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Abstract

Autoregressive(AR)-diffusion hybrid paradigms combine
AR’s structured modeling with diffusion’s photorealistic
synthesis, yet suffer from high latency due to sequential
AR generation and iterative denoising. In this work, we
tackle this bottleneck and propose a unified AR–diffusion
framework Fast-ARDiff that jointly optimizes both compo-
nents, accelerating AR speculative decoding while simul-
taneously facilitating faster diffusion decoding. Specifi-
cally: (1) The entropy-informed speculative strategy en-
courages draft model to produce higher-entropy represen-
tations aligned with target model’s entropy characteris-
tics, mitigating entropy mismatch and high rejection rates
caused by draft overconfidence. (2) For diffusion decod-
ing, rather than treating it as an independent module, we
integrate it into the same end-to-end framework using a dy-
namic scheduler that prioritizes AR optimization to guide
the diffusion part in further steps. The diffusion part is
optimized through a joint distillation framework combining
trajectory and distribution matching, ensuring stable train-
ing and high-quality synthesis with extremely few steps.
During inference, shallow feature entropy from AR mod-
ule is used to pre-filter low-entropy drafts, avoiding re-
dundant computation and improving latency. Fast-ARDiff
achieves state-of-the-art acceleration across diverse mod-
els: on ImageNet 256×256, TransDiff attains 4.3× lossless
speedup, and NextStep-1 achieves 3× acceleration on text-
conditioned generation. Code will be available at https:
//github.com/aSleepyTree/Fast-ARDiff.

1. Introduction

AR models have witnessed great success in natural lan-
guage processing, with large language models (LLMs)
[1, 2, 33] demonstrating strong abilities in reasoning and
open-ended generation. Motivated by this success, recent
studies extend AR modeling to visual generation [16, 30],
leveraging its strength in capturing long-range dependen-

(a) vanilla teacher, Nextstep-1 

(b) speculative decoding + 4-step diffusion, Ours 

3×
faster

Figure 1. Qualitative generation comparison between the vanilla
NextStep-1 [31] and our method on GenEval [7].

cies and structured semantics. Early AR models generated
pixels directly [34], but suffered from low resolution. With
advances in vector quantization (VQ) [6, 35], generation
shifted to discrete token space, enabling high-level feature
modeling and higher resolutions. Recent works [32, 36] fur-
ther introduced parallel decoding for higher efficiency.

However, AR models are constrained by quantization
errors that degrade fine-grained details and limit genera-
tion fidelity. Recent works [22, 40, 43] attempt to im-
prove quantizers through grouped codebooks or predefined
quantization rules to stabilize training, yet they still rely
on discrete representations and thus incur inevitable infor-
mation loss. Another line of work, hybrid AR-diffusion
paradigms [23, 31, 44] have emerged as promising so-
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lutions, which shift AR generation to continuous latent
spaces and avoid quantization altogether. MAR [11] uses
diffusion-inspired denoising losses on continuous latents,
and FlowAR [23] combine scale-wise AR with flow match-
ing in continuous space to preserve semantics. Furthermore,
this hybrid architecture leverages AR’s structured seman-
tic modeling to guide the diffusion module while exploiting
diffusion’s high-fidelity synthesis, effectively balancing the
trade-offs between the two paradigms. Nevertheless, the
two-stage nature of these hybrids can introduce efficiency
challenges, as sequential AR computation and iterative dif-
fusion denoising jointly cause high latency.

Few studies have explored acceleration for this hy-
brid paradigm, and simply decoupling the AR and diffu-
sion parts for separate acceleration proves insufficient. A
straightforward solution is to combine speculative decod-
ing [12, 13] for the AR component with distillation-based
acceleration [38, 39] for the diffusion part within an end-to-
end framework. However, we find that this leads to an ex-
cessively high rejection rate of small models, reducing the
efficiency of speculative decoding and thus limiting the per-
formance of diffusion distillation. As illustrated in Figure 2
(a), the root cause lies in an entropy mismatch between
the small and large models: the small draft produces fea-
tures with extremely low entropy, indicating overconfident
and homogeneous predictions, while the large verifier main-
tains a far more uniform entropy distribution. We attribute it
to the inherently low information density of images—unlike
text, where each token carries distinct semantics and in-
herently preserves diversity, images often contain redun-
dant regions (e.g., skies, blank walls) with minimal varia-
tion. As shown in Figure 2 (a)(b), language models remain
consistent distributions across scales, whereas vision mod-
els exhibit drastic entropy shifts, which we attribute to the
overfitting on redundant regions. This consistency explains
why speculative decoding excels in language processing
and further highlights the unique challenges of adapting it
to image-based AR+Diffusion frameworks.

To address the above challenges, this paper pro-
poses a unified acceleration framework Fast-ARDiff for
AR+Diffusion hybrids, with three core designs: First, we
design an entropy-informed speculative decoding strategy
to alleviate the entropy mismatch between small and large
AR models, reducing the rejection rate of draft models. Our
approach introduces a feature-level entropy loss that explic-
itly encourages the draft model to produce higher-entropy,
more diverse representations. In addition, we develop a
joint diffusion distillation framework combining trajectory
distillation (for stable initialization) and distribution match-
ing (for extreme step reduction), mitigating the latency of
iterative denoising. Finally, we unify the training of specu-
lative AR and diffusion distillation in an end-to-end manner
to ensure cross-module synergy. A dynamic loss weight-

ing scheme linearly anneals the focus from AR alignment
to diffusion distillation during training, prioritizing seman-
tic guidance early and refining visual synthesis later. Our
main contributions can be summarized as follows:
• We identify that the entropy mismatch between AR mod-

els with different sizes in the AR+Diffusion paradigm
leads to a high rejection rate for speculative decoding.

• We propose an end-to-end unified framework that jointly
optimizes both AR and diffusion via entropy-informed
speculative decoding and two-stage diffusion distillation.

• Extensive experiments on multiple AR+Diffusion hybrids
demonstrate that our method achieves SOTA performance
with minimal loss in visual quality and diversity.

2. Related Work

2.1. Diffusion and AR Models for Generation
Diffusion and AR remain dominant in high-fidelity genera-
tive modeling, with recent progress focusing on scalability
and efficiency [5, 18, 20, 21, 25, 29, 32].

For diffusion models, advances have focused on scaling
to high resolution, accelerating sampling, and expanding to
video. DiT [18] is the first work to use transformers instead
of U-Nets and to explore the scalability of diffusion trans-
formers. Seedream 4.0 [25], an advanced multimodal image
generation framework that integrates an efficient and scal-
able diffusion transformer with a high-compression VAE,
achieving more than ten times the acceleration of the previ-
ous model, delivering superior performance in all aspects.

For AR models: MaskGit [5] revolutionized AR effi-
ciency with “masked generation”: instead of generating to-
kens sequentially, it iteratively predicts and refines masked
token groups, reducing inference steps by 10× while re-
taining FID 1.8 on ImageNet 256×256. Pure AR models
also advanced: LlamaGen [29], a 7B-parameter language-
aligned AR model, treats images as “visual sentences” and
uses a transformer with 2D positional encoding to generate
pixel values directly.

2.2. AR+Diffusion Hybrid Paradigm for Genera-
tion

The AR+Diffusion hybrid bridges AR’s structured semantic
modeling and diffusion’s high-fidelity synthesis, addressing
pure AR’s latency and pure diffusion’s semantic misalign-
ment . Early explorations laid the groundwork by validat-
ing the feasibility of integrating AR’s sequential logic with
diffusion-like probabilistic modeling. MAR [11] blurred
the lines between AR and diffusion: while retaining AR’s
core of predicting masked tokens in sequence, it introduced
a diffusion-inspired denoising loss to refine predictions. By
operating on continuous latent features (avoiding discrete
vector quantization), MAR eliminated the loss of infor-
mation from VQ-based AR models and demonstrated that



(a) Vision Entropy distribution (b) Language Entropy distribution (c) Poor diversity of the draft

Figure 2. Entropy distribution comparison between vision and language models, and poor diversity of small draft models. (a) Entropy
distribution of vision models (small vs large AR models); (b) Entropy distribution of language models; (c) Insufficient diversity of outputs
from small draft models, which generate similar images .

diffusion-style optimization could enhance AR’s generation
quality, a significant leap over prior VQ-AR models. Trans-
Diff [44] advanced to end-to-end integration: an AR trans-
former encoded semantic features, and a diffusion decoder
used them for guidance, resolving AR’s O(n2)complexity
and diffusion’s ambiguity. FlowAR [23] replaced diffusion
with flow matching, adding “Spatial-adaLN” for feature
alignment . NextStep-1 [31] unified AR and flow match-
ing in one transformer, reducing generation latency. Col-
lectively, these models define the AR+Diffusion paradigm’s
core principles: (1) AR provides hierarchical, sequential
semantic guidance (either via discrete tokens or continu-
ous features); (2) diffusion/flow matching handles high-
dimensional visual synthesis to ensure photorealism; (3)
tight integration (via joint training or adaptive feature injec-
tion) is critical to preserving alignment between guidance
and synthesis. While early works like MAR focused on
loss-level fusion, recent models like TransDiff and FlowAR
have advanced to architectural co-design, setting the stage
for more efficient and controllable generative systems.

2.3. Acceleration of Generative Models

Acceleration techniques for generative models have ma-
tured into two distinct streams, tailored to the unique bot-
tlenecks of AR and diffusion models [3, 4, 8, 17, 26,
28, 32, 36, 41, 42]. While AR models struggle with se-
quential computation latency, diffusion models are lim-
ited by iterative denoising steps—each demanding special-
ized optimizations. However, synergistic acceleration for
AR+Diffusion hybrids remains largely unaddressed, with
current methods optimizing each component in isolation.

The core bottleneck of AR models lies in their se-
quential token generation, where each step depends on all
prior outputs, leading to latency for n tokens. Key accel-
eration strategies target reducing redundant computations

and compressing model size. Diffusion models’ primary
inefficiency stems from iterative denoising and large U-
Net/Transformer backbones. Acceleration strategies focus
on reducing steps, compressing models, and reusing com-
putations. Distribution Matching Distillation (DMD) [39]
advanced this by aligning student and teacher distributions
over the entire latent space (not just individual steps), en-
abling 100× speedup with FID 2.62 on ImageNet 64×64.
Its successor, DMD2 [38], added adversarial loss to elimi-
nate regression loss, achieving single-step generation with
FID 1.28 on ImageNet 64×64. For large models like
SDXL [19], SDXL-Lightning [15] combined progressive
distillation with DiffusionGAN loss, reducing steps to 4
while maintaining photorealism in 1024×1024 images.

3. Preliminary
3.1. Image Generation Paradigm
In image generation, AR models replace the linguistic to-
kens of NLP with “visual elements” (pixels, latent features,
or discrete tokens). The joint distribution of an image can
thus be factorized as:

p(x) =

N∏
i=1

p(xi | x1, x2, ..., xi−1), (1)

where x is the image, xi is the i-th visual element, and N
is the total number of elements. Modern visual AR models
employ discrete tokenization—converting images into com-
pact discrete token sequences via specialized image tok-
enizers, then allowing efficient autoregressive modeling that
balances quality and scalability. This design is exemplified
by the architecture and experiments of LlamaGen [30].

Diffusion models, in contrast, are defined by a two-stage
probabilistic process. The forward diffusion process is a
Markov chain that progressively corrupts the original data



x0 (e.g., images or videos) by incrementally adding Gaus-
sian noise until the data is transformed into a pure Gaussian
noise distribution xT :

q(xt | xt−1) = N (xt;
√
1− βtxt−1, βtI), (2)

where βt ∈ (0, 1) denotes the time-dependent noise sched-
ule and I is the identity matrix. The reverse denoising pro-
cess learns to invert forward corruption by training a param-
eterized neural network to approximate the conditional dis-
tribution pθ(xt−1 | xt) and progressively reconstruct clean
data from noise.

3.2. AR+Diffusion Hybrid Paradigm
The AR+Diffusion hybrid paradigm fuses AR and diffusion
models to address the inherent limitations of each individ-
ual paradigm: pure AR suffers from sequential latency and
quantization error, while pure diffusion lacks structured se-
mantic guidance. Its core is leveraging AR’s hierarchical
semantic modeling with diffusion’s high-fidelity synthesis.

MAR [11] pioneers this hybrid approach by discarding
discrete tokenization and operating directly on continuous
latentsx ∈ Rd while preserving AR’s sequential masked
prediction. It introduces a diffusion-inspired objective:

LMAR = Eϵ∼N (0,I),t∼Uniform(0,1)

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ(xt | t, zAR)∥2

]
,

(3)
where xt =

√
ᾱtx+

√
1− ᾱtϵ is the noisy latent, zAR de-

notes AR’s predicted feature, and ϵθ represents the diffusion
noise estimator.

TransDiff [44] further enables end-to-end integration: its
AR transformer models sequential semantic features as z =
ART (x1:i−1, c), where c is class/text condition and x1:i−1

are preceding latents. A DiT-based diffusion decoder then
reconstructs images via: x0 = Diffθ(xt | t, z). Although
TransDiff is capable of generating all tokens in one step, we
treat it as a multi-step method for improved performance.

3.3. Acceleration
Speculative decoding is a widely adopted acceleration tech-
nique for AR generative models. It mitigates the la-
tency caused by sequential token generation through a
“draft–verify” mechanism, where a lightweight draft model
proposes multiple tokens in parallel and a stronger target
model verifies them. EAGLE (Extrapolation Algorithm for
Greater Language-model Efficiency) [12] and its succes-
sors [13, 14] represent the state-of-the-art in speculative de-
coding. They address key limitations of vanilla speculative
sampling by introducing feature-level modeling and main-
taining consistency between training and inference. Specif-
ically, EAGLE employs both feature regression and classi-
fication objectives:

Lreg = Smooth L1(fj+1,Draft Model(T2:j+1, F1:j)),

Lcls = Cross-Entropy(pj+2, p̂j+2),
(4)

where F1:j denotes draft model’s current feature sequence,
f̂j+1 the target model’s next-step feature, T2:j+1 the output
tokens, and p/p̂ their discrete probability distributions.

For diffusion models, the acceleration faces a distinct
challenge: generating high-quality samples typically re-
quires hundreds to thousands of denoising steps. DMD [39]
aims to distill multi-step diffusion models into efficient one-
step generators by minimizing the reverse Kullback-Leibler
(KL) divergence between the generated distribution pfake
from the one-step student generator Gθ and the target dis-
tribution preal from the pre-trained teacher diffusion model.

4. Method
As shown in Figure 3, Fast-ARDiff consists of three core
components: entropy-informed speculative decoding, step
distillation with initialization adaptation, and a unified
training-inference pipeline. These components are jointly
designed to address the unique challenges of AR+Diffusion
acceleration, including entropy mismatch in speculative de-
coding and training instability in diffusion distillation.

4.1. Entropy-Informed Speculative Decoding
Speculative decoding is a natural candidate for accelerating
the AR component of AR+Diffusion models, but direct ap-
plication of vanilla frameworks (e.g., EAGLE) yields poor
performance. Through empirical analysis, we identify two
critical issues:
• Low hit rate of the small draft model: The draft

model’s candidate outputs are frequently rejected by the
large target model, leading to repeated target evaluations
and consequently failing to reduce latency.

• Degraded sample diversity: As illustrated in Figure 2
(c), the small model’s low-entropy outputs result in di-
minished diversity in generated samples, further exacer-
bating the gap between draft and target model behaviors.

Further analysis indicates that these issues are due to the
entropy mismatch between the draft model and the target
model. As shown in Figure 2 (a), the small model exhibits
a significantly lower entropy in its output compared to the
large model, indicating overly confident predictions with in-
sufficient diversity. This mismatch directly leads to poor
performance.

To resolve these issues, we propose entropy-informed
speculative decoding, building on EAGLE’s paradigm
while introducing critical modifications:
• Eliminate token-level cross-entropy loss: Unlike EA-

GLE, which optimizes both feature and token alignment,
we remove token-level loss Lcls in Eq. 4 to keep consis-
tent with the continuous-space nature of AR+Diffusion.

• Retain feature-level regression loss: We preserve the
L1 regression loss between the draft model’s predicted
features and the target model’s true features, ensuring
structural alignment of semantic guidance.
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Figure 3. Illustration of Fast-ARDiff: an end-to-end unified framework enabling mutual perception between speculative decoding (AR
branch) and diffusion distillation (CD/DMD branches). (Left) The entropy-informed loss alleviates entropy mismatch in the AR draft
model for better speculative generation, while providing entropy-aligned semantic guidance to stabilize subsequent diffusion distillation.
(Right) Two-stage diffusion distillation feeds back into the end-to-end pipeline, dynamically regulating AR’s feature learning to align
with diffusion’s high-fidelity demands. This bidirectional interaction(entropy guidance refining diffusion initialization and diffusion loss
optimizing AR modeling) enables tight cross-module synergy via end-to-end optimization.

• Add feature-level entropy loss: As shown in Figure 3,
a novel entropy loss is introduced to explicitly encourage
higher entropy in the draft model’s outputs, Let Ωr denote
the r − th row of the attention map from the penultimate
layer of transformer body after softmax:

Lentropy =
Σr∈RΩrlog(Ωr)

R
, (5)

where Ωr denotes the r-th row after softmax normaliza-
tion of the second-to-last attention map of the AR mod-
ule. This loss penalizes low-entropy feature distributions,
forcing the draft model to generate more diverse candi-
dates that better match the target model’s entropy.

4.2. Step Distillation with Initialization Adaptation
DMD is a state-of-the-art technique for accelerating diffu-
sion models by aligning student-teacher distributions. How-
ever, directly applying DMD to the diffusion component
of AR+Diffusion hybrids causes immediate training col-
lapse. We trace this instability to DMD’s strict requirement
for high-quality initializations: the diffusion student model
must already exhibit reasonable performance at low steps to
effectively learn from the teacher.

To address this, we propose a two-stage step distillation
strategy: initialization adaptation followed by Distribution
Matching Distillation. This design is grounded in our in-
sight into Consistency Models, specifically, their ability to
straighten the generated trajectory. By capturing the con-
tinuous evolution law of the denoising process, this mod-
eling eliminates distribution breaks between discrete steps
through trajectory straightening. This aligns perfectly with
DMD’s need for high-quality initialization: it ensures that

the student model already has a trajectory basis consistent
with the teacher’s distribution at low steps, while preventing
optimization collapse caused by chaotic initial trajectories.
Consistency Distillation for Diffusion Head Initializa-
tion: We first perform consistency distillation on the diffu-
sion head, which ensures the student model achieves base-
line low-step performance, providing a viable initialization:

LCD = E
x0∼pdata

t∼Uniform(0,T )

[
∥Diffθ(xt)− Diffθ(xt−1)∥22

]
, (6)

where xt−1 is obtained from xt by ODE. This process es-
sentially enables the diffusion head to mimic the logic of
Consistency Models in modeling the mean velocity over the
interval [0, 1]—by enforcing consistency in denoising out-
puts for the same input under different noise perturbations,
it learns the continuous evolution law of the teacher model’s
denoising trajectory rather than isolated step behaviors, lay-
ing an initialization foundation of alignment for DMD.
DMD for Extremely Low Step Generation: Building on
the well-initialized student, we apply DMD to align the stu-
dent’s latent distribution with the teacher’s, allowing further
reduction in sampling steps without sacrificing quality:

LDMD = DKL(pfake ∥ preal) = E
x∼pfake

(
log

pfake(x)

preal(x)

)
= E

z∼N (0,I)
x=Gθ(z)

(− (log preal(x)− log pfake(x))) .
(7)

This two-stage approach leverages consistency distillation
to meet DMD’s initialization requirements, avoiding train-
ing collapse. We randomly interpolate between X0 and
XT to construct the input instead of selecting n fixed



points(XT
n

), which ensures the perception of diffusion
models on variant noise levels.

4.3. Unified Training and Inference Pipeline
Dynamic Loss Weighting in Training Phase: Given the
distinct roles of AR (semantic guidance) and diffusion (im-
age synthesis) in the hybrid paradigm, we use a linearly
annealed weight α(t) for total loss to co-optimize AR and
diffusion components, prioritizing AR alignment in early
training and diffusion distillation later. The annealing func-
tion is:

α(t) = α0 − (α0 − αT ) ·
t

Ttotal
, (8)

where α0 = 0.95 (initial weight for AR losses), αT = 0.05
(final weight for AR losses),t is the current training epoch.
The total loss is:

Ltotal = α(t) · (Lreg +Lentropy) + (1−α(t)) · Ldist, (9)

where Ldist representsLCD orLDMD in Section. 4.2. Lreg

is defined in Eq. 4 and Lentropy is defined in Eq. 5.
Entropy-Based Early Stopping in Inference Phase: We
follow the speculative decoding strategy in the continuous
space proposed in [37]. The draft model sequentially gen-
erates n tokens, which are then validated in parallel by the
target model to achieve acceleration. The core principle is
to avoid low-entropy features. But the reality is that even
entropy-regulated draft models may produce low-entropy
trajectories in certain scenarios. We find that for a specific
generated sample, the entropy discrepancy across different
layers of the model is negligible. This allows us to infer the
diversity of the final output of the draft model using entropy
statistics from shallow-layer features.

To alleviate the impact of residual low-entropy behavior
in the draft model, we introduce an early entropy monitor-
ing mechanism. During speculative decoding, we track the
entropy of attention maps in the shallow layers of the draft
model. If low entropy is detected at this early stage (sig-
naling that the draft model is generating overly confident,
low-diversity features), we immediately terminate specula-
tion and switch to the large target model for AR generation.
The threshold is calculated from the training set’s entropy
loss statistics:

τ = 0.3 · EDtrain

[
−E lsentropy

]
− 0.1 · std

(
−E lsentropy | Dtrain

)
,

(10)
where Esentropy denotes the shallow-layer entropy indicator,
calculated with the same formulation as Eq. 5 with feature
from shallow layer Ωs of the draft model. This adaptive
strategy ensures that even when the draft model fails to meet
the entropy requirements, inference can still proceed with
high-quality guidance from the target model, balancing in-
ference speed and generation quality.

NextStep-1

(1.0x)
Ours

(3.0x)

Speculative 

Decoding

(1.3x)

Diffusion 

Distillation

(2.6x)

Figure 4. Comparison with NextStep-1 [31] on MJHQ-30K [10].

5. Experiment

5.1. Impulment details

To validate the effectiveness of our proposed acceleration
framework for AR+Diffusion hybrids, we conduct exten-
sive experiments on representative models. Given the lack
of a unified architecture in AR+Diffusion paradigms—with
AR components varying from mask-based generation,
VAR-style generation, to vanilla next-token prediction
(NTP), and diffusion components ranging from MLP-based
to Transformer-based designs. We cover a broad range of
architectures to ensure comprehensive validation, including
those whose AR do not inherently support speculative sam-
pling. Specifically, we select representative frameworks:
MAR [11], TransDiff [44], and NextStep-1 [31].

We compare our framework against the original imple-
mentations of TransDiff, MAR, and NextStep-1, as well
as state-of-the-art acceleration methods for AR and Diffu-
sion (where applicable), including vanilla speculative de-
coding and standalone DMD diffusion distillation. Take
TransDiff-L for example, the draft model contains 6 trans-
former blocks initialized with the target. We train the model
20 epochs for stage 1(CD) and 10 epochs for stage 2(DMD),
where AR related loss remains unchanged. All models are
evaluated according to the settings of the original papers.
For the ImageNet experiments, we assess FID [9], IS [24],
and latency on 50,000 images. For the text-to-image task,



Figure 5. Comparison on ImageNet 256 × 256, TransDiff(Row 1), TransDiff+DMD(Row 2), TransDiff+Ours(Row 3).

we train our model on the CC3M dataset [27] and evaluate
on GenEval [7] and MJHQ-30K [10].

5.2. Comparision
As detailed in Table. 1 and 2, our method demonstrates re-
markable performance. For Class-conditional generation
on ImageNet, Our method achieves more than 4× speed-
up on both baseline. In the text-to-image task, our method
is nearly 3× faster with even better performance. Qualita-
tive examples are shown in Figure 4 and 5. These results
demonstrate its ability to achieve promising results across a
wide range of generative tasks.

5.3. Ablation Study
To isolate the contribution of each component in our frame-
work, we conduct extensive ablation experiments, system-

atically removing or modifying key modules, and evalu-
ating their impact on generation quality, acceleration effi-
ciency, and training stability. The ablation variants are de-
fined as follows, with all other settings consistent with our
full framework.
A: Ablating Entropy Loss. We remove the feature-level
entropy loss from the training objective to tests whether the
entropy loss is critical for resolving the entropy mismatch
between the draft and target AR models.
B: Ablating Stage-Wise Loss Reweighting. Instead of us-
ing the dynamic annealing function α(t) to balance losses,
we fix the weights as α = 0.5 throughout the training. This
variant examines whether adaptive reweighting is necessary
to coordinate the training of AR (semantic guidance) and
diffusion (image synthesis) components.
C: Ablating Consistency Distillation Initialization. We



Table 1. Class-conditional generation on ImageNet 256×256.

Method Latency/s Speedup FID (↓) IS (↑)
MAR

MAR-L 5.31 1.00 1.78 296.0
+ DMD 1.99 2.67 1.81 295.5
+ LazyMAR 2.29 2.32 1.93 297.4
+ Ours 1.21 4.38 1.77 297.1
MAR-H 9.97 1.00 1.55 303.7
+ DMD 4.17 2.39 1.73 301.0
+ LazyMAR 4.24 2.35 1.69 299.2
+ Ours 2.23 4.47 1.61 304.3

TransDiff

TransDiff-L 3.17 1.00 1.61 295.1
+ SD 1.75 1.81 1.88 283.6
+ DMD 1.61 1.97 1.79 288.3
+ Ours 0.68 4.69 1.66 294.1
TransDiff-H 6.72 1.00 1.55 297.9
+ SD 3.52 1.91 1.68 291.1
+ DMD 3.48 1.93 1.71 289.9
+ Ours 1.38 4.88 1.60 295.0

skip the first stage of consistency distillation and directly
apply DMD to the diffusion student model, starting from
random initialization. This variant validates the necessity of
our two-stage distillation strategy (consistency distillation
→ DMD) to avoid training collapse.
D: Ablating Entropy-Based Early Stopping in Infer-
ence. We disable the early monitoring of attention map en-
tropy during inference, allowing the draft model to generate
candidates even when low entropy is detected. This variant
assesses whether the early stopping mechanism is effective
in mitigating residual low-quality draft output.

Table 2. Comparison on GenEval and MJHQ-30K.

Method Speedup GenEval↑ MJHQ-30K
FID (↓) CLIP (↑)

NextStep-1 1.00 0.63 6.71 28.67
+ SD 2.03 0.63 6.90 27.96
+ DMD 1.66 0.59 8.33 25.19
+ Ours 2.97 0.66 6.68 28.88

6. Discussion
Continuous-space AR+Diffusion avoids quantization loss
to enable high-fidelity generation, but its continuity creates
unique entropy challenges. Unlike NLP AR or discrete vi-
sual AR, it lacks built-in constraints to regulate entropy,
making explicit entropy guidance critical for acceleration.
The high information density of language naturally pre-
serves diversity: small draft models align with large ones

Table 3. Ablation study with TransDiff on ImageNet 256×256.

Method FID (↓) IS (↑)
TransDiff-H 1.55 297.9
Ours w/o A 1.72 289.3
Ours w/o B 1.63 293.6
Ours w/o C 1.69 291.8
Ours w/o D 1.62 295.5

(a) TransDiff distribution (b) Nextstep-1 distribution

Figure 6. Entropy distribution alignment between the draft model
(after entropy-informed training) and the target model.

in entropy without extra guidance. Discrete visual tokens
reduce visual complexity into finite primitives, but their en-
tropy is bounded by codebook size. While quantization loss
introduces artifacts, the discrete nature ensures draft models
can learn token co-occurrence patterns (e.g., “sky tokens”
adjacent to “cloud tokens”) with reasonable entropy align-
ment . Our entropy loss targets this: by penalizing low-
entropy feature distributions, it forces draft models to retain
appropriate alignment.

In Figure 6, we show the entropy distribution of the draft
model after entropy-informed training, which is closely
overlapped with the target model—mirroring the consis-
tency of entropy seen in language models. This alignment
reduces the rejection rates of the draft model by over 40%,
as the draft’s feature diversity now matches the target’s.

7. Conclusion
This work addresses the critical inference latency bottle-
neck of AR+Diffusion hybrid paradigms, which excel in
structured semantic modeling and high-fidelity generation,
but struggle with real-time deployment. We propose a uni-
fied acceleration framework: entropy-informed speculative
decoding resolves the entropy mismatch of AR draft models
with target models to boost hit rates; distribution matching
distillation with initialization adaptation stabilizes diffusion
distillation and achieves extreme denoising step reduction;
and an end-to-end training pipeline with early entropy mon-
itoring balances speed and quality. Experiments validate
that our scheme achieves nice inference speedup, with min-
imal performance degradation. This framework provides a
paradigm for the synergistic acceleration of hybrid genera-
tive models, bridging the gap between performance and de-
ployment.
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Fast-ARDiff: An Entropy-informed Acceleration Framework for Continuous
Space Autoregressive Generation

Supplementary Material

S1. Introduction to Supplementary Material
This supplementary material complements the main text by
providing detailed implementation details, extended ex-
perimental results, continuous speculative decoding al-
gorithm, and visual results for the proposed Fast-ARDiff
framework. All content focuses on information critical to
evaluating method validity and enabling independent repro-
duction. No new contributions are introduced but only ex-
pansions of content constrained by the main text’s length.

S2. Model Architecture & Implementation De-
tails
S2.1 AR Branch Detailed Design
The AR branch consists of a Target AR (for high-quality
semantic guidance) and a Draft AR (for speculative decod-
ing), both based on the Transformer encoder architecture.
Table 4 shows the details of them. We take TransDiff-L for
example in the following.
Entropy Calculation Logic: Entropy is computed on the
penultimate layer attention maps (Layer 15 for Target AR,
Layer 5 for Draft AR) after softmax normalization. For an
attention map A ∈ RR×R, the entropy loss is defined as:

Lentropy =
1

R×N

R∑
r=1

N∑
c=1

Ωr,c log(Ωr,c) (11)

where N denotes the number of attention heads in Draft
AR. This loss penalizes low-entropy (overconfident) distri-
butions by minimizing negative entropy.

S2.2 Diffusion Branch Detailed Design
Diffusion distillation (CD + DMD stages) does not alter the
model size. The diffusion branch retains an identical archi-
tecture.

S2.3 Training Details
In the experiments on the ImageNet dataset, the training
process is divided into two sequential stages with detailed
configurations as follows:
1. Stage 1 (Consistency Distillation, 20 Epochs)

• Optimizer: Adam optimizer with momentum param-
eters ϵ1 = 0.9 and ϵ2 = 0.95.

• Training Hyperparameters: Batch size = 32; initial
learning rate = 1× 10−4.

• Guidance Strategy: Classifier-Free Guidance (CFG)
with a scale of 1.75 is applied across all time steps.

2. Stage 2 (Distribution Matching Distillation, 10
Epochs)

• Training Hyperparameters: Batch size = 32; genera-
tor learning rate = 2×10−5; learning rate of the fake
branch = 1× 10−5.

• Guidance Strategy: CFG is already distilled in stage
1, so in this stage we use fixed CFG embedding.

S3. Inference for Continuous-Space Autore-
gressive Speculative Decoding
Continuous-Space Speculative Decoding (CSpD) [37] is the
first framework to extend speculative decoding from dis-
crete token spaces to continuous-valued AR image gener-
ation, addressing the unique challenges of continuous prob-
ability density functions (PDFs) and intractable modified
distributions. Its core innovations include three key com-
ponents:
1.Denoising Trajectory Alignment: By sharing the same
Gaussian noise ϵt ∼ N (0, I) at each denoising step, CSpD
aligns the output distributions of draft and target mod-
els—mitigating trajectory divergence that causes low accep-
tance rates. This alignment also simplifies the calculation of
the continuous PDF ratio p(x)

q(x) via the product of variance
ratios along denoising steps.
2.Continuous Acceptance Criterion: Leveraging the dif-
fusion process inherent to continuous AR models (e.g.,
MAR), the PDF ratio p(x)

q(x) is computed as Σ · pθ(x0|xp
1)

qθ(x0|xq
1)

,

where Σ =
∏T

t=2

√
|Σq,t|
|Σp,t| ( Σq,t/Σp,t denote draft/target

variances at step t ).
3.Integral-Free Modified Distribution Sampling: For re-
jected draft tokens, CSpD uses acceptance-rejection sam-
pling with a properly defined upper bound M = 1/Z ( Z is
the intractable integral of max(0, p(x) − q(x)) ), avoiding
complex integration while preserving the target distribution.

Notably, CSpD requires no additional training, model ar-
chitecture modifications, or changes to the target output dis-
tribution—enabling seamless integration with existing con-
tinuous AR models (e.g., MAR-B/L/H) and achieving up to
2.33× speedup on ImageNet 256×256 generation. However,
vanilla CSpD still suffers from redundant target model ver-
ification when drafts generate low-diversity (low-entropy)
features (e.g., homogeneous backgrounds), as these features
often lead to unnecessary acceptance checks.

To address this, we integrate an entropy verification
mechanism into CSpD in Algorithm 1: during draft to-
ken generation, we monitor the entropy of shallow-layer



Table 4. TransDiff Model Configurations (Target Models: L/H Variants; Draft Model: Unified 6-Layer Design)

Model Variant Component Type Encoder Parameters Decoder Parameters
Embed Dim Depth (Layers) Num Heads Embed Dim Depth (Layers) Num Heads

TransDiff-L Target AR 1024 16 16 1024 16 16
Draft AR 1024 6 16 - - -

TransDiff-H Target AR 1280 20 16 1280 20 16
Draft AR 1280 6 16 - - -

Note: The Draft AR only participates in autoregressive speculative decoding and does not include an independent decoder module (decoder parameters marked as “-”);
The embed dimension and number of heads of the Draft AR are set the same with the corresponding Target AR to maintain consistency.

Table 5. Complete Class-conditional generation on ImageNet 256×256.

Method Latency/s Speedup FID (↓) sFID (↓) IS (↑) Precision (↑) Recall (↑)
MAR

MAR-L 5.31 1.00 1.78 3.27 296.0 0.81 0.60
MAR-L + DMD 1.99 2.67 1.81 3.51 295.5 0.78 0.59
MAR-L + LazyMAR 2.29 2.32 1.93 3.43 297.4 0.80 0.60
MAR-L + Ours 1.21 4.38 1.77 3.31 297.1 0.81 0.60
MAR-H 9.97 1.00 1.55 3.09 303.7 0.81 0.62
MAR-H + DMD 4.17 2.39 1.73 3.46 301.0 0.81 0.61
MAR-H + LazyMAR 4.24 2.35 1.69 3.13 299.2 0.80 0.61
MAR-H + Ours 2.23 4.47 1.61 3.10 304.3 0.81 0.62

TransDiff

TransDiff-L 3.17 1.00 1.61 3.03 295.1 0.81 0.60
TransDiff-L + SD 1.75 1.81 1.88 3.59 283.6 0.80 0.60
TransDiff-L + DMD 1.61 1.97 1.79 3.30 288.3 0.81 0.60
TransDiff-L + Ours 0.68 4.69 1.66 3.11 294.1 0.81 0.60
TransDiff-H 6.72 1.00 1.55 2.93 297.9 0.81 0.61
TransDiff-H + SD 3.52 1.91 1.68 3.17 291.1 0.80 0.60
TransDiff-H + DMD 3.48 1.93 1.71 3.09 289.9 0.80 0.61
TransDiff-H + Ours 1.38 4.88 1.60 2.99 295.0 0.81 0.61

attention maps from the draft model. Low entropy (signal-
ing overconfident, low-diversity features) triggers immedi-
ate speculation termination, avoiding redundant verification
and further improving inference efficiency, while retaining
all advantages of vanilla CSpD.

S4. Extended Experimental Results
We present the complete results on ImageNet in Table 5,
while the main text only shows the core parts due to space
constraints.

S5. More visual results
We provide additional qualitative results on several datasets
in Figures 7, 8, and 9, which demonstrate that our method
achieves generation quality.



Algorithm 1 CSpD Inference with Entropy Verification Mechanism

1: Input: Target AR (Mp), Draft AR (Mq), Prefix Tokens (pre-filled with η% target tokens), Draft Length γ, Denoising
Steps T , Temperature τ , CFG Scale σ, Entropy Threshold τent

2: Initialize: accepted tokens ← Prefix Tokens, ϵt ∼ N (0, I) (shared for trajectory alignment), speculate flag ← True,
draft tokens← []

3: Step 1: Generate Draft Tokens with Entropy Verification
4: for i := 1 to γ do
5: if speculate flag = True then
6: qi(x)←Mq(accepted tokens + draft tokens, σ, τ)
7: xi ∼ qi(x)
8: draft tokens← draft tokens + [xi]
9: Ωs ← Softmax(Mq.shallow attn(accepted tokens + draft tokens), dim = −1)

10: Hs ← −Lentropy
11: ifHs < τent then
12: speculate flag← False
13: draft tokens← draft tokens[1 : i− 1]
14: break
15: end if
16: else
17: break
18: end if
19: end for
20: Step 2: Parallel Verification by Target AR
21: for i := 1 to len(draft tokens) + 1 do
22: pi(x)←Mp(accepted tokens + draft tokens[1 : i− 1], σ, τ, ϵt)
23: end for
24: Step 3: Compute Acceptance Criterion Factor Σ

25: Σ←
∏T

t=2

√
|Σq,t|
|Σp,t|

26:
pi(x)
qi(x)

← Σ · pi(x|xp
1)

qi(x|xq
1)

27: Step 4: Determine Accepted Draft Tokens
28: r1, . . . , rlen(draft tokens) ∼ U(0, 1)

29: n← min
(
{i− 1 | 1 ≤ i ≤ len(draft tokens), ri >

pi(x)
qi(x)
} ∪ {len(draft tokens)}

)
30: accepted tokens← accepted tokens + draft tokens[1 : n]
31: Step 5: Resample for Rejected Tokens (if n < len(draft tokens))
32: if n < len(draft tokens) then
33: repeat
34: xt ∼ pn+1(x | xp

1)

35: αs ← max(0,Σ·pn+1(xt|xp
1)−qn+1(xt|xq

1))

Σ·pn+1(xt|xp
1)

36: ϵ ∼ U(0, 1)
37: until ϵ ≤ αs

38: accepted tokens← accepted tokens + [xt]
39: end if
40: Output: Updated Token Sequence accepted tokens



Figure 7. More visual results on MJHQ-30K with NextStep-1 .



Figure 8. More visual results on GenEval with NextStep-1.



Figure 9. More visual results on ImageNet 256 × 256 with TransDiff-L.
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