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你的段落⽂字Two ballet dancers in blue and white costumes performing a graceful routine on a dark stage with a red velvet curtain and dramatic spotlights.

A couple in 18th-century Baroque attire dancing on a theater stage in front of a live symphony orchestra; warm theatrical lighting.

A couple performing a retro swing dance on a Parisian bridge; woman in a red polka-dot dress, classic Haussmann buildings in the background.
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Figure 1. SpaceTimePilot enables unified control over both camera and time within a single diffusion model, producing continuous and
coherent videos along arbitrary space–time trajectories. Given a source video (odd rows), our model synthesizes new videos (even rows)
with retimed motion sequences, including slow motion, reverse motion, and bullet time, while precisely controlling camera movement
according to a given camera trajectory.

Abstract

We present SpaceTimePilot, a video diffusion model that
disentangles space and time for controllable generative ren-
dering. Given a monocular video, SpaceTimePilot can
independently alter the camera viewpoint and the motion
sequence within the generative process, re-rendering the

scene for continuous and arbitrary exploration across space
and time. To achieve this, we introduce an effective an-
imation time-embedding mechanism in the diffusion pro-
cess, allowing explicit control of the output video’s motion
sequence with respect to that of the source video. As no
datasets provide paired videos of the same dynamic scene
with continuous temporal variations, we propose a simple
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yet effective temporal-warping training scheme that repur-
poses existing multi-view datasets to mimic temporal dif-
ferences. This strategy effectively supervises the model to
learn temporal control and achieve robust space–time dis-
entanglement. To further enhance the precision of dual
control, we introduce two additional components: an im-
proved camera-conditioning mechanism that allows alter-
ing the camera from the first frame, and Cam×Time, the first
synthetic Space and Time full-coverage rendering dataset
that provides fully free space–time video trajectories within
a scene. Joint training on the temporal-warping scheme
and the Cam×Time dataset yields more precise temporal
control. We evaluate SpaceTimePilot on both real-world
and synthetic data, demonstrating clear space–time disen-
tanglement and strong results compared to prior work.

1. Introduction
Videos are 2D projections of an evolving 3D world, where
the underlying generative factors consist of spatial variation
(camera viewpoint) and temporal evolution (dynamic scene
motion). Learning to understand and disentangle these fac-
tors from observed videos is fundamental for tasks such
as scene understanding, 4D reconstruction, video editing,
and generative rendering, to name a few. In this work,
we approach this challenge from the perspective of gen-
erative rendering. Given a single observed video of a dy-
namic scene, our goal is to synthesize novel views (re-
frame/reangle) and/or at different moments in time (retime),
while remaining faithful to the underlying scene dynamic.

A common strategy is to first reconstruct dynamic 3D
content from 2D observations, i.e., perform 4D reconstruc-
tion, and then re-render the scene. These methods model
both spatial and temporal variations using representations
such as NeRFs [22, 25] or Dynamic Gaussian Splatting
[15, 42], often aided by cues like geometry [27, 28], op-
tical flow [19, 20], depth [6, 47], or long-term 2D tracks
[17, 37]. However, even full 4D reconstructions typi-
cally show artifacts under novel viewpoints. More recent
work [21, 43] uses multi-view video diffusion to gener-
ate sparse, time-conditioned views and refines them via
Gaussian-splatting optimization, but rendering quality re-
mains limited. Advances in video diffusion models [3–
5, 12, 16, 30, 39, 46, 51] further enable camera re-posing
with more lightweight point cloud representations, reduc-
ing the need for heavy 4D reconstruction. While effective in
preserving identity, their reliance on per-frame depth and re-
projection limits robustness under large viewpoint changes.
To mitigate this, newer approaches condition generation
solely on camera parameters, achieving strong novel-view
synthesis on both static [14] and dynamic scenes [2, 9, 33].
Autoregressive models like Genie-3 [29] even enable inter-
active scene exploration from a single image, showing that
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Figure 2. Space–time controllability across methods. Blue cells
denote the input video/views, while arrows and dots indicate gen-
erated continuous videos or sparse frames. Camera-control V2V
models [2, 33] modify only the camera trajectory while keeping
time strictly monotonic. 4D multi-view models [21, 43] synthe-
size discrete sparse views conditioned on space and time, but do
not generate continuous video sequences. SpaceTimePilot enables
free movement along both the camera and time axes with full con-
trol over direction and speed, supporting bullet-time, slow-motion,
reverse playback, and mixed space–time trajectories.

diffusion models can encode implicit 4D priors. Nonethe-
less, despite progress in spatial viewpoint control, current
methods still lack full 4D exploration, i.e., the ability to
navigate scenes freely across both space and time.

In this work, we introduce SpaceTimePilot, the first
video diffusion model that enables joint spatial and tem-
poral control. SpaceTimePilot introduces a new notion of
“animation time” to capture the temporal status of scene
dynamics in the source video. As such, it naturally disen-
tangles temporal control and camera control by expressing
them as two independent signals. A high-level comparison
between our approach and prior methods is illustrated in
Fig. 2. Unlike previous methods, SpaceTimePilot enables
free navigation along both the camera and time axes. Train-
ing such a model requires dynamic videos that exhibit mul-
tiple forms of temporal playback while simultaneously be-
ing captured under multiple camera motions, which is only
feasible in a controlled studio setups. Although temporal di-
versity can be increased by combining multiple real datasets
e.g. [23, 53], as done in [41, 43], this approach remains sub-
optimal, as the coverage of temporal variation is still insuf-
ficient to learn the underlying meaning of temporal control.
Existing synthetic datasets [1, 2] also do not exhibit such
properties.

To address this limitation, we introduce a simple yet
effective temporal-warping training scheme that augments
existing multi-view video datasets [1, 2] to simulate di-
verse conditioning types while preserving continuous video
structure. By warping input sequences in time, the model
is exposed to varied temporal behaviors without requiring
additional data collection. This simple yet crucial strat-
egy allows the model to learn temporal control signals, en-
abling it to directly exhibit space–time disentanglement ef-
fects during generation. We further ablate various temporal-
conditioning schemes and introduce a convolution-based
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temporal-control mechanism that enables finer-grained ma-
nipulation of temporal behavior and supports effects such
as bullet-time at any timestep within the video. While tem-
poral warping increases temporal diversity, it can still en-
tangle camera and scene dynamics – for example, tempo-
ral manipulation may inadvertently affect camera behavior.
To further strengthen disentanglement, we introduce a new
dataset that spans the full grid of camera–time combinations
along a trajectory. Our synthetic Cam×Time dataset con-
tains 180k videos rendered from 500 animations across 100
scenes and three camera paths. Each path provides full-
motion sequences for every camera pose, yielding dense
multi-view and full-temporal coverage. This rich supervi-
sion enables effective disentanglement of spatial and tem-
poral control.

Experimental results show that SpaceTimePilot success-
fully disentangles space and time in generative rendering
from single videos, outperforming adapted state-of-the-art
baselines by a significant margin. Our main contributions
are summarized as follows:
• We introduce SpaceTimePilot, the first video diffusion

model that disentangles spatial and temporal factors to en-
able continuous and controllable novel view synthesis as
well as temporal control from a single video.

• We propose the temporal-warping strategy that repur-
poses multi-view datasets to simulate diverse temporal
variations. By training on these warped sequences, the
model effectively learns temporal control without the
need for explicitly constructed video pairs captured un-
der different temporal settings.

• We propose a more precise camera–time conditioning
mechanism, illustrating how viewpoint and temporal em-
beddings can be jointly integrated into diffusion models
to achieve fine-grained spatiotemporal control.

• We construct the Cam×Time Dataset, providing dense
spatiotemporal sampling of dynamic scenes across cam-
era trajectories and motion sequences. This dataset sup-
plies the necessary supervision for learning disentangled
4D representations and supports precise camera–time
control in generative rendering.

2. Related work

We aim to re-render a video from new viewpoints with tem-
poral control, a task closely related to Novel View Synthesis
(NVS) from monocular video inputs.

Video-based NVS. Prior video-based NVS methods can
be broadly characterized along two axes: (i) whether they
target static or dynamic scenes, and (ii) whether they incor-
porate explicit 3D geometry in the generation pipeline.

For static scenes, geometry-based methods reconstruct
scene geometry from the input frames and use diffusion
models to complete or hallucinate regions that are unseen

under new viewpoints [13, 31, 44, 49]. Although these ap-
proaches achieve high rendering quality, they rely on heavy
3D preprocessing. Geometry-free approaches [2, 33, 52]
bypass explicit geometry and directly condition the diffu-
sion process on observed views and camera poses to syn-
thesize new viewpoints.

For dynamic scenes, inpainting-based methods such as
TrajectoryCrafter [48], ReCapture [50], and Reangle [13]
also adopt warp-and-inpaint pipelines, while GEN3C [31]
extends this with an evolving 3D cache and EPiC [40] im-
proves efficiency via a lightweight ControlNet framework.
Geometry-free dynamic models [1, 2, 33, 35, 36] instead
learn camera-conditioned generation from multi-view or 4D
datasets (e.g., Kubric-4D [7]), enabling smoother and more
stable NVS with minimal 3D inductive bias. Proprietary
systems like Genie 3 [29] further demonstrate real-time,
continuous camera control in dynamic scenes, underscor-
ing the potential of video diffusion models for interactive
viewpoint manipulation.

Disentangling Space and Time. Despite great progress in
camera controllability (space), the methods discussed above
do not address temporal control (time). Meanwhile, disen-
tangling spatial and temporal factors has become a central
focus in 4D scene generation, recently advanced through
diffusion-based models. 4DiM [41] introduces a Masked
FiLM mechanism that defaults to identity transformations
when conditioning signals (e.g., camera pose or time) are
absent, enabling unified representations across both static
and dynamic data through multi-modal supervision. Simi-
larly, CAT4D [43] leverages multi-view images to conduct
4D dynamic reconstruction to achieve space–time disen-
tanglement but remains constrained by its reliance on ex-
plicit 4D reconstruction pipelines, which limits scalability
and controllability. In contrast, our approach builds upon
text-to-video diffusion models and introduces a new tempo-
ral embeddings module and refined camera conditioning to
achieve fully controllable 4D generative reconstruction.

3. Method

We introduce SpaceTimePilot, a method that takes a source
video Vsrc ∈ RF×C×H×W as input and synthesizes a tar-
get video Vtrg ∈ RF×C×H×W , following an input cam-
era trajectory ctrg ∈ RF×3×4 and temporal control signal
ttrg ∈ RF . Here, F denotes the number of frames, C the
number of color channels, and H and W are the frame
height and width, respectively. Each cftrg ∈ R3×4 represents
the camera extrinsic parameters (rotation and translation) at
frame f , with respect to the 1st frame of Vsrc. The target
video Vtrg preserves the scene’s underlying dynamics, ge-
ometry, and appearance in Vsrc, while adhering to the cam-
era motion and temporal progression specified by ctrg and
ttrg. A key feature of our method is the disentanglement
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of spatial and temporal factors in the generative process,
enabling effects such as bullet-time and retimed playback
from novel viewpoints (see Fig. 1).

3.1. Preliminaries
Our framework builds upon recent advances in large-scale
text-to-video diffusion models and camera-conditioned
video generation. We adopt a latent video diffusion back-
bone similar to modern text-to-video foundation models
[34], consisting of a 3D Variational Auto-Encoder (VAE)
for latent compression and a Transformer-based denoising
model (DiT) operating over multi-modal tokens.

Additionally, our design draws inspiration from
ReCamMaster [2], which introduces explicit camera
conditioning for video synthesis. Given an input camera
trajectory c ∈ RF×3×4, spatial conditioning is achieved by
first projecting the camera sequence to the space of video
tokens and adding it to the features:

x′ = x+ Ecam (c) , (1)

where x is the output of the patchifying module and x′ is
the input to self-attention layers. The camera encoder Ecam
maps each flattened 3 × 4 camera matrix (12-dimensional)
into the target feature space, while also transforming the
temporal dimension from F to F ′.

3.2. Disentangling Space and Time
We achieve spatial and temporal disentanglement through
a two-fold approach: a dedicated time representation and
specialized datasets.

3.2.1. Time representation
Recent video diffusion models include position embeddings
for latent frame index f ′, such as RoPE(f ′). However, we
found using RoPE(f ′) for temporal control to be ineffective,
as it interferes with camera signals: RoPE(f ′) often con-
strains both temporal and camera motion simultaneously.
To address space and time disentanglement, we introduce a
dedicated time control parameter t ∈ RF . By manipulating
ttrg, we can control the temporal progression of the synthe-
sized video Vtrg. For example, setting ttrg to a constant locks
Vtrg to a specific timestamp in Vsrc, while reversing the frame
indices produces a playback of Vsrc in reverse.

(Top) For multi-view dynamic scene datasets, a set of
temporal warping operations, including reverse, playback,
zigzag motion, slow motion, and freeze are apppplied with
teh source video as standford. This gives explicit supervi-
sion for temporal control, without constructing additional
temporally varied training data.

(Bottom) Existing camera-control and joint dataset train-
ing rely on monotonic time progression and static scene
videos, making it difficult for models to understand tem-
poral variation. The introduced temporal mappings from
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(1) Temporal Warping Augmentation

Figure 3. Temporal Wrapping for Spatiotemporal Disentan-
glement. (Top) For multi-view dynamic scene datasets [2], a set
of temporal warping operations (e.g. reverse playback, zigzag
motion, slow motion, and freeze) are applied to the target video,
with the source video kept as the standard forward reference, pro-
viding explicit supervision for temporal control . (Bottom) Com-
pared with existing camera-control [2, 33] and joint-dataset train-
ing strategies [41, 43], which rely on monotonic time progression
and static-scene videos to demonstrate temporal differences, Tem-
poral Wrapping provide much more diverse and explicit signals of
temporal variation, leading to disentanglement of space and time.

multi-view video data, which provide diverse and clear sig-
nal on tempral variation, and directly lead to disentangle-
ment of space and time.

Time Embedding. To inject temporal control into the dif-
fusion model, we analyze several approaches. First, we can
encode time similar to a frame index using RoPE embed-
ding. However, we find it less suitable for time control
(visual evaluations are provided in Supp. Mat.). Instead,
we adopt sinusoidal time embeddings applied at the latent
frame f ′ level, which provide a stable and continuous rep-
resentation of each frame’s temporal position and offer a
favorable trade-off between precision and stability. We fur-
ther observe that each latent frame corresponds to a con-
tinuous temporal chunk, and propose using embeddings of
original frame indices f to support finer granularity of time
control. To accomplish this, we introduce a time encod-
ing approach Eani(t), where t ∈ RF . We first compute
the sinusoidal time embeddings to represent the temporal
sequence, esrc = SinPE(tsrc), etrg = SinPE(ttrg), where
tsrc, ttrg ∈ RF . Next, we apply two 1D convolution lay-
ers to progressively project these embeddings into the latent
frame space, ẽ = Conv1D2(Conv1D1(e)). Finally, we add
these time features to the camera features and video tokens
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embeddings, updating Eq. (1) as follows:

x′ = x+ Ecam (c) + Eani (t) . (2)

In Sec. 4.2, we compare our approach with alternative
conditioning strategies, such as using sinusoidal embed-
dings where tsrc, ttrg are directly defined in RF ′

, and em-
ploying an MLP instead of a 1D convolution for compres-
sion. We demonstrate both qualitatively and quantitatively
the advantages of our proposed method.

3.2.2. Datasets
To enable temporal manipulation in our approach, we re-
quire paired training data that includes examples of time
remapping. Achieving spatial-temporal disentanglement
further requires data containing examples of both camera
and temporal controls. To the best of our knowledge, no
publicly available datasets satisfy these requirements. Only
a few prior works, such as 4DiM [41] and CAT4D [43], have
attempted to address spatial-temporal disentanglement. A
common strategy is to jointly train on static-scene datasets
and multi-view video datasets [23, 53]. The limited con-
trol variability in these datasets leads to confusion between
temporal evolution and spatial movement, resulting in en-
tangled or unstable behaviors [41, 43]. We address this lim-
itation by augmenting existing multi-view video data with
temporal warping and by proposing a new synthetic dataset.

Temporal Warping Augmentation. We introduce simple
augmentations that add controllable temporal variations to
multi-view video datasets. During training, given a source
video Vsrc = {Ifsrc}Ff=1 and a target video Vtrg = {Iftrg}Ff=1,
we apply a temporal warping function τ : [1, F ] → [1, F ]
to the target sequence, producing a warped video V ′

trg =

{Iτ(f)trg }Ff=1. The source animation timestamps are uni-
formly sampled, tsrc = 1 : F . Warped timestamps,
ttrg = τ(tsrc), introduce non-linear temporal effects (see
Fig. 3 top b–e): (i) reversal, (ii) acceleration, (iii) freez-
ing, (iv) segmental slow motion, and (v) zigzag motion, in
which the animation repeatedly reverses direction. After
these augmentations, the paired video sequences (Vsrc, V

′
trg)

differ in both camera trajectories and temporal dynamics,
providing the model with a clear signal for learning disen-
tangled spatiotemporal representations.

Synthetic Cam×Time Dataset for Precise Spatiotempo-
ral Control. While our temporal warping augmentations
encourage strong disentanglement between spatial and tem-
poral factors, achieving fine-grained and continuous con-
trol — that is, smooth and precise adjustment of tempo-
ral dynamics — benefits from a dataset that systemati-
cally covers both dimensions. To this end, we construct
Cam×Time, a new synthetic spatiotemporal dataset ren-
dered in Blender. Given a camera trajectory and an ani-
mated subject, Cam×Time exhaustively samples the cam-
era–time grid, capturing each dynamic scene across diverse

Table 1. Comparison of existing multi-view datasets for cam-
era and temporal control against Cam×Time. Cam×Time pro-
vides full-grid rendering (Figure 4), enabling target videos to sam-
ple arbitrary temporal variations over the full range from 0 to 120.

Dataset Dynamic scenes Src. Time: tsrc Tgt. Time: ttrg Camera

RE10k [53] ✘ 1 1 Moving
DL3DV10k [23] ✘ 1 1 Moving
MannequinChallenge [32] ✘ 1 1 Moving
Kubric-4D [33] ✔ 1:60 1:60 Moving
ReCamMaster [2] ✔ 1:80 1:80 Moving
SynCamMaster [1] ✔ 1:80 1:80 Fixed

Cam×Time (ours) ✔ 1:120 {1, 2, . . . , 120}120 Moving
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Figure 4. Cam×Time dataset visualization. (Top) A space-time
grid defined by a camera trajectory c = [c1, ..., cF ] and animation
status t = [t1, ..., tF ]. Cam×Time renders images for all (c, t)
pairs, covering the full grid for learning disentangled spatial and
temporal control. Any two sampled sequences of F frames from
the grid can form a source-target pair. (Bottom) One typical choice
of source videos is taking the diagonal cells in green.

combinations of camera viewpoints and temporal states
(c, t), as illustrated in Fig. 4. The source video is obtained
by sampling the diagonal frames of the dense grid (Fig. 4
(bottom)), while the target videos are obtained by more
free-form sampling of continuous sequences. We com-
pare Cam×Time against existing datasets in Tab. 1. While
[23, 32, 53] are real videos with complex camera path anno-
tations, they either do not provide time-synchronized video
pairs [32] or only provide pairs of static scenes [23, 53].
Synthetic multi-view video datasets [1, 2, 33] provide pairs
of dynamic videos but do not allow training for time control.
In contrast, Cam×Time enables fine-grained manipulation
of both camera motion and temporal dynamics, enabling
bullet-time effects, motion stabilization, and flexible combi-
nations of the controls. We designate part of Cam×Time as
a test set, aiming for it to serve as a benchmark for control-
lable video generation. We will release it to support future
research on fine-grained spatiotemporal modeling.
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Table 2. Quantitative comparison across temporal controls (Direction (forward, backward motion), Speed (slow modes), Bullet Time). We
report PSNR↑, SSIM↑, and LPIPS↓. Best results are in bold. SpaceTimeMethod showcase best performance for temporal control overall.

Method PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓

Dir. Speed Bullet Avg Dir. Speed Bullet Avg Dir. Speed Bullet Avg

ReCamM+preshuffled† 17.13 14.84 14.61 15.52 0.6623 0.6050 0.5965 0.6213 0.3930 0.4793 0.4863 0.4529
ReCamM+jointdata 18.32 17.57 17.69 17.86 0.7322 0.7220 0.7209 0.7250 0.2972 0.3158 0.3089 0.3073
SpaceTimePilot (Ours) 21.75 20.87 20.85 21.16 0.7725 0.7645 0.7653 0.7674 0.1697 0.1917 0.1677 0.1764

† Uses simple frame-rearrangement operators (reversal, repetition, freezing) applied prior to inference to emulate temporal manipulation.

3.3. Precise Camera Conditioning
We aim for full camera trajectory control in the target video.
In contrast, the previous novel-view synthesis approach [2]
assumes that the first frame is identical in source and target
videos and that the target camera trajectory is defined rel-
ative to it. This stems from the two limitations. First, the
existing approach ignores the source video trajectory, yield-
ing suboptimal source features computed using the target
trajectory for consistency:

x′
src = xsrc + Ecam (ctrg) , x′

trg = xtrg + Ecam (ctrg) .

Second, it is trained on datasets where the first frame is al-
ways identical across the source and target videos. This
latter limitation is addressed in our training datasets design.

To overcome the former, we devise a source-aware cam-
era conditioning. We estimate camera poses for both the
source and target videos using a pretrained pose estimator,
and inject them jointly into the diffusion model to provide
explicit geometric context. Eq. 2 is therefore extended into:

x′
src = xsrc + Ecam (csrc) + Eani (tsrc) , (3)

x′
trg = xtrg + Ecam (ctrg) + Eani (ttrg) ,

x′ = [x′
trg, x

′
src]frame-dim,

where x′ denotes the input of the DiT model, which is the
concatenation of target and source tokens along the frame
dimension. This formulation provides the model with both
source and target camera context, enabling spatially consis-
tent generation and precise control over camera trajectories.

3.4. Support for Longer Video Segments
Finally, to showcase the full potential of our camera and
temporal control, we adopt a simple autoregressive video
generation strategy, generating each new segment Vtrg con-
ditioned on the previously generated segment Vprv and a
source video Vsrc to produce longer videos.

To enable this capability during inference, we need to
extend our training scenario to support conditioning on two
videos, where one serves as Vsrc and the other as Vprv.
The source video Vsrc is taken directly from the multi-view
datasets or from our synthetic dataset, as was described pre-
viously. Vprv is constructed in a similar way to Vtrg — either

using temporal warping augmentations or by sampling from
the dense space-time grid of our synthetic dataset. When
temporal warping is applied, Vprv and Vtrg may originate
from the same or different multi-view sequences represent-
ing the same time interval. To maintain full flexibility of
control, we do not enforce any other explicit correlations
between Vprv and Vtrg, apart from specifying camera param-
eters relative to the selected source video frame.

Note that not constraining the source and target videos
to share the same first frame (as discussed in Sec. 3.3) is
crucial for achieving flexible camera control in longer se-
quences. For instance, this design enables extended bullet-
time effects: we can first generate a rotation around a se-
lected point up to 45◦ (Vtrg,1), and then continue from 45◦

to 90◦ (Vtrg,2). Conditioning on two consecutive source seg-
ments allows the model to leverage information from newly
generated viewpoints. In the bullet-time example, condi-
tioning on the previously generated video enables the model
to incorporate information from all newly synthesized view-
points, rather than relying solely on the viewpoint of the
corresponding moment in the source video.

4. Experiments

Implementation details. We adopt the Wan-2.1 T2V-
1.3B model [34], which produces F ′=21 latent frames
and decodes them into F=81 RGB frames using a 3D-
VAE. The network is conditioned on camera and animation-
time controls as defined in Eq. 3. Unless otherwise spec-
ified, SpaceTimePilot is trained with ReCamMaster and
SynCamMaster datasets with the temporal warping aug-
mentation described in Sec. 3.2.2, along with Cam×Time.
Please refer to Supp. Mat. for complete network architec-
ture and additional training details.

4.1. Comparison with State-of-the-Art Baselines
4.1.1. Time-Control Evaluation.
We first evaluate the retiming capability of our model. To
factor out the error induced by camera control, we condition
SpaceTimePilot on a fixed camera pose while varying only
the temporal control signal. Experiments are performed
on the withheld Cam×Time test split, which contains 50
scenes rendered with dense full-grid trajectories that can
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Figure 5. Qualitative results of SpaceTimePilot. Our model enables fully disentangled control over camera motion and temporal dy-
namics. Each row shows a different combination of camera trajectory (left icons) and temporal warping (right icons). SpaceTimePilot
produces coherent videos under diverse controls, including normal playback, reverse playback, bullet-time, slow-motion, replay motion,
and complex camera paths (pan, tilt, zoom, and vertical motion).

be retimed into arbitrary temporal sequences. For each test
case, we take a moving-camera source video but set the tar-
get camera trajectory to the first-frame pose. We then ap-
ply a range of temporal control signals, including reverse,
bullet-time, zigzag, slow motion, and normal playback, to
synthesize the corresponding retimed outputs. Since we
have ground-truth frames for all temporal configurations,
we report perceptual losses: PSNR, SSIM, and LPIPS.

We consider two baselines: (1) ReCamM+preshuffled:
original ReCamMaster combined with input re-shuffling;
and (2) ReCamM+jointdata: following [41, 43], we train
ReCamMaster with additional static-scene datasets [18, 53]
which provide only one single temporal pattern.

While frame shuffling may succeed in simple scenar-
ios, it fails to disentangle camera and temporal control. As
shown in Table 2, this approach exhibits the weakest tem-
poral controllability. Although incorporating static-scene
datasets improves performance, particularly in the bullet-
time category, relying on a single temporal control pattern
remains insufficient for achieving robust temporal consis-
tency. In contrast, SpaceTimePilot consistently outperforms
all baselines across all temporal configurations.

Table 3. VBench visual-quality evaluation across six dimensions.
Higher is better for all metrics.

Method ImgQ↑ BGCons↑ Motion↑ SubjCons↑ Flicker↑ Aesthetic↑
Traj-Crafter [48] 0.6389 0.9376 0.9888 0.9463 0.9816 0.5172
ReCamM [2] 0.6302 0.9114 0.9945 0.9181 0.9825 0.5332
ReCamM+Aug 0.6315 0.9165 0.9946 0.9313 0.9788 0.5385
STPilot (Ours) 0.6486 0.9199 0.9947 0.9325 0.9781 0.5315

4.1.2. Visual Quality Evaluation.
Next, we evaluate the perceptual realism of our 1800 gen-
erated videos using VBench [10]. We report all standard
visual quality metrics to provide a comprehensive assess-
ment of generative fidelity. Table 3 shows that our model
achieves visual quality comparable to the baselines.

4.1.3. Camera-Control Evaluation.
Finlay, we evaluate the effectiveness of our camera control
mechanism detailed in Sec. 3.3. Unlike the retiming evalu-
ation above, which relies on synthetic ground-truth videos,
here we construct a real-world 90-video evaluation set from
OpenVideoHD [26], encompassing diverse dynamic human
and object motions. Each method is evaluated across 20
camera trajectories: 10 starting from the same initial pose
as the source video and 10 from different initial poses,
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Table 4. Camera accuracy and first-frame estimation. For camera control,
the enhanced camera control mechanism enables the generated video to start
from an arbitrary camera angle while maintaining good camera accuracy.

Method RelRot↓RelTrans↓ AbsRot↓AbsTrans↓ Rot† ↓ RTA15† ↑RTA30† ↑

Traj-Crafter [48] 5.94 0.50 6.93 0.52 9.76 22.96% 25.93%
ReCamM [2] 4.26 0.32 10.08 0.34 7.49 7.61% 10.20%
ReCamM+Aug 3.66 0.43 11.74 0.46 13.88 3.89% 5.93%
SpaceTimePilot (ours) 2.71 0.33 5.63 0.34 4.09 35.19% 54.44%

Table 5. Time-embedding compressor ablation. The pro-
posed time-embedding method, trained with temporal warp-
ing on the proposed dataset, yields sharper results overall.

Time Embedding PSNR↑SSIM↑LPIPS↓

Uniform Sampling 14.10 0.5981 0.5039
1D-Conv 14.75 0.6134 0.4878
1D-Conv + Joint Data 15.41 0.6252 0.4830
1D-Conv +Cam×Time 21.16 0.7674 0.1764

† Evaluation based on first-frame camera accuracy.
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Figure 6. Qualitative comparison of disentangled camera-time
control. In this example, we apply reverse playback (time) and
a pan-right camera motion starting from the first-frame pose to a
source video (top), whose original camera motion is dolly-in (red
to blue). SpaceTimePilot, by explicitly disentangling space and
time, achieves correct camera control (red boxes) together with
accurate temporal control (green boxes). For TrajectoryCrafter, it
first reverses the frames and then apply their method for viewpoint
control, resulting in incorrect camera motion. ReCamMaster (with
joint-dataset training) is unable to perform temporal control, lead-
ing to failure cases.

resulting in a total of 1800 generated videos. We apply
SpatialTracker-v2 [45] to recover camera poses from the
generated videos and compare them with the corresponding
input camera poses. To ensure consistent scale, we align the
magnitude of the first two camera locations. Trajectory ac-
curacy is quantified using RotErr and TransErr follow-
ing [8], under two protocols: (1) evaluating the raw trajecto-
ries defined w.r.t. the first frame (relative protocol, RelRot,
RelTrans) and (2) evaluating after aligning to the estimated
pose of the first frame (absolute protocol, AbsRot, Ab-
sTrans). Specifically, we transform the recovered raw tra-
jectories by multiplying the relative pose between the gener-
ated and source first frames, estimated by DUSt3R [38]. We
also compare this DUSt3R pose with the target trajectory’s
initial pose, and report RotErr, RTA@15 and RTA@30, as
translation magnitude is scale-ambiguous.

To measure only the impact of source camera condition-
ing, we consider the original ReCamMaster [2] (ReCamM)
and two variants. Since ReCamMaster is originally trained

Camera: pan left.  Time: freeze at  t = 40.Camera: tilt-down.   Time: freeze at  t = 40.
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Figure 7. Temporal compression ablation. Comparing uniform
resampling, MLP, and 1D-Conv compressors under tilt-down and
pan-right bullet-time controls, ttrg = [40, . . . , 40].

on datasets where the first frame of the source and target
videos are identical, the model always copies the first frame
regardless of the input camera pose. For fairness, we re-
train ReCamMaster with more data augmentations to in-
clude non-identical first frames, denoted as ReCamM+Aug.
Next, we condition the model additionally with source cam-
eras csrc following Eq. 3, denoted as ReCamM+Aug+csrc.
Finally we also report the results of TrajectoryCrafter [48].

In Table 4, we observe that the absolute protocol pro-
duces consistently higher errors, as trajectories must not
only match the overall shape (relative protocol) but also
align correctly in position and orientation. Interestingly,
ReCamM+Aug yields higher errors than the original Re-
CamM, whereas incorporating source cameras csrc results
in the best overall performance. This suggests that, with-
out explicit reference to csrc, exposure to more augmented
videos with differing initial frames can instead confuse the
model. The newly introduced conditioning signal on the
source video’s trajectory csrc achieves substantially better
camera-control accuracy across all metrics, more reliable
first-frame alignment, and more faithful adherence to the
full trajectory than all baselines.

4.1.4. Qualitative results.
Besides the quantitative evaluation, we also demonstrate the
strength of SpaceTimePilot with visual examples. In Fig. 6,
we show that only our method correctly synthesizes both
the camera motion (red boxes) and the animation-time state
(green boxes). While ReCamMaster handles camera control
well, it cannot modify the temporal state, such as enabling
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reverse playback. TrajectoryCrafter, in contrast, is confused
by the reverse frame shuffle, causing the camera pose of the
last source frame (blue boxes) to incorrectly appear in the
first frame of the generated video. More visual results can
be found in Fig. 5.

4.2. Ablation Study
To validate the effectiveness of the proposed Time embed-
ding module, in Table 5, we follow the time-control eval-
uation set up in Sec. 4.1.1 and compare our 1D convo-
lutional time embedding against several variants and al-
ternatives discussed in Sec. 3.2.1: (1) Uniform-Sampling:
sampling the 81-frame embedding uniformly to a 21-frame
sequence, which is equivalent to adopting sinusoidal em-
beddings at the latent frame f ′ level; (2) 1D-Conv: us-
ing 1D convolution layers to compress from t ∈ RF to
t ∈ RF ′

, trained with ReCamMaster and SynCamMaster
datasets. (3) 1D-Conv+jointdata: row 2 but including addi-
tionally static-scene datasets [18, 53]. (4) 1D-Conv (ours):
row 2 but instead including the proposed Cam×Time. We
observe that applying a 1D convolution to learn a compact
representation by compressing the fine-grained F -dim em-
beddings into a F ′-dim space performs notably better than
directly constructing sinusoidal embeddings at the coarse
f ′ level. Incorporating static-scene datasets yields only
limited improvements, likely due to their restricted tem-
poral control patterns. By contrast, using the proposed
Cam×Time consistently delivers the largest gains across
all three metrics, confirming the effectiveness of our newly
introduced datasets. Furthermore, as shown in Fig. 7, we
present a visual comparison of bullet-time results using uni-
form sampling and an MLP instead of the 1D convolu-
tion for compressing the temporal control signal. Uniform
sampling produces noticeable artifacts, and the MLP com-
pressor causes abrupt camera motion, whereas the 1D con-
volution effectively locks the animation time and enables
smooth camera movement.

5. Conclusion
We present SpaceTimePilot, the first video diffusion model
to provide fully disentangled spatial and temporal control,
enabling 4D space-time exploration from a single monoc-
ular video. Our method introduces a new “animation
time” representation together with a source-aware camera-
control mechanism that leverages both source and target
poses. This is supported by the synthetic Cam×Time and
a temporal-warping training scheme, which supply dense
spatiotemporal supervision. These components allow pre-
cise camera and time manipulation, arbitrary initial poses,
and flexible multi-round generation. Across extensive ex-
periments, SpaceTimePilot consistently surpasses state-of-
the-art baselines, offering significantly improved camera-
control accuracy and reliable execution of complex retiming

effects such as reverse playback, slow motion, and bullet-
time.
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A. Network Architecture
The network architecture of SpaceTimePilot is depicted in
Fig. 8. The newly introduced animation-time embedder Eani
encodes the source and target animation times, tsrc and ttrg,
into tensors matching the shapes of xsrc and xtrg, which are
then added to them respectively. During training, we train
only the camera embedder Ecam, the animation-time embed-
der Eani, the self-attention (full-3D attention), and the pro-
jector layers before the cross-attention.
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Figure 8. Architecture of SpaceTimePilot. Our model jointly
conditions on camera trajectories and temporal control signals via
space–time attention, enabling non-monotonic motion generation
such as reversals, repeats, accelerations, and zigzag time.

B. Longer Space-Time Exploration Video with
Disentangled Controls

One of the central advantages of SpaceTimePilot is its abil-
ity to freely navigate both spatial and temporal dimen-
sions, with arbitrary starting points in each dimension and
fully customizable trajectories through them. Although
each individual generation is limited to an 81-frame win-
dow, we show that SpaceTimePilot can effectively extend
this window indefinitely through a multi-turn autoregres-
sive inference scheme, enabling continuous and control-
lable space–time exploration from a single input video. The
overall pipeline is illustrated in Fig. 9.

The core idea is to generate the final video in autore-
gressive segments that connect seamlessly. For example,
given a source video of 81 frames, we may first generate
a 0.5× slow-motion sequence covering frames 0–40 with
a new camera trajectory. Then, continuing both the visual
context and the generated camera trajectory, we can pro-
duce the next segment starting from the final camera pose

of the previous output, while temporally traversing the re-
maining frames 40–81. This yields an autoregressive chain
of viewpoint-controlled video segments that together create
a continuous long-range space–time trajectory.

A key property that enables this behavior is that our
model can generate video segments whose camera poses do
not need to start at the first frame. This allows precise con-
trol over the starting point, both in time and viewpoint, for
every generated chunk, ensuring smooth, consistent motion
over extended sequences.

To maintain contextual coherence across iterations, we
introduce a lightweight memory mechanism. During train-
ing, the model is conditioned on a pair of source videos,
which enables consistent chaining during inference. Specif-
ically:
• At iteration i = 1, the model is conditioned only on the

original source video.
• At iteration i = 2, it is conditioned on both the source

video and the previously generated 81-frame segment.
• This process repeats, with each iteration conditioning on

the source video as well as the most recent generated seg-
ment.
This simple yet effective strategy allows SpaceTimePilot

to generate arbitrarily long, smoothly connected sequences
with continuous and precise control over both temporal ma-
nipulation and camera motion.

Here, we showcase how this can be used to conduct large
viewpoint changes, as demonstrated in Fig. 10.

C. Additional Details on the Proposed
Cam×Time Dataset.

The Cam×Time dataset is built using high-quality, com-
mercially licensed 3D environments that include both real-
istic indoor and outdoor scenes. For each environment, we
populate the space with multiple animated human charac-
ters. The character assets are sourced from Mixamo [11]
and HUMOTO [24], and each character is manually tex-
tured and refined to ensure realistic geometry, appearance,
and material quality. The animations span a diverse range
of human motions, including locomotion, gestures, and
human-object interactions. Examples of scenes are shown
in Fig. 11. Please refer to the complementary website for
the video examples.

To capture rich spatial coverage, we generate four dis-
tinct camera trajectories for every scene. Camera paths
include rotational orbits, linear tracking motions, and
smoothly curved arcs. A dedicated validity module ensures
that each trajectory: (1) begins at a collision-free location
with clear visibility of the main character, (2) maintains
non-intersecting movement with the environment through-
out the path, and (3) preserves full subject visibility across
all viewpoints.
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Figure 9. Overview of the multi-turn autoregressive inference scheme. The model first generates an 81-frame segment conditioned
on the source video and a chosen space–time trajectory. The resulting output is then reused as a secondary source video for subsequent
iterations, each with its own camera and temporal trajectory. By chaining these iterations and stitching the outputs, SpaceTimePilot
produces a long, coherent video that follows an arbitrary space–time path.

Figure 10. Multi-turn autoregressive generation with SpaceTimePilot. Top row: source video frames. Rows 2–4: Turn-1, Turn-2,
and Turn-3 generations. At each turn, SpaceTimePilot jointly conditions on (1) the original source video and (2) the previously generated
chunk, ensuring temporal continuity, stable motion progression, and consistent camera geometry. This dual-conditioning design enables
viewpoint changes far beyond the input video—such as rotating to the rear of the tiger or transitioning from a low-angle shot to a high
bird’s-eye view—while preserving visual and motion coherence. Please refer to section “AR Demos” in the website for videos.

Each trajectory is rendered into a 120-frame sequence at
a resolution of 1080 × 1080 pixels, providing dense tem-
poral sampling with high visual fidelity. This yields three
multi-view video sequences per scene, each covering the
full motion duration with consistent lighting, textures, and
geometry. Overall, we rendered 1500 videos from 500 an-
imations, each with 120 videos full grid rendering, leading
to 180k videos.

For temporal-control training, we could sample any time
variants from these sequences, including slow motion, re-
verse playback, bullet-time around arbitrary frames, and
non-monotonic time patterns such as forward–backward os-
cillation. These augmented temporal signals are illustrated
in Fig. 12.
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Figure 11. Example of Cam×Time. Multi-view, densely sam-
pled sequences from the Cam×Time dataset. Each row shows
frames from one camera trajectory, and each column samples dif-
ferent timesteps (0–120). The dataset provides diverse environ-
ments, human motions, and four camera paths per scene with full
120-frame temporal coverage.

Figure 12. Sampling from Cam×Time. By sampling from the
Cam×Time dataset, we can extract frames corresponding to arbi-
trary combinations of camera viewpoints and temporal positions,
forming source-target pairs with rich camera and temporal control
signals.

D. Additional Ablation Studies

D.1. Temporal Warping Augmentation

Using [1, 2] as our default datasets, we compare training
jointly with static-scene datasets [18, 53] with applying
only temporal warping (TW) augmentation on the default
datasets (Sec. 3.2.2 in the main paper). Although static-

scene datasets naturally support bullet-time effects, they do
not provide enough diversity of temporal control configura-
tions for models to reliably learn time locking on their own,
as shown in Fig. 14 (top). Please refer to section “Effective
Temporal Warping” in the website for more videos.

In Fig. 14 (bottom), we further show that freezing tempo-
ral warping (3rd row) produces better results than training
without freezing it. Please refer to section “Freeze Warping
Ablations” in the website for more videos.

D.2. Significance of Cam×Time Dataset
Besides the quantitative results in the main paper (Table 5),
in Fig. 15 (top), we provide visual comparisons demonstrat-
ing the effectiveness of the proposed Cam×Time dataset.
Clear artifacts appear in baselines trained without additional
data or with only static-scene augmentation (highlighted
in red boxes), whereas incorporating Cam×Time removes
these artifacts, demonstrating its significance. Please re-
fer to section “Dataset Ablations” in the website for more
videos.

D.3. Time Embedding Ablation
As promised in Sec. 3.2.1 in the main paper, we compare
several time-embedding strategies. RoPE(f ′) can freeze the
scene dynamics at t=40, but it also undesirably locks the
camera motion. Using MLP, by contrast, fails to lock the
temporal state at all (red boxes). Conditioning on the la-
tent frame f ′ (with uniform sampling) introduces notice-
able artifacts. In comparison, the proposed 1D-Conv em-
bedding enables SpaceTimePilot to preserve the intended
scene dynamics while still generating accurate camera mo-
tion. Adding Cam×Time to training further enhances the
results. Please refer to section “Time-Embedding Method
Ablation” in the website for more examples.

E. Additional Qualitative Visualizations
We show more qualitative results of SpaceTimePilot in
Fig. 13. Our model provides fully disentangled control over
camera motion and temporal dynamics. Each row presents
a different pairing of temporal control inputs (top-left icon)
and camera trajectories. SpaceTimePilot reliably generates
coherent videos under diverse conditions, including normal
and reverse playback, bullet-time, slow motion, replay mo-
tion, and complex camera movements such as panning, tilt-
ing, zooming, and vertical translation. Please refer to sec-
tion “Video Demonstrations” in the website for more exam-
ples.
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Figure 13. More Qualitative results. Our model provides fully disentangled control over camera motion and temporal dynamics. Each
row illustrates a different combination of temporal control inputs (top-left icon) and camera trajectories. SpaceTimePilot consistently
produces coherent videos across a wide range of controls, including normal and reverse playback, bullet-time, slow motion, replay motion,
and complex camera paths such as panning, tilting, zooming, and vertical motion.
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Ablation 1: Temporal warping (TW) vs. Joint dataset training on bullet-time effect (t=40)
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Ablation 2: Varied temporal warping configuration on bullet-time effect (t=40) 

Figure 14. Ablation study. (Top) Using [1, 2] as default datasets, we compare the influence of adding static-scene datasets [18, 53] vs. just
doing temporal warping (TW) augmentation (Sec. 3.2.2 in the main paper). Temporal warping definitely provide more variety of time
control signals, allowing models to learn better camera-time disentanglement. (Bottom) We further compare different configurations of
warping, where we show freezing temporal warping (3rd row) leads to better results than those trained without freezing temporal warping.
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Figure 15. Ablation study. (Top) We verify the efficacy of the proposed Cam×Time dataset. Considering [1, 2] as default datasets,
we compare the impact of different datasets on the generated videos. One can clearly see artifacts in baselines without any extra data or
augmented with static-scene data, whereas training additionally with Cam×Time leads to no artifacts, confirming the usefulness of our
dataset. (Bottom) We compare several time-embedding strategies. The MLP fails to lock the temporal state (red boxes), while RoPE(f ′)
correctly freezes the scene dynamics at t=40 but unintentionally locks the camera motion too. Conditioning on the latent frame f ′ (with
uniform sampling) introduces noticeable artifacts. In contrast, the proposed 1D-Conv embedding allows SpaceTimePilot to both freeze the
scene dynamics at t=40 and produce intended camera motion. Incorporating Cam×Time during training further improves performance.
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