamaGen-XL, and 39.66%
memory reduction and 5.62x speedup on Janus-Pro-7B.

1. Introduction

Autoregressive (AR) models with the “next-token” predic-
tion paradigm have achieved remarkable success in large
language models (LLMs) [1, 27] and have recently been ex-
tended to visual generation, producing high-quality results
comparable to state-of-the-art diffusion models [16, 39].
Their inherent scalability and generality also make AR
models a promising foundation for multi-modal understand-
ing and generation [28, 48]. Despite these advances, AR
image generation suffers from inefficiencies during infer-
ence due to the greedy accumulation of a heavy KV cache
from all generated tokens, leading to memory overhead that
scales linearly with sequence length. For instance, gener-


https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.04857v1

0.010 - 0.010 -

0.008 - 0.008 -

days buiporeq ——

I
I
|
o
§ 0.006 § | g-n.oos
o
2 s 18
% 0.004 Fi | & 0.004 o
0.002 20 times smallerll | 0.002 16.7 times smallerll
|
0.000 | o0

Con (C) Vis (N)

Con (C) Vis (N)

Figure 2. Visualization of attention patterns and allocation. The
attention persistently shifts toward the conditional tokens, while
visual attention gradually dilutes as decoding progresses.

ating a 1024 x 1024 image with Lumina-mGPT [28] re-
quires caching over 4K tokens, which not only leads to ex-
cessive memory consumption but also significantly slows
down throughput, complicating practical deployment.

Is caching all visual tokens truly necessary? To address
this question, we revisit autoregressive image generation
models and identify substantial inefficiencies in their atten-
tion mechanisms. As shown in Figure 2, attention grad-
ually shifts towards conditional text tokens, while the at-
tention received by each historical visual token decreases
throughout the sequential decoding process. We find that
this inefficiency in visual attention arises from its locally
concentrated visual dependency. We visualize the evolu-
tion of attention during image generation from a 2D per-
spective. As shown in Figure 3, each generated token pre-
dominantly attends to its spatially adjacent tokens that pro-
vide nearby spatial context, and the initial visual anchor that
aligns with the conditional tokens. Consequently, the gen-
eration of each image line primarily relies on tokens from
recent lines and the initial visual anchor, while distant to-
kens from earlier lines contribute minimally to subsequent
generations. This suggests that maintaining all historical
visual tokens in the cache is inefficient, and the visual KV
cache should be dynamically compressed during decoding.

How can we improve KV cache compression for autore-
gressive image generation models? Building on the inef-
ficiencies of vanilla visual caching, we explore KV cache
compression to reduce redundant storage and computation
during AR image generation. Existing compression meth-
ods are typically designed for the prefilling phase of textual
contexts in LLMs, often using coarse, one-shot truncation
strategies. However, AR visual models progressively build
a large cache during decoding, where token importance
evolves dynamically with spatial progression. This calls for
an adaptive and progressive compression pipeline, where
each compression step should not hinder later generation.
Additionally, unlike text, which follows a one-dimensional
sequence with varying relevance across adjacent sentences,
images are two-dimensional and exhibit strong locality and
continuity across neighboring regions. As shown in Fig-
ure 4, adjacent raster lines often share similar attention pat-
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Figure 3. Visualization of attention evolution in line generation.
The current line generation relies on tokens from the recent region
and initial anchor, resulting in mid-region cache redundancy.

terns, revealing strong inter-line consistency that could pro-

vide useful contextual cues for generating subsequent lines.

These stage-wise and modality-specific differences high-

light the gap in decoding-time KV cache compression re-

search for AR visual models.

Building on these insights, we propose LineAR, a novel
training-free progressive KV cache compression pipeline
tailored for autoregressive visual models. Specifically, Lin-
eAR manages the KV cache from a 2D view by dividing the
image generation process into rasterized line stages. This
enables efficient cache management that fully exploits the
locality and inter-line consistency inherent in visual gen-
eration. By maintaining initial anchor tokens and recent
lines to preserve global conditioning and local dependen-
cies, LineAR progressively removes less informative tokens
for next line generation under inter-line guidance. As a re-
sult, LineAR frees AR visual models from heavy KV cache
dependency, allowing image generation with only a few
lines of cached tokens. LineAR achieves significant mem-
ory reduction and throughput acceleration while maintain-
ing or even improving generation quality, all without requir-
ing any retraining. The contributions of our paper include:
* We conduct an in-depth analysis of AR visual models,

revealing inefficiencies in visual attention during the de-
coding process and identifying inherent visual character-
istics, including locally concentrated visual dependencies
and inter-line attention consistency.

* We propose a simple yet effective decoding-time KV
cache compression pipeline that performs progressive
compression under inter-line guidance, enabling AR vi-
sual models to operate with only a few lines of cache.

* We extensively validate LineAR on six AR visual models
across various benchmarks and evaluation metrics. Ex-
periments demonstrate that LineAR achieves significant
memory savings and throughput acceleration while main-
taining lossless or even improved generation quality.

2. Related Work

Autoregressive Visual Generation. Autoregressive (AR)
models [1, 2, 7, 27, 55] have shown great success in text
generation, leading to their extension into image synthe-
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two adjacent lines. Inter-line attention shows high consistency.

sis. Pioneering works [16, 36, 39, 47, 58] paved the way
by quantizing images into discrete tokens [8, 44, 57], de-
coded autoregressively in a GPT-style manner. Building on
this, recent advances [5, 28, 41, 48, 50, 53] adopt architec-
tures closely aligned with text generation, enabling a unified
framework for multimodal understanding and generation.
However, next-token prediction suffers from severe infer-
ence inefficiency, as each token must be generated sequen-
tially. To alleviate this, alternative designs explore more
efficient paradigms, such as next-scale [15, 38, 40, 43, 45]
and masked autoregressive modeling [4, 23, 24]. Despite
these, all methods still require caching previously gener-
ated tokens, causing significant storage overhead. Our work
focuses on the next-token paradigm, the most general and
widely adopted across modalities.

Efficient Autoregressive Visual Generation. Recent
efforts have focused on improving the efficiency of visual
AR generation. Parallel decoding [17, 18, 21, 32, 42, 49,
60] approaches aim to reduce decoding steps by predict-
ing multiple visual tokens simultaneously, thereby accel-
erating generation. Despite their effectiveness, they often
require retraining AR models to learn alternative decod-
ing orders [18, 32, 49, 60], or trade additional computa-
tion [17, 42] for reduced latency. More importantly, they
fail to reduce the memory footprint of cached tokens during
generation, resulting in nearly unchanged peak memory us-
age. Other strategies, such as token sparification [0, 14, 34]
and cache reuse [54], optimize generation efficiency but are
typically tailored to specific paradigms, making them un-
suitable for the next-token prediction approach.

KV Cache Compression. KV cache compression [22,
30, 46, 59] has emerged as a promising solution to address
the memory bottleneck in autoregressive models. Eviction-
based methods [9-11, 25, 29, 31, 33, 37, 56, 59] effec-
tively control cache size by enforcing a target budget. While
these techniques show strong results in LLMs, they mostly
focus on prefill phase KV compression, truncating redun-
dant tokens from long inputs in a one-shot manner. In
contrast, autoregressive visual models generate long to-
ken sequences progressively during decoding, where token
importance evolves dynamically. Although methods like
StreamingLLM [52] and H20 [59] enable decoding-time
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Figure 5. Visual KV cache management from a 2D perspective.
The visual KV cache is organized in a 2D view, where each hor-
izontal line represents a generating stage and serves as a natural
unit for cache management in LineAR.

KV cache compression, and recent work like R-KV [3] op-
timizes reasoning-oriented LLMs [13] by considering con-
textual redundancy, these approaches fail to address the spa-
tial redundancy and the need for spatially consistent cache
management in visual generation, making them suboptimal
for visual AR models. To fill this gap, our work pioneers
a dedicated decoding-time KV cache compression pipeline
tailored for AR image generation.

3. Method

3.1. Preliminaries

Autoregressive Visual Generation. Autoregressive (AR)
visual generation follows next-token paradigm to synthesize
visual content in raster order. Given a textual prompt (or
class label) tokenized into a sequence of condition tokens
c € RY, the model generates a sequence of visual tokens
(x1,Xa2,...,Xy), where each token is predicted based on
the conditional prefix and the previously generated tokens:

N
p(xin ) = [[ p(xi | e, x<i), M
i=1
where N = h x w denotes the number of visual tokens
on the latent feature grid. After decoding, the tokens are
mapped back to pixel space by a pretrained visual decoder
and rearranged to form an image of size H x W.

KV Cache in Visual Generation. Autoregressive (AR)
visual generation typically involves two phases: (1) prefill
phase: the model encodes text prompts or class labels into
C' conditional tokens, forming the conditional key—value
(KV) states {Kcond; Veona} € RE*?. (2) decoding phase:
the model autoregressively generates subsequent visual to-
kens in multiple decoding steps. For a single attention head
at decoding step ¢, the attention is computed as:

. . KOT .
Attention(q;, K(l),V(’)) = Softmax K v ()
Vd

where q; € R'*? is the query of the i-th visual token, and
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Figure 6. Overview of the proposed LineAR framework. We illustrate a toy example of 8 x 8 image grid with a budget ratio p = 3/8 in
one attention head, showing (a) the Progressive KV Cache Compression Pipeline, which progressively reduces cached visual tokens, and
(b) the Inter-line Guided Eviction Strategy, which evicts less informative tokens based on inter-line attention guidance.

{K® v} cRC+)xd denote the current KV states con-
sisting of both conditional and visual tokens:

K(i) = [Kcond: Kl:i]: V(i) = [Vcondv Vl:i]~ (3)

During inference, these KV pairs are cached to avoid re-
computing projections for previous tokens. At any decoding
step ¢, the visual KV cache is updated by concatenating the
previous cache {Kj.;_1, V1,1 } with the newly generated
KV pair {k;, v;}, forming:

P = {Klzi7V1:i} = {[Klzi717ki]7 [Vl:ifhvi}}. “)

For simplicity, we denote the visual KV cache at step
1 by Py.;. While KV cache effectively eliminates redun-
dant computation, its memory footprint still grows linearly
with the number of generated visual tokens N, resulting in
O(N) storage that rapidly dominates inference cost at high
resolutions and severely limits decoding efficiency.

3.2. Motivation

The growing KV cache size creates a bottleneck in AR im-
age generation, motivating us to optimize cache usage by
controlling its expansion during decoding. To address this,
we analyze the autoregressive attention mechanism and ask
two key questions: (1) Is it necessary to cache all visual to-
kens? (2) If not, how can we more efficiently handle past vi-
sual tokens? We perform an in-depth analysis using Janus-
Pro [5] on 300 prompts from the DPG dataset [20], which
guides the design of our proposed method.

Observation 1: Inefficient Visual Attention in AR Mod-
els. Figure 2 illustrates the attention patterns and the atten-
tion allocation ratio between visual and conditional tokens
in autoregressive visual generation. At early decoding steps,
visual tokens closely align with conditional tokens to estab-
lish the overall visual style and color tone of the generated

image [51], thereby receiving a comparable attention allo-
cation. However, as generation proceeds, visual attention
becomes increasingly diluted, while attention persistently
sinks toward the conditional tokens, whose average atten-
tion allocation even grows up to be 20x higher than that
of visual tokens in shalldow layrers. In models such as
Lumina-mGPT [28], the number of cached visual tokens
can exceed the conditional ones by more than 200X, mak-
ing the vanilla KV cache mechanism highly inefficient for
autoregressive visual generation.

Observation 2: Locally Concentrated Visual Depen-
dency. To further understand how visual attention evolves
during decoding, we observe the generation of image lines,
which aligns with the raster-scan order in autoregressive vi-
sual models. As shown in Figure 4, attention is primarily
focused on spatially adjacent tokens and the initial anchor
tokens that are strongly linked to the conditional tokens.
This highlights that visual generation relies heavily on lo-
cal spatial context and persistent dependence on the initial
anchor tokens that encode the global style and conditional
alignment. Consequently, the generation of the current line
is mainly dependent on neighboring lines and initial anchor
tokens, while distant visual tokens contribute little to the
prediction of subsequent tokens. This localized attention
distribution reveals the redundancy of distant visual tokens,
making it intuitive and feasible to progressively discard out-
dated tokens during the generation process.

Observation 3: Inter-Line Attention Consistency. To
progressively compress visual tokens during decoding, it is
crucial to ensure that each compression step does not dis-
rupt the generation of subsequent tokens. Leveraging the
spatial continuity in images, we hypothesize that adjacent
lines attend to highly similar visual regions during gener-
ation. To verify this, we compare the attention patterns of
consecutive lines in the later stages of decoding, focusing



on the previously generated content. As shown in Figure 4,
the attention of adjacent lines exhibits strong overlapping,
with the similarity curve further quantifying the degree of
consistency across layers and lines. This indicates that the
information attended to by the generation process in adja-
cent lines is highly similar. Consequently, the attended re-
gions from adjacent line can serve as reliable guidance for
determining which tokens should be retained for the next-
line generation, enabling safe and adaptive compression.

3.3. LineAR

We propose LineAR, a novel KV cache compression
pipeline that enables high-quality autoregressive image gen-
eration with only a few lines of cached tokens.

Visual KV Cache Management in a 2D View. In line
with our analysis, we manage the visual KV cache from
a 2D view, which better reflects image structure than the
vanilla sequential view. Let the total number of visual to-
kens be N = h x w = n? for simplicity. As illustrated
in Figure 5, the full KV cache can be viewed as an n X n
matrix that follows raster order, where each position corre-
sponds to a latent image feature. Under this view, the gen-
eration process can be naturally regarded as a sequence of
n raster-line stages, each corresponding to the generation of
one horizontal line consisting of n visual tokens. We denote
by PO £ (KW = K;.,;, VD = Vy.,;} the state of the
KV cache after the [-th line has been generated. This 2D
view introduces a natural management unit, the raster line,
which serves as the fundamental element for cache orga-
nization, allowing the model to maintain spatial coherence
during progressive compression.

Cache Budget and Budget Ratio. We set the cache bud-
get B as the upper bound on the number of cached KV pairs
and assume that it is an integer multiple of n, i.e., n | B, so
that the cache can be managed at the granularity of complete
raster lines. We further define the budget ratio p = B/N.

Progressive KV Cache Compression Pipeline. Fig-
ure 6(a) illustrates the overall pipeline. Given a target bud-
get ratio p, we maintain a cache space upper bounded by
|P| < pN = B during generation. The cache is regulated
in a stable and orderly manner, using the end of each raster
line as the synchronization point. Recall that we split AR
image generation into n lines, in the early lines’ generation
(¢/n < p), no compression is applied, allowing the model
to first establish a consistent global style and remain fully
guided by the conditional context. Once the generated con-
text exceeds the predefined cache bound, progressive KV
compression is activated in the following lines.

At any end of line ¢ when compression starts, P can
be always partitioned into three parts: (1) Initial anchor
tokens 15’@ = Pi.n

init init

that maintain the global style and

conditional alignment; (2) Recent lines’ tokens f’r(fc) =
P (s_ryn+1:en that provide local visual context; and (3) The

mid-region tokens f’r(fi)d, which lie between the initial and

recent windows and are compressibe in the current stage.
For Pr(fi)d, we then perform the inter-line guided eviction

strategy Piner(+), which evicts the least n informative to-

kens for next line generation, Péfi)ct € R"*4, We compact
©

mid-region cache f’mid by removing the evicted tokens:

() 5 (L) 5 (L) O (£) 5 (£)
Poict = Piner(Pryigo ), Prig < Prig \ Peiiee - )

mid’ mi
After compression, the cache PO is updated by:

PO PO PO

¢4 (¢
init? mid’PEegL PP =B—n. (©6)
Note that, at each compression operation, we preserve an
n-token buffer for the next line generation. So at the next
stage /+1, the cache is first updated by concatenating the

new generated tokens for line /+1:
15(2+1) = [15(8)’ P€n+1:(€+1)n} ’ @)

and then the compression operation is repeated iteratively.
This completes the progressive KV cache compression
pipeline, maintaining anchors and locality, enforcing the
budget, and leaving a one-line buffer, thus balancing com-
pression frequency and generation stability.

Inter-line Guided Eviction Strategy ®j,er. In the pro-

gressive compression pipeline, the initial anchor lf’l(li)t is
fixed and the recent window f’r(fc) advances line by line.
The key challenge is to prudently evict tokens from the
mid-region without affecting the generation of the next line.
Leveraging the strong visual consistency between adjacent
image lines, we design the inter-line guided eviction strat-
egy (shown in Figure 6(b)), which utilizes similarity infor-
mation from the adjacent line to guide token selection.

For the uncompressed key-value states of the remaining
mid tokens Pr(rfi)d = {Kﬁﬁ{i,vgﬁg}, our goal is to evict n
tokens that are least informative for the next line’s genera-
tion. To achieve this, we always maintain a guide queue of

queries from the current generating line £:

Qgﬂde = [d(-1)n+1s- -5 Qen] € R ®)

We compute saliency scores for the mid-region by aver-
aging the attention from the current line’s queries:

0 %OT
1 Qguide Knmi 5(0)
S = =17 Softmax( £ ML) e RIPmal, ()
n Vd
which ensures that each token from the current line equally
contributes to guiding the eviction decision. We then select
the n least salient tokens to be evicted:
4 4 O (¢ =304 4
&Y = BottomK(s“, n), PL =PO @) (10

evict —

In this way, we preserve the most important information,
achieving lossless compression for the next line generation.



Table 1. Quantitative results of text-to-image generation on Janus-Pro-1B, Janus-Pro-7B, Lumina-mGPT-768 and Lumina-mGPT-1024
with LineAR under different budget ratios. We compare the speedup with the full-cache maximum throughput, using the same batch size.

Models Efficiencyt GenEvalt DPGT

Throughput Speedup Single Obj. Two Obj. Counting Colors Overall Entity Relation Attribute Overall
Janus-Pro-1B Full 0.89it/s 1.00x 0.98 0.83 0.50 0.90 0.73 9040  92.80 88.78 85.00
(N = 576) 1/4 4.03it/s 4.53x% 0.99 0.86 0.49 0.89 072  90.26  93.19 88.26 84.79
o 1/6 5.22it/s 5.87x 0.99 0.81 0.51 0.89 071  89.92  92.57 88.26 84.59
Janus-Pro-7B Full  0.35it/s 1.00x 0.99 0.86 0.57 0.91 0.79 9034 93.23 88.28 85.54
(N = 576) 1/4 1.58it/s 4.49x 0.99 0.89 0.58 0.93 0.80 90.52  93.50 88.22 85.60
- 1/6 1.98it/s 5.62x 0.99 0.88 0.52 0.91 0.78  90.32  93.38 87.97 85.30
Lumina-mGPT-768 Full 0.04it/s 1.00x 1.00 0.73 0.25 0.82 052 8354 8781 81.57 76.96
v (N - 2352)- 1/6 0.08it/s 1.93x 0.99 0.74 0.28 0.84 052 8446  88.39 82.01 717.76
- 1/8 0.09it/s 2.13x 0.99 0.73 0.24 0.86 052 83.80 87.89 82.29 77.19
Lumina-mGPT-1024 Full 0.0l%t/s 1.00x 0.98 0.76 0.29 0.83 0.56  86.67  90.95 84.42 79.98
— 1/8 0.07it/s 2.64x 0.99 0.75 0.30 0.82 055 86.67 9091 84.22 79.65

(N = 4160)

4, Experimentation Table 2. Quantitative results of class-to-image generation on

4.1. Experimental Setup

Evaluated Models. We evaluate LineAR on six state-of-
the-art autoregressive image generation models, covering
three representative architectures. (1) Janus-Pro-1B/7B [5],
unified multimodal models generating 384 x 384 images
with 576 visual tokens; (2) Lumina-mGPT-768/1024 [28],
text-to-image models generating 768 x 768 and 1024 x 1024
images, with 2352 and 4160 visual tokens; (3) LlamaGen-
XL/XXL [39] [39], class-conditional models generating
384 x 384 images with 576 visual tokens.

Evaluation Metrics. For text-to-image generation,
we adopt two widely used benchmarks, GenEval [12]
and DPG [20], to assess high-level semantic alignment
and compositional consistency. We further evaluate im-
age quality and prompt adherence using Fréchet Incep-
tion Distance [19] (FID) and CLIP score [35] on 30k MS-
COCO [26] validation captions. We denote FID for MS-
COCO as FID-30k. For class-conditional image generation,
we follow standard ImageNet evaluation protocols and re-
port FID-50k, Inception Score (IS), Precision, and Recall,
computed from 50k generated samples.

Implementation Details. We report results of LineAR
under different budget ratio settings (p = B/N). For each
evaluated model, we follow its original inference configura-
tion. Additional implementation details of LineAR for each
model are provided in the supplementary material. Our ex-
periments are conducted on A800 GPUs.

4.2. Main Results

Text-to-Image Generation. Quantitative results. Table |
presents the results of applying LineAR to four models
spanning different architectures, model sizes, and gener-
ation resolutions. Across all cases, LineAR consistently
achieves lossless or even improved performance compared

LlamaGen-XL/XXL with LineAR under different budget ratios.

Models p FID-50k| ISt  Precisionf Recallt

Full 2.77 282.41 0.83 0.54

LlamaGen-XL  1/4 2.64 279.95 0.83 0.55
(N = 576) 1/6 2.68 279.17 0.82 0.55
1/8 2.95 28291 0.82 0.54

Full 2.47 290.82 0.83 0.56

LlamaGen-XXL 1/4 2.45 292.47 0.83 0.56
(N = 576) 1/6 2.54 290.14 0.82 0.56
1/8 2.64 292.92 0.82 0.56

to the full-cache baseline. For instance, on Lumina-mGPT-
768, LineAR achieves higher DPG scores with only 1/8 vi-
sual cache retained. Beyond its strong performance on high-
resolution generation, LineAR also performs effectively on
Janus-Pro models, which generate low-resolution images
with only 576 visual tokens. Even when the cache is re-
duced to 1/6, Line AR maintains nearly identical quality, ex-
hibiting only minor drops of 0.02 and 0.01 in GenEval and
0.41 and 0.24 in DPG compared to the full-cache baseline,
while achieving 5.87x and 5.62x throughput speedup on
Janus-Pro-1B/7B, respectively.

Qualitative results. Figure 7 presents images generated
with Lumina-mGPT-768 and Janus-Pro-7B using LineAR
under different cache ratios. Across models, LineAR pre-
serves high visual quality that remains well aligned with
textual prompts, maintaining similar style and color tones
to the full cache, even under high compression ratios. This
demonstrates the effectiveness of LineAR, designed with
the characteristics of visual generation in mind.

Class-conditional Image Generation. We further eval-
uate LineAR on LlamaGen-XL and LlamaGen-XXL using
the ImageNet dataset. As shown in Table 2, LineAR con-
sistently achieves comparable FID performance to the full-
cache baseline, even when the cache budget ratio is reduced
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Figure 7. Qualitative results of text-to-image generation by LineAR on Lumina-mGPT-768 (left) and Janus-Pro-7B (right).

Table 3. Quantitative comparison of KV cache compression meth-
ods for class-conditional and text-to-image generation tasks

LlamaGen-XL Janus-Pro-1B
FID-50k | ISt FID-30k| CLIP 1
Full 1 2717 282.41 23.85 0.233
1/6 92.66 14.34 99.73 0.178

Methods

Random 0 15353 8.42 11742 0.167
Streaming /0 3.09 307.69  24.80 0.236
T 437 29708  32.17 0.228

H20 1/6 3.06 287.67  25.87 0.225
1/8 372 279.05  29.46 0214

1/6 277 27656 24.63 0.232

RKV 3.45 27129 25.55 0.232
LineAr V6 2.68 279.17  22.86 0.236

1/8 2.95 282.91 24.03 0.237

to 1/8 on both models. Notably, LineAR achieves lower FID
scores (2.68 vs. 2.77) on LlamaGen-XL with a 1/6 budget
ratio and shows improvements in both FID and Inception
Score on LlamaGen-XXL with a 1/4 budget ratio. These
results demonstrate that LineAR not only significantly im-
proves the efficiency of autoregressive image generation but
also reduces visual redundancy in cached tokens, thereby
enhancing generation quality.

Comparison with Baselines. We compare LineAR with
several representative KV cache compression methods orig-
inally developed for decoding-stage cache compression in
LLMs, adapted here for AR image generation. These base-
lines include: StreamingL.LM [52], which retains tokens at
fixed intervals; H20 [59], which keeps persistently impor-
tant tokens via accumulated attention; and R-KV [3], which
selects tokens based on contextual redundancy among rea-
soning contexts. A Random eviction baseline is also in-
cluded for reference. Comparisons are performed under

various cache budgets on both class-conditional (ImageNet)
and text-to-image (MS-COCO) generation. As shown in
Table 3, LineAR consistently outperforms all baselines,
achieving the best FID scores across tasks and budget ra-
tios. Random eviction performs the worst, as indiscrimi-
nate removal discards critical initial anchors and recent-line
tokens required for maintaining global style and local co-
herence. At a 1/6 budget ratio, all methods maintain rela-
tively stable performance since they still preserve these key
tokens to some extent, with R-KV ranking second due to
its redundancy-aware design. However, under the more ag-
gressive 1/8 ratio, all baselines suffer clear quality degra-
dation, revealing their limited adaptation to visual-specific
characteristics. In contrast, LineAR remains robust with
minimal drop, demonstrating that its inter-line—guided evic-
tion enables progressive, nearly lossless cache compression.

4.3. Efficiency Analysis

LineAR’s efficient management of the visual KV cache re-
sults in both memory savings and inference speedup across
different architectures. Table4 presents the results un-
der the lossless compression settings. Specifically, Lin-
eAR achieves up to 67.61% memory savings on LlamaGen-
XL with a 1/6 budget ratio, while significantly increasing
throughput by up to 7.57x compared to the full-cache base-
line. On Janus-7B-Pro and Lumina-mGPT-768, LineAR
also achieves 39.66% and 61.38% memory savings, respec-
tively, along with 5.62x and 2.13 x speedups at 1/6 and 1/8
budget ratios. Another advantage of LineAR is that it effec-
tively mitigates the decline in visual autoregressive decod-
ing throughput. Figure 8 illustrates the average per-token
generation speed comparison between the first and last 50%
of the decoding steps. Models with full-cache suffer from a
throughput drop as the visual KV cache gradually accumu-
lates, leading to much slower speed in the later generation.
In contrast, LineAR maintains a stable decoding speed by



2 [ Table 4. Efficiency analysis on LlamaGen-XL, Janus-7B-Pro and Lumina-mGPT-768 models with
Foe| = e .- §  lossless compression using LineAR, evaluated on NVIDIA A800 GPUs.
'i ’ ; Models Method p B Batch Memory Mem. Saving Latency Through. Speedup
= .
Last 50% LlamaGen-XL Full 1 576 256 64.75GB - 331.52s  0.77it/s 1.00x

% 3.16x (N = 576) LineAR 1/4 144 256 25.51GB 60.59% 63.99s  4.00it/'s  5.18x
3 0.7 mm oo 5 E 16 96 256 2097GB  67.61%  43.78s 5.85its  7.57x
g 3 .
E . .i Janus-Pro-7B Full 1 576 64 74.01GB - 180.8s  0.35it/s 1.00x
g’ ' © (N = 576) LineAR 1/4 144 64 47.59GB 35.70% 40.3s 1.59it/s 4.49x

00 First'sox Last 50% 1/6 96 64 44.66GB  39.66%  32.19s 1.99it/s  5.62x
Figure 8. Comparison of per-token  Lumina-mGPT-76s _Full 1 2352 12 5548GB - 283.99s  0.04it/s  1.00x
generation speeds in the first and (N = 2352) LineAR 1/6 392 12 21.43GB 61.38% 146.82s  0.08it/s 1.93x
last 50% of the Image. 1/8 294 12 19.64GB 64.69% 133.51s  0.09it/s  2.13x

Table 5. Component alation on Janus-Pro-1B with p = 1/6. Budget  Full 12 1/4 16 18

Piit  Prc  Pumia | FID-30kl  CLIPT  Genevalt
v v 20338 0.156 0.04
v 79.96 0.191 0.13
v v 24.80 0.236 0.67
v v v 22.86 0.236 0.71

Table 6. Inter-line guidance albation on Janus-Pro-1B.

LineAR p | FID-30k| CLIP? Genevalt
w. AttAce  1/6 23.27 0.236 0.68
w. IL Guid.  1/6 22.86 0.236 0.71
w. AttAce 178 24.30 0.237 0.61
w.IL Guid. 18 24.03 0.237 0.65

limiting the KV cache within a fixed range, which is partic-
ularly beneficial for practical applications.

4.4. Ablation Study

Effectiveness of Compression Strategy Components. We
analyze the contributions of each component in our progres-
sive compression strategy. As shown in Table 5, removing
either the initial anchors lsinit or the recent lines’ cache Prec
significantly degrades image quality, emphasizing the need
to preserve alignment with conditional tokens and local de-
pendencies. Adding selective tokens f’mid further improves
performance, reducing FID-50k from 24.80 to 22.86, high-
lighting the importance of inter-line guided selection in re-
taining key tokens for subsequent line generation.
Effectiveness of Inter-line Guided Eviction. We eval-
uate the effectiveness of inter-line guided eviction (de-
noted as IL Guid.) by comparing it with the attention
accumulation-based selection strategy (denoted as AttnAcc)
under different budget ratios. Table 6 presents the results.
Compared to the AttnAcc method, the model without inter-
line guidance experiences significantly higher FID values
under both budget ratios. This suggests that tokens evicted
via inter-line guidance are less harmful to subsequent gen-

ratio

FID 23.85

FID 24.03
dup 6.19%

FID 23.72 FID 22.75
dup 1.97x Speedup 4.03x

FID 22.86
dup 5.87x

peedup 1.0x P P P

Figure 9. Comparison results under different budget ratios.

erations, leading to better progressive compression.

Impact of Budget Ratio. Figure 9 presents both qualita-
tive and quantitative results on Janus-Pro-1B under varying
budget ratios. As the budget ratio decreases, there is a trade-
off between FID scores and speedup. Moderate compres-
sion removes redundancy from visual attention, improving
both quality and speed, while excessive compression results
in slightly higher FID scores. Despite this, LineAR consis-
tently delivers impressive performance, maintaining mini-
mal quality loss and preserving the global style and color
tones, closely aligned with the prompts.

Additional Ablation Study. Due to space constraints,
ablations on hyperparameter sensitivity and more analysis
are deferred to the supplementary material

5. Conclusion

We present LineAR, a novel, training-free KV cache
compression method designed for efficient autoregressive
image generation. LineAR manages the visual KV cache at
the line level and enables lossless progressive compression
through inter-line guidance. It allows autoregressive image
generation with only a few lines cached, achieving lossless
performance. Extensive experiments across multiple AR
image generation models demonstrate its effectiveness.
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