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ABSTRACT

Recent autoregressive video diffusion methods are increasingly built upon Self
Forcing, where the student is trained on histories produced by its own rollout
rather than ground-truth video contexts. This reduces exposure bias, but the his-
torical key-value cache is still used by future frames only as frozen rollout state.
As a result, future losses cannot supervise how earlier generated latents should be
written into more useful keys and values for later video-latent generation. We call
this the historical context-gradient gap. We propose Self Gradient Forcing (SGF),
a two-pass training strategy that restores this missing supervision signal without
backpropagating through the full serial rollout. Pass 1 performs a no-gradient
autoregressive rollout matching inference and, at a sampled denoising exit step,
records both the self-generated context and the noisy latents fed to the model. Pass
2 performs parallel context-gradient reconstruction for the recorded exit step. The
generated context is used as stop-gradient clean-latent input, while the model re-
computes the context KV representations and future-to-context causal attention.
Thus, SGF provides the missing memory-writing supervision within the native
autoregressive training objective, using losses on future video latents to train the
model to encode context into more effective causal memory. Across extensive
long-horizon frame-wise and chunk-wise experiments under different initializa-
tions, SGF achieves stronger native long-video extrapolation than Self Forcing,
especially in subject identity, background/layout consistency, and temporal stabil-
ity. Remarkably, using only a 5-second training window, SGF can extrapolate to
videos lasting several minutes. Code and models will be released on the project
page https://zhuang2002.github.io/SelfGradientForcing.

1 INTRODUCTION

Long-form autoregressive video generation requires scenes, objects, layouts, and dynamics to re-
main coherent as generation extends far beyond the training window. In autoregressive video dif-
fusion, this coherence depends on extrapolating from the model’s generated history: once rollout
begins, each new frame or chunk is conditioned on the prompt and previously generated content.

However, in Teacher-Forcing (TF) training, the model is conditioned on ground-truth video contexts,
whereas at inference it is conditioned on self-generated histories. This training–inference mismatch
creates exposure bias and makes native long-video extrapolation difficult. Self Forcing (Huang et al.,
2025) mitigates the mismatch by training the student on histories produced by its own autoregres-
sive rollout, using distribution-matching distillation (DMD) supervision from a bidirectional video
model. This self-rollout recipe has become an increasingly common training paradigm for autore-
gressive video diffusion (Huang et al., 2025; Liu et al., 2025; Cui et al., 2025; Yang et al., 2025;
Chen et al., 2026b;a; Xu et al., 2026a; Ji et al., 2026; Tian et al., 2026; Hu et al., 2026; Meng et al.,
2026). However, to make self-rollout training feasible, these methods typically inherit a crucial
computational constraint: cross-chunk gradient flow through the historical KV cache is truncated.

The consequence is that Self Forcing exposes the model to self-generated history, but does not
let future losses train how that history should be written as future-readable memory. During rollout,
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Self Forcing
+ TF init

Detached KV-cache
Gradients blocked

Self Gradient Forcing
+ TF init

Context-gradient
flow activated

Prompt: A Chinese boy with neatly combed hair wears glasses and sits in a warm, inviting fast food restaurant, eyes closed as he 
takes a big bite of a juicy cheeseburger. He holds the burger with both hands, savoring the moment with a slightly dreamy, ...

0 s 48 s 96 s 144 s 192 s 240 s

Consistent subject, pose, and restaurant layout across 240 s

View jump Scene break Identity drift

Figure 1: Long-horizon consistency with Self Gradient Forcing. Under the same prompt, seed,
and TF initialization, Self Forcing trains with self-generated history but does not supervise the clean-
timestep KV writing computation with future losses; it eventually exhibits view jumps, scene breaks,
and identity drift. SGF restores a bounded context-gradient path for self-generated memory writing
and better preserves subject identity, pose, and restaurant layout over 240 seconds.

generated latents are processed by the causal DiT at the clean context timestep and stored as a causal
KV cache; later chunks read this cache as frozen historical context. Future losses can therefore
train noisy denoising tokens to read cached history, but cannot propagate into the clean-timestep
computation that wrote the historical K/V entries. We call this missing credit-assignment path the
historical context-gradient gap. Fig. 1 illustrates the qualitative effect: a Self-Forcing model can
remain locally plausible for many frames, yet identity, viewpoint, and layout consistency gradually
break down as extrapolation continues.

After TF, consistency-distillation (CD), or ODE initialization (Huang et al., 2025; Zhu et al., 2026;
Zhao et al., 2026), the model has a useful prior for writing real video contexts into the cache at the
clean context timestep. However, the final self-rollout objective changes both the context distribution
and the supervision: history is self-generated, and few-step DMD losses are applied at sampled
noisy denoising timesteps. This leaves a cache-writing gap for self-generated histories. The gap can
further widen because the same causal DiT shares parameters across timesteps: updates from noisy
denoising steps can alter the clean tctx = 0 cache-writing computation, while later-chunk losses do
not backpropagate to the historical KV entries it wrote. The context-writing path may therefore drift
from what long autoregressive rollout requires.

A direct solution would be to keep the historical KV cache differentiable, allowing future losses
to backpropagate into the clean-timestep K/V writing computation. In practice, this would require
retaining the autograd graph for every historical cache write until future chunks consume it. These
graphs grow with rollout length, transformer depth, and sequential cache updates, making the direct
KV-gradient path difficult to scale.

We propose Self Gradient Forcing (SGF), which turns this serial graph-retention problem into a
bounded parallel recomputation problem. SGF is a two-pass training strategy that restores the miss-
ing memory-writing supervision without full backpropagation through the sampled rollout. Pass
1 performs the true serial no-gradient autoregressive rollout and records the self-generated context
together with the noisy latents fed to the model at a sampled denoising exit step. Pass 2 discards
the rollout cache and reconstructs the same exit-step computation in parallel: the generated context
is reprocessed as stop-gradient clean-latent input, and the recorded noisy latents are fed again as
prediction inputs. The model recomputes the context hidden states, KV representations, and future-
to-context causal attention, so losses on future video latents update the shared parameters that write
clean-timestep K/V representations for later generation.

As a native training framework for forcing-based autoregressive video diffusion, SGF recovers the
context-writing gradient unused by frozen-cache Self Forcing and is orthogonal to existing forcing
improvements, allowing it to be applied directly on top of them. We evaluate SGF across multiple
initializations and both frame-wise and chunk-wise autoregressive generation. Empirically, SGF is
comparable to Self Forcing at 5 seconds and substantially improves native long-video extrapolation
at 60 and 240 seconds, with the clearest gains in subject identity, background/layout consistency,
and temporal stability. Notably, models trained with only a 5-second window can still extrapolate
to minute-scale videos. We further analyze two-pass recovery accuracy, the start-boundary effect of
causal video VAEs, and how the number of sink latents affects streaming generation quality.
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Our contributions are:

• We identify the historical context-gradient gap in frozen-cache Self Forcing, where future losses
supervise cache reading but not the clean context-writing computation that writes self-generated
history into K/V memory; as shared DiT parameters are updated at other timesteps during few-step
DMD, this unsupervised path can drift.

• We introduce SGF, a two-pass training strategy whose serial Pass 1 records the self-generated roll-
out state and whose parallel Pass 2 performs context-gradient reconstruction of the sampled exit-
step computation with gradients through self-generated context KV representations and future-to-
context causal attention.

• We conduct extensive experiments on frame-wise and chunk-wise generation under different ini-
tializations at 5s, 60s, and 240s, showing that SGF matches Self Forcing at 5s and substantially
improves long-video extrapolation at 60s and 240s. We study two-pass recovery accuracy, causal
VAE boundary diagnostics, and the effect of sink latents on streaming generation quality.

2 RELATED WORK

Autoregressive video diffusion. Modern video generation builds on diffusion objectives, acceler-
ated samplers, latent diffusion, and diffusion transformers, which provide the modeling and scaling
principles used by image and video generators (Ho et al., 2020; Song et al., 2021; Rombach et al.,
2022; Peebles & Xie, 2023). Video diffusion systems extend these foundations with 3D denoising,
cascaded generation, latent video modeling, motion modules, space-time architectures, and mul-
timodal autoregressive token modeling (Ho et al., 2022b;a; Singer et al., 2023; Blattmann et al.,
2023b;a; Guo et al., 2024; Chen et al., 2024b; Bar-Tal et al., 2024; Kondratyuk et al., 2024). For
long-form generation, however, the key distinction is the causal use of generated history: each gener-
ated latent frame or chunk becomes part of the context for later generation. Diffusion Forcing (Chen
et al., 2024a) connects next-token prediction and diffusion by independently noising sequence ele-
ments, and CausVid (Yin et al., 2025) distills bidirectional video diffusion into a fast autoregressive
student with causal caching. SGF follows this autoregressive video diffusion interface and asks
whether self-generated history, once written into causal KV state, receives future supervision as
future-readable memory.

Forcing objectives for self-generated histories. Teacher-forcing trains on ground-truth prefixes,
whereas autoregressive inference conditions on self-generated histories. Self Forcing (Huang et al.,
2025) directly reduces this exposure bias by training the student on histories produced by its own
rollout, using distribution-matching distillation supervision from a bidirectional teacher. Subsequent
forcing methods build on this self-rollout training paradigm. Causal Forcing (Zhu et al., 2026) and
Causal Forcing++ (Zhao et al., 2026) address a complementary initialization mismatch: a causal
student should not depend on bidirectional teacher trajectories whose flow map is unavailable at in-
ference. Rolling Forcing (Liu et al., 2025), Self-Forcing++ (Cui et al., 2025), Matrixgame3 (Wang
et al., 2026), and ShotStream (Luo et al., 2026) further extend rollout exposure through longer
segments and windowed denoising. Video-Mirai (Yu et al., 2026) and Next Forcing (Xu et al.,
2026b) make a related observation that next-step supervision can discard information needed by
later frames, and introduce future-aware or multi-chunk supervision. These methods improve the
history distribution, causal initialization, or temporal reach of the supervision. SGF addresses a
remaining gap in frozen-cache self-rollout training: future losses can supervise how later noisy de-
noising tokens read cached history, but not how the clean-timestep computation writes self-generated
history into KV memory.

Long-horizon context and cache design. A line of work improves long-horizon generation by
changing which context is available, how it is positioned, or how it is retained. Gen-L-Video per-
forms overlapping temporal co-denoising for long multi-text videos (Wang et al., 2023); FreeNoise
reschedules noise and fuses windowed temporal attention (Qiu et al., 2024); FIFO-Diffusion main-
tains a frame queue at different noise levels (Kim et al., 2024); and StreamingT2V combines short-
term and long-term memory in an autoregressive pipeline (Henschel et al., 2025). Recurrent se-
quence modeling and efficient attention study segment recurrence (Dai et al., 2019), rotary position
embeddings (Su et al., 2021), attention sinks (Xiao et al., 2024), cache retention (Zhang et al., 2023;
Li et al., 2024), streaming long tuning (Yang et al., 2025; Chen et al., 2026b), long-context supervi-
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sion (Chen et al., 2026a), trainable sparse attention (Xu et al., 2026a; Zhuang et al., 2026), KV com-
pression (Ji et al., 2026), head-wise cache behavior (Tian et al., 2026), retrieval-augmented latent
history (Hu et al., 2026), and gated recall with trusted alignment (Meng et al., 2026). These meth-
ods change the memory exposed to the generator. SGF is orthogonal to this direction: for a given
context and cache design, it improves how self-generated content is written into future-readable KV
representations. We evaluate SGF across frame-wise and chunk-wise generation, multiple initializa-
tions, and extrapolation horizons, showing that better KV memory writing improves long-horizon
autoregressive video generation even under short-window forcing training.

3 METHOD

3.1 HISTORICAL CONTEXT-GRADIENT GAP

Autoregressive video diffusion generates latent blocks sequentially. At block j, the causal generator
denoises ztj while attending to a historical K/V cache, rather than to raw past latents. After block
i < j is generated, its predicted clean latent x̃i is processed at the clean context timestep tctx = 0,
and the resulting K/V entries are appended to the cache. Thus, later blocks condition on the clean-
timestep memory representation written from x̃i, not on x̃i directly.

Let Cθ denote the cache-writing computation induced by the causal generator at the clean context
timestep. In a serial rollout, this update is recurrent: the model reads the existing cache and writes
the next historical K/V entry,

KV0
i (θ) = Cθ

(
x̃i, tctx;KV

0
<i

)
, tctx = 0. (1)

The new entry KV0
i then becomes part of the state used by later blocks, including subsequent cache

updates. If future losses could differentiate through this historical entry, they would assign credit
to the clean-context computation that encoded x̃i into K/V memory. This would train not only how
later noisy tokens read self-generated history, but also how earlier generated latents should be written
into memory for future denoising.

Frozen-cache Self Forcing removes this memory-writing signal. It trains on self-generated histories,
reducing the mismatch between training and inference, and later-block losses can still update the
target-side denoising computation that reads the recorded cache. However, the historical K/V entries
are treated as detached rollout state. Consequently, future losses do not supervise the tctx = 0
computation that produced those entries.

This omission becomes problematic during final Self Forcing because the same DiT parameters
are shared across noisy denoising and clean-context cache writing. DMD losses at noisy timesteps
update the shared parameters,

θr+1 = θr − η∇θLSF(θr), KV0
i (θr+1) ̸≡ KV0

i (θr) in general. (2)

Thus, training can change the clean-context cache writer, but frozen-cache Self Forcing provides
no future-loss correction for how self-generated latents are encoded into K/V memory. We call this
missing supervision path the historical context-gradient gap. Figure 2 illustrates how SGF restores
this missing path by replacing frozen-cache reconstruction with context-gradient reconstruction.

3.2 DIRECT DIFFERENTIABLE CACHE

A direct way to close the gap is to keep the serial historical K/V cache differentiable. Then future
losses could backpropagate through the cached K/V entries into the earlier clean-context calls that
produced them. However, this requires retaining the backward graph for every cache write until all
later blocks that consume it have been processed. Because autoregressive rollout repeatedly writes,
reads, and extends the cache across denoising steps and transformer layers, the graph grows with
rollout length rather than remaining a fixed-window computation. The bottleneck is therefore not
the storage of K/V tensors alone, but the saved activations attached to the recurrent cache trajectory.
This makes direct differentiable-cache training impractical for long-horizon self-rollout.

3.3 SELF GRADIENT FORCING
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Figure 2: From frozen-cache Self Forcing to Self Gradient Forcing. Self Forcing trains on
self-generated histories but treats historical K/V entries as detached cache state. SGF keeps the no-
gradient rollout unchanged and adds a parallel reconstruction pass, where detached context latents
are re-encoded at the clean context timestep so future DMD losses supervise K/V writing without
serial rollout backpropagation.

Algorithm 1 Self Gradient Forcing Training

Require: Denoising steps T = (t1, . . . , tK) and scheduler Ψ
Require: Autoregressive blocks N and clean context timestep tctx = 0
Require: Reconstruction causal maskMrec
Require: Causal DiT Gθ with serial cache and parallel reconstruction interfaces
1: loop
2: Initialize serial cache KV ← [] and records Z⋆, Xctx ← []
3: Sample exit index s ∼ Uniform{1, . . . , K} and set t⋆ ← ts
4: Pass 1: no-gradient self-rollout
5: Disable gradient computation for all Pass-1 operations
6: for block i = 1, . . . , N do
7: Sample initial noisy latent zt1i ∼ N (0, I)
8: for denoising step k = 1, . . . , s do
9: x̂

(k)
i ← Gθ(z

tk
i ; tk,KV)

10: if k < s then sample ϵ and set z
tk+1
i ← Ψ(x̂

(k)
i , ϵ, tk+1) end if

11: end for
12: Set Z⋆

i ← zt
⋆

i and x̃i ← x̂
(s)
i

13: KV ← KV ∪ Cθ(x̃i, tctx;KV)
14: Append x̃i to Xctx and Z⋆

i to Z⋆

15: end for
16: Pass 2: parallel context-gradient reconstruction
17: Set Xrec ← sg(Xctx)
18: Enable gradient computation
19: X̂tar ← Gθ(Z

⋆, t⋆;Xrec, tctx,Mrec)

20: Update θ withLDMD(X̂tar); keep context-K/V gradients
21: end loop

Algorithm 1 summarizes the SGF train-
ing step. SGF can be understood from
an equivalent two-pass view of Self Forc-
ing. In this view, Pass 1 performs the or-
dinary no-gradient self-rollout and records
a sampled exit state, while Pass 2 recon-
structs the corresponding causal computa-
tion in parallel. Frozen-cache Self Forc-
ing treats the reconstructed context K/V
path as detached memory in Pass 2. SGF
keeps Pass 1 and the reconstruction ge-
ometry unchanged, but changes the Pass-2
gradient boundary so future DMD losses
also supervise clean-context K/V writing.

Pass 1: no-gradient self-rollout. The
first pass is the ordinary serial autoregres-
sive rollout used at inference. For each block i, the model denoises with the current historical cache
and records a sampled exit state: the noisy input zt

⋆

i and the predicted clean latent x̃i. The latent
x̃i is then processed at the clean context timestep tctx = 0 to update the serial K/V cache for later
blocks. All computations in this pass are run without gradient tracking, and the recorded states are
treated as fixed data for Pass 2.

SF Pass 2: frozen-K/V computation. Frozen-cache Self Forcing can be viewed as a parallel re-
construction of the sampled exit computation with a detached context K/V path. Given the recorded
noisy latents Z⋆ = {zt⋆i }Ni=1 and context latents X̃ctx = {x̃i}Ni=1, it reconstructs target predictions
under the causal mask Mrec:

X̂tar = Gθ

(
Z⋆, t⋆; X̃ctx, tctx,Mrec

)
. (3)
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The mask Mrec reproduces the sink-plus-window attention relation induced by the serial cache. In
frozen-cache Self Forcing, however, the K/V entries produced by the clean-context side are treated
as detached memory when noisy target tokens attend to them. Thus, DMD losses train how future
noisy tokens read self-generated history, but not how that history is encoded into K/V memory.

SGF Pass 2: context-gradient reconstruction. SGF keeps Pass 1 and the reconstruction geome-
try unchanged, but removes the stop-gradient boundary on the reconstructed context K/V path. The
context latents X̃ctx themselves remain stop-gradient inputs, so SGF does not optimize the sampled
rollout trajectory. Instead, the model re-encodes these fixed self-generated latents at tctx = 0, and
the resulting K/V entries remain differentiable when future target tokens attend to them:

∇θLDMD(X̂tar) ⊃
∂LDMD

∂KVrec
ctx

∂KVrec
ctx

∂θ
. (4)

Therefore, future DMD losses supervise both target-side denoising and clean-context K/V writing.

The Pass-2 reconstruction is designed to recover the sampled exit computation from Pass 1. With
deterministic layers, matched positional indices, and the same causal reconstruction geometry, X̂tar

is theoretically identical to the recorded predicted context latents X̃ctx for the corresponding exit
state. In practice, small deviations may still appear due to floating-point and implementation-level
effects. Appendix D verifies this recovery fidelity empirically.

This two-pass design avoids the memory blow-up of a direct differentiable cache. Pass 1 is serial
but no-gradient; Pass 2 is gradient-enabled but fixed-window and parallel under Mrec. SGF there-
fore recovers the missing memory-writing supervision without opening a recurrent autograd graph
through the full self-rollout.

3.4 GRADIENT BOUNDARY

SGF is a bounded reconstruction of the sampled exit computation, not full rollout BPTT. The
recorded context latents X̃ctx, noise samples, scheduler states, and Pass-1 serial cache trajectory are
all stop-gradient. Gradients flow only through the Pass-2 reconstruction: the clean-context forward,
K/V projections, future-to-context attention, and target-side denoising computation. This boundary
recovers memory-writing supervision while keeping the training graph fixed-window and parallel.

3.5 STREAMING CONTEXT POLICY

For frame-wise streaming generation, both Self Forcing and SGF use the same sink-plus-FIFO con-
text policy. We keep a fixed sink prefix and a FIFO window of recent latents, so the evaluation
isolates the effect of SGF rather than context selection. For the Wan video VAE, we use four sink
latents to preserve the temporal boundary prefix induced by its asymmetric grouping pattern. Ap-
pendix E provides the boundary diagnostic and sink-number ablation.

4 EXPERIMENTS

We evaluate whether SGF improves native long-video extrapolation without sacrificing short-
horizon quality. The appendix provides full 5s VBench tables, two-pass recovery fidelity,
sink/context ablations, and additional qualitative comparisons (Appendix B, D, E, and G).

4.1 EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

All models are trained with the same 5-second training window; 60s and 240s results therefore test
native extrapolation beyond the training horizon. Following prior long-video extrapolation prac-
tice (Yesiltepe et al., 2025), we compare SGF with matched Self Forcing baselines at 5s, 60s, and
240s. Each matched pair shares the same initialization, prompt set, random seed, sink/FIFO pol-
icy, sliding window, chunking strategy, and sampling configuration. The only change is whether
the sampled exit loss reads a frozen historical KV cache, as in Self Forcing, or reconstructs the self-
generated context with gradients, as in SGF. For frame-wise generation, we use sink 4, total window
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SF 
+ TF init

SGF 
+ TF init

Prompt: Cinematic 35mm film-style extreme close-up of a thoughtful 60s gray-haired man with a full beard, wearing glasses and a 
brown beret, seated at a Parisian café. He gazes off-screen, lost in deep contemplation about the universe’s history, ...

SF 
+ TF init

SGF 
+ TF init

Prompt: Cinematic grainy photo, a white and orange tabby cat darts joyfully through a dense garden, chasing something unseen.
Wide, happy eyes scan the foliage as it runs along a narrow winding path. ...

0 s 48 s 96 s 144 s 192 s 240 s

0 s 48 s 96 s 144 s 192 s 240 s

Figure 3: Frame-wise 240-second comparison under TF initialization. Both rows use matched
prompts, random seeds, initialization, horizon, and inference geometry.

21, FIFO 16, and current chunk 1; for chunk-wise generation, we use sink 3, total window 12, FIFO
6, current chunk 3, and chunk size 3.

The 5s evaluation follows the standard VBench protocol and serves as a short-horizon sanity check.
Full 5s VBench results are reported in Appendix B, where SGF and Self Forcing are broadly com-
parable across frame-wise and chunk-wise settings. We therefore focus the main paper on 60s and
240s extrapolation, where memory-writing errors have time to accumulate.

The 60s setting uses VBench-Long prompts, and the 240s setting uses 128 randomly sampled
MovieGen prompts (Polyak et al., 2024). For both long horizons, we report the official VBench-
Long metrics: aesthetic quality, background consistency, dynamic degree, imaging quality, motion
smoothness, subject consistency, and flickering. Higher is better after VBench orientation. GSB
human-preference results are reported separately as paired comparisons.

4.2 LONG VIDEO GENERATION (60S AND 240S)

Quantitative results. Tabs. 1 and 2 report long-horizon automatic metrics for frame-wise and
chunk-wise autoregressive generation. All comparisons are controlled within each generation setting
and should be read pairwise by initialization.

Across both generation granularities and both long horizons, SGF improves over matched Self
Forcing baselines on most quality and consistency metrics. The gains are especially consistent
for aesthetic quality, background consistency, imaging quality, motion smoothness, subject con-
sistency, and flickering. These metrics directly reflect the failure mode targeted by SGF: whether
self-generated latents are written into memory representations that remain useful throughout long
extrapolation.

Dynamic degree is the main exception, where Self Forcing can obtain a higher score. This does
not necessarily indicate better motion quality: Appendix G shows that long Self Forcing rollouts
often contain scene jumps, broken camera geometry, and object deformation, which create large but
incoherent apparent motion and can inflate dynamic degree. By contrast, SGF maintains more stable
image quality and more plausible camera evolution, so its lower dynamic-degree score in these cases
is not evidence of worse generation quality.

Qualitative results. Fig. 3 shows a representative 240-second frame-wise comparison under TF
initialization. Both methods use the same prompts, seeds, horizon, and inference geometry, so
the visual differences reflect the training objective rather than sampling variation. Self Forcing
remains locally plausible early in the rollout, but gradually accumulates identity drift, crop drift, and

7



Table 1: Frame-wise 60-second and 240-second long-horizon metrics. The 60s setting uses VBench-
Long prompts; the 240s setting uses MovieGen-128 prompts.

Horizon Metric↑ Causal ODE init Causal CD init TF init

SF SGF SF SGF SF SGF

60s

Aesthetics 0.543 0.606 0.608 0.630 0.650 0.653
Background 0.947 0.966 0.969 0.973 0.970 0.974
Dynamics 0.867 0.566 0.489 0.267 0.647 0.730
Imaging 0.657 0.715 0.684 0.708 0.704 0.714
Motion 0.975 0.986 0.984 0.988 0.985 0.982
Subject 0.928 0.971 0.974 0.983 0.976 0.983

Flickering 0.971 0.987 0.992 0.992 0.988 0.991

240s

Aesthetics 0.510 0.543 0.533 0.584 0.614 0.619
Background 0.943 0.966 0.964 0.971 0.965 0.968
Dynamics 0.840 0.556 0.599 0.385 0.669 0.648
Imaging 0.648 0.698 0.632 0.690 0.701 0.718
Motion 0.971 0.985 0.981 0.986 0.980 0.982
Subject 0.936 0.969 0.967 0.976 0.965 0.972

Flickering 0.937 0.972 0.971 0.977 0.967 0.968

Table 2: Chunk-wise 60-second and 240-second long-horizon metrics. 60s uses VBench-Long
prompts; 240s uses MovieGen-128 prompts.

Horizon Metric↑
Bidirectional

ODE init
Causal

ODE init Causal CD init TF init

SF SF SF SGF SF SGF

60s

Aesthetics 0.605 0.599 0.603 0.605 0.582 0.654
Background 0.966 0.952 0.957 0.958 0.947 0.971
Dynamics 0.613 0.935 0.832 0.913 0.909 0.634
Imaging 0.692 0.700 0.677 0.681 0.686 0.715
Motion 0.983 0.961 0.974 0.976 0.968 0.985
Subject 0.974 0.948 0.960 0.960 0.951 0.982

Flickering 0.991 0.993 0.988 0.989 0.989 0.990

240s

Aesthetics 0.559 0.564 0.569 0.578 0.557 0.629
Background 0.962 0.941 0.948 0.950 0.944 0.970
Dynamics 0.622 0.916 0.823 0.923 0.943 0.566
Imaging 0.668 0.679 0.671 0.667 0.688 0.712
Motion 0.977 0.957 0.967 0.970 0.967 0.985
Subject 0.962 0.939 0.939 0.942 0.946 0.975

Flickering 0.959 0.915 0.941 0.943 0.934 0.970

layout changes, indicating that its self-generated K/V memory becomes less reliable for later latent
generation. In contrast, SGF uses future losses to supervise the clean-context K/V representations of
self-generated latents, better preserving subject identity, camera relation, and textured background
over the full rollout. Additional frame-wise and chunk-wise comparisons under other initializations
are provided in Appendix G.

4.3 USER STUDY

Automatic metrics do not directly capture human-perceived long-horizon consistency, so we conduct
a blind GSB preference study with more than 1,900 paired judgments across 10 matched compar-
isons. Each pair compares SGF against the matched Self Forcing baseline under the same initializa-
tion, prompt set, horizon, and inference geometry. We report GSB = (G−B)/(G+S+B)×100%,
where G favors SGF, B favors Self Forcing, and S indicates no clear preference; positive scores
therefore indicate preference for SGF. As shown in Tab. 3, all scores are positive, indicating that
raters consistently prefer SGF over Self Forcing in long-horizon generation.
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Table 3: Long-horizon GSB preference scores for SGF vs. matched Self Forcing baselines in frame-
wise and chunk-wise generation. Each cell reports (G − B)/(G + S + B) × 100% under the
same initialization, prompt set, rollout horizon, and inference geometry. Positive values indicate
preference for SGF over Self Forcing.

Setting Horizon Causal ODE init Causal CD init TF init

Frame-wise 60s 29.6% 36.8% 45.1%
Frame-wise 240s 38.6% 35.9% 48.7%
Chunk-wise 60s – 32.9% 37.5%
Chunk-wise 240s – 34.3% 44.9%

Table 4: Training feasibility of context-gradient recovery. Direct differentiable-cache training
keeps the serial cache-formation graph and runs out of memory. SGF uses bounded parallel context-
gradient reconstruction at the sampled exit step, restoring context K/V gradients with modest peak-
memory and runtime overhead.
Training variant Peak memory Stable memory Time / 5 steps Outcome

Self Forcing, frozen historical KV cache 79.01GB 79.01GB 10.39s trains
SGF, serial Pass 1 + parallel Pass 2 87.01GB 63.73GB 11.71s trains
Self Forcing, differentiable historical KV cache OOM OOM – OOM

4.4 QUALITATIVE RESULTS

We summarize the long-horizon qualitative comparisons provided in Appendix G. Each strip com-
pares SGF and Self Forcing under the same prompt, random seed, initialization, horizon, and infer-
ence geometry, so the visual differences reflect the training objective rather than sampling variation.
These strips visualize the temporal failure mode targeted by SGF: a generated history can remain
locally plausible while becoming progressively less useful as memory for later latents. The TF-
initialized frame-wise 60s and 240s comparisons in Figs. 7 and 3 provide the clearest examples,
with additional frame-wise and chunk-wise cases covering other initializations.

Across the appendix examples, Self Forcing often accumulates long-horizon drift, including
scene jumps, broken camera geometry, object deformation, identity drift, crop drift, and back-
ground/layout replacement. These failures can produce large but incoherent apparent motion, ex-
plaining why dynamic degree may increase despite worse perceptual quality. By contrast, SGF
better preserves subject identity, camera relation, scene layout, and temporal stability, matching the
gains in subject consistency, background consistency, flickering, and motion smoothness.

4.5 TRAINING FEASIBILITY

We analyze whether recovering context gradients makes training prohibitively expensive. Tab. 4
compares frozen-cache Self Forcing, SGF, and a direct differentiable-cache variant. Directly en-
abling gradients through the historical KV cache runs out of memory, because each cached entry
retains the serial cache-formation graph that produced it. SGF avoids this recurrent graph: Pass 1
is a no-gradient rollout, and gradients are opened only in the bounded Pass-2 reconstruction. In our
implementation, Pass 2 uses FlexAttention with a compiled static block-sparse causal mask, making
the reconstructed future-to-context attention memory efficient.

The measured overhead is modest. Compared with frozen-cache Self Forcing, SGF increases peak
memory from 79.01GB to 87.01GB, while stable memory decreases from 79.01GB to 63.73GB.
Thus, activating the context-gradient path does not cause the recurrent memory growth of direct
differentiable-cache training. Runtime is similarly close: wall-clock time increases from 10.39s to
11.71s per five training steps. This is because, for exit step n, Self Forcing performs n − 1 no-
gradient generator forwards and one gradient-enabled forward/backward at the exit step, whereas
SGF performs n no-gradient forwards in Pass 1 and one gradient-enabled forward/backward in Pass
2. Since fake-score and generator updates follow a 5:1 schedule, the extra Pass-2 work affects only
the generator update within each five-step cycle.
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5 CONCLUSION

We presented Self Gradient Forcing (SGF), a two-pass training strategy that closes the historical
context-gradient gap in frozen-cache Self Forcing. By keeping the serial self-rollout no-gradient
and reconstructing the sampled exit computation in parallel, SGF lets future losses supervise how
self-generated histories are written into K/V memory without full rollout backpropagation. Across
frame-wise and chunk-wise generation, multiple initializations, and 5s, 60s, and 240s horizons,
SGF preserves short-horizon quality while improving long-video identity, layout consistency, and
temporal stability. These gains are confirmed by qualitative comparisons and human preference,
and future work can combine SGF with stronger initialization, long-context tuning, retrieval, and
cache-compression techniques.
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A ADDITIONAL EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

Benchmark protocol. We evaluate matched Self Forcing and SGF pairs at 5s, 60s, and 240s.
The 5-second setting follows the standard VBench protocol and reports all 16 quality and semantic
dimensions. The 60-second setting uses the VBench-Long protocol, while the 240-second setting
uses 128 randomly sampled MovieGen prompts with the same VBench-Long quality metrics. For
long-horizon evaluation, we omit text-alignment metrics and focus on visual persistence under au-
toregressive extrapolation.

Self Forcing checkpoint provenance. The frame-wise and chunk-wise causal-ODE Self Forc-
ing baselines use the released Causal Forcing checkpoints (Zhu et al., 2026). The chunk-wise
bidirectional-ODE Self Forcing baseline uses the released Self Forcing checkpoint (Huang et al.,
2025). All other Self Forcing checkpoints in our tables are reproduced by us under the same training
setting as the corresponding SGF checkpoints; evaluation prompts, seeds, sampling configuration,
and inference context geometry are matched within each comparison.

A.1 FRAME-WISE CONFIGURATION

For frame-wise training, we use the full 5-second training window without sliding-window eviction.
Accordingly, the Pass-2 reconstruction uses a standard teacher-forcing-style causal mask over the
recorded frame sequence, rather than a sink-plus-FIFO sliding-window mask. This mask matches
the full-context causal relation used by the frame-wise Pass-1 training rollout.

At inference and long-horizon evaluation time, frame-wise generation is run in streaming mode
with sink 4, FIFO 16, and current chunk 1, giving a total context window of 21 latent frames. This
streaming policy is shared by Self Forcing and SGF; within each matched pair, the prompt set,
random seed, sampling configuration, initialization, and inference context policy are held fixed. The
only intended difference is the gradient boundary of the sampled exit loss: Self Forcing consumes
the historical KV cache as frozen rollout state, whereas SGF reconstructs the self-generated context
with gradients through the clean-context K/V path.

The corresponding 5-second results are reported in Tab. 5, and the 60-second and 240-second results
are reported in Tab. 1.

A.2 CHUNK-WISE CONFIGURATION

For chunk-wise training, we use a sliding-window context during the Pass-1 rollout. The window
contains sink 3, FIFO 6, and current chunk 3, with chunk size 3. The Pass-2 reconstruction mask
is built to match this Pass-1 sliding-window cache relation, so the context-gradient recovery follows
the same attention geometry used during the sampled rollout.

The same chunk-wise context policy is used for inference and long-horizon evaluation. We include
released bidirectional-ODE Self Forcing and causal-ODE Self Forcing checkpoints as reference
baselines. The controlled SGF comparisons are the matched causal-CD and TF pairs, where Self
Forcing and SGF share the same initialization and inference geometry.

This setting tests whether the context-gradient signal remains useful when memory is updated at
a coarser temporal granularity. The 5-second chunk-wise results are reported in Tab. 6, and the
60-second and 240-second results are reported in Tab. 2. Human preference scores are reported
separately in Tab. 3.

B FULL METRIC TABLES

This appendix reports the complete 5-second VBench results. Metrics are rows and model variants
are columns, and boldface marks the better value within each matched Self Forcing–SGF pair. These
short-horizon results are used as a sanity check: SGF is designed to improve long autoregressive
extrapolation, so it should not degrade standard 5-second video quality. The long-horizon 60s and
240s results are reported in the main paper.
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Table 5: Frame-wise 5-second VBench metrics. Evaluation uses sink 4, FIFO 16, and current chunk
1, for a total context window of 21 latent frames. Paired columns isolate the SGF gradient-boundary
change under the same initialization.

Metric Causal ODE init Causal CD init TF init

SF SGF SF SGF SF SGF

Aesthetics 0.651 0.665 0.663 0.672 0.667 0.671
Background 0.928 0.956 0.963 0.968 0.959 0.959
Dynamics 0.989 0.703 0.616 0.375 0.633 0.653
Imaging 0.694 0.713 0.711 0.714 0.698 0.713
Motion 0.972 0.985 0.983 0.989 0.986 0.983
Subject 0.911 0.963 0.953 0.976 0.961 0.968

Flickering 0.947 0.984 0.993 0.993 0.988 0.990
Object 0.938 0.951 0.955 0.960 0.941 0.950

Multiple 0.789 0.865 0.861 0.883 0.849 0.855
Action 0.968 0.962 0.954 0.950 0.962 0.958
Color 0.842 0.863 0.885 0.883 0.847 0.882
Spatial 0.732 0.778 0.771 0.780 0.781 0.739
Scene 0.563 0.567 0.574 0.584 0.538 0.547

Appearance 0.206 0.204 0.199 0.204 0.204 0.203
Temporal 0.246 0.250 0.242 0.242 0.239 0.239

Consistency 0.264 0.262 0.263 0.263 0.262 0.264

B.1 FRAME-WISE 5-SECOND VBENCH

The frame-wise 5-second setting evaluates whether adding the context-gradient reconstruction ob-
jective preserves short-video generation quality. Frame-wise training uses the full 5-second training
window without sliding-window eviction, and the Pass-2 reconstruction uses a standard teacher-
forcing-style causal mask. At evaluation time, we use the same streaming policy as the long-horizon
frame-wise experiments: sink 4, FIFO 16, and current chunk 1, giving a total context window of 21
latent frames. For 5-second videos, this window covers the full generated latent sequence, so the
table mainly measures short-horizon quality rather than long-range extrapolation.

B.2 CHUNK-WISE 5-SECOND VBENCH

The chunk-wise 5-second setting checks whether SGF remains comparable to Self Forcing when
memory is updated at a coarser temporal granularity. Unlike frame-wise training, chunk-wise train-
ing already uses a sliding-window context in Pass 1, with sink 3, FIFO 6, current chunk 3, and
chunk size 3. The Pass-2 reconstruction mask matches this sliding-window cache relation, so the
recovered context-gradient path follows the same attention geometry as the sampled rollout. The
released bidirectional-ODE and causal-ODE Self Forcing rows are included as reference baselines,
while the controlled SGF comparisons are the matched causal-CD and TF pairs.

C DIRECT CACHE-GRADIENT FEASIBILITY

This appendix expands on the training-feasibility discussion in the main paper. The measured
comparison is reported in Tab. 4. Here we separate three possible ways to expose gradients
through autoregressive history: frozen-cache Self Forcing, direct differentiable-cache training with-
out denoising-trajectory gradients, and full rollout BPTT. This distinction clarifies why SGF uses
bounded parallel reconstruction.

Frozen-cache Self Forcing. In frozen-cache Self Forcing, the sampled exit-step prediction is
trained with gradients, but the historical cache update is detached. Non-exit denoising steps are
executed without gradient tracking, and after each generated block is predicted, the model is called
again at the context timestep to update the persistent KV cache under no-gradient execution. Thus
future losses can train the target-side denoising computation that reads historical cache entries, but
they cannot backpropagate into the tctx = 0 forward computation that produced those historical KV
entries.
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Table 6: Chunk-wise 5-second VBench metrics. Training and evaluation use sink 3, FIFO 6, current
chunk 3, and chunk size 3. The controlled SGF comparisons are the matched causal-CD and TF
pairs; ODE-initialized Self Forcing rows are reference baselines.

Metric
Bidirectional

ODE init
Causal

ODE init Causal CD init TF init

SF SF SF SGF SF SGF

Aesthetics 0.659 0.660 0.661 0.663 0.663 0.678
Background 0.961 0.959 0.945 0.958 0.948 0.964
Dynamics 0.647 0.836 0.753 0.875 0.908 0.692
Imaging 0.694 0.705 0.699 0.699 0.695 0.706
Motion 0.984 0.974 0.978 0.975 0.976 0.985
Subject 0.955 0.955 0.946 0.956 0.938 0.970

Flickering 0.991 0.982 0.979 0.981 0.978 0.988
Object 0.952 0.958 0.951 0.958 0.958 0.958

Multiple 0.863 0.866 0.844 0.816 0.852 0.861
Action 0.968 0.956 0.962 0.952 0.950 0.964
Color 0.880 0.879 0.880 0.890 0.872 0.875

Spatial 0.811 0.791 0.741 0.752 0.779 0.802
Scene 0.574 0.558 0.560 0.557 0.542 0.551

Appearance 0.203 0.205 0.200 0.199 0.202 0.203
Temporal 0.244 0.247 0.245 0.244 0.241 0.242

Consistency 0.268 0.267 0.265 0.265 0.266 0.265

For batch size B, retained historical blocks T , tokens per block L, width D, and H transformer
layers, the raw detached cache storage scales as

Mcache ≈ H · 2 ·B · TLD · bytes, (5)

where the factor 2 accounts for keys and values. This term is only the tensor footprint of the retained
cache, not the activation graph that would be needed to differentiate through its formation.

Direct differentiable cache without denoising-trajectory gradients. A direct way to recover the
missing history-formation gradient is to keep the persistent historical cache differentiable, while still
treating the generated latents themselves as stop-gradient inputs. In this variant,

KV0
i (θ) = Cθ

(
sg(x̃i), tctx;KV

0
<i

)
, tctx = 0, (6)

where Cθ denotes the same causal model forward that produces the historical K/V entries. Although
x̃i is detached, the cache formation itself remains serial: the K/V entry for block i is computed while
reading earlier historical cache entries. If those earlier entries are also differentiable, the autograd
graph becomes recurrent across the rollout.

The memory cost is therefore larger than the raw cache storage:

Mdirect ≳ Mcache +

T∑
i=1

MKV formation(i) +Msaved attention, (7)

where MKV formation(i) denotes the saved activations of the tctx = 0 forward computation that
forms the historical K/V entry for block i, including its dependence on earlier cache state. This
expression is a scaling argument rather than an allocator-exact formula. Its purpose is to show that
even the minimal direct-cache alternative, with generated latents detached, opens a serial history-
formation graph.

Full rollout BPTT. A still stronger alternative is full rollout BPTT, where the generated latents
are not detached. Then the historical K/V entry for block i depends not only on the tctx = 0 K/V-
forming forward, but also on the denoising trajectory that produced x̃i. The memory cost further
includes the saved activations of the denoising steps:

Mfull-BPTT ≳ Mdirect +

T∑
i=1

Ki∑
s=1

Mdenoise(i, s), (8)
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where Ki is the number of denoising steps used for block i, and Mdenoise(i, s) denotes the activation
footprint of the generator forward at denoising step s. Full rollout BPTT therefore grows across both
rollout length and denoising depth, making it strictly more demanding than the direct differentiable-
cache variant above.

SGF bounded reconstruction. SGF avoids retaining either serial graph. Pass 1 performs the true
autoregressive rollout under no-gradient execution and records the self-generated context latents
X̃ctx together with the sampled noisy exit states Zt⋆ . Pass 2 discards the persistent rollout cache
and performs one bounded parallel reconstruction:

MSGF ≈ Mpass1 cache data +Mrecords(X̃ctx, Z
t⋆) +Mparallel window(N), (9)

where N is the fixed reconstruction-window length. The recovered gradient passes through the
context-side forward at tctx = 0, the K/V projections, and the future-to-context attention relation
in Pass 2. It does not backpropagate through the denoising trajectory that produced the recorded
latents, nor through the serial persistent-cache updates from Pass 1.

Interpretation. This gives the relevant scaling order:

MSGF < Mdirect < Mfull-BPTT, (10)

where the middle term refers to direct differentiable-cache training with stop-gradient generated
latents, not the frozen-cache Self Forcing baseline. Frozen-cache Self Forcing can be cheaper be-
cause it leaves the historical K/V formation path detached, but that is exactly the missing gradient
SGF is designed to recover. The measured results in Tab. 4 are consistent with this picture: direct
differentiable-cache training runs out of memory in our setting, while SGF restores the context-
gradient path through a bounded exit-step replay.

D TWO-PASS RECOVERY FIDELITY

SGF relies on Pass 2 being a faithful replay of the sampled exit computation from Pass 1. This
appendix verifies that assumption at the forward level. The goal is not to claim equivalence to full
rollout BPTT, but to check that the parallel reconstruction reproduces the same local causal relation
as the serial no-gradient rollout, up to the numerical differences expected from mixed-precision
execution.

Protocol. We evaluate recovery fidelity on 24 prompts and four exit steps, t⋆ ∈
{1000, 750, 500, 250}, giving 96 prompt/exit comparisons. For each comparison, Pass 1 performs
the serial self-rollout under no-gradient execution and records the sampled noisy input together with
the corresponding exit-step prediction. Pass 2 then performs one parallel reconstruction using the
recorded noisy states and detached self-generated context under the matched teacher-forcing atten-
tion mask. We compare the Pass-1 and Pass-2 latent predictions before VAE decoding.

Metrics. Let x(1) denote the Pass-1 exit prediction and x(2) denote the corresponding Pass-2 re-
construction. We report mean squared error, root mean squared error, mean absolute error, maximum
absolute error, relative ℓ2 error, and cosine similarity:

RMSE =
√

mean
(
(x(2) − x(1))2

)
, (11)

RelL2 =
∥x(2) − x(1)∥2

max(∥x(1)∥2, 10−12)
, (12)

Cosine =
⟨x(1), x(2)⟩

∥x(1)∥2∥x(2)∥2
. (13)

To relate the recovery error to mixed-precision numerical scale, we also report RelL2/ϵbf16, where
ϵbf16 = 2−7 is the relative precision scale of bf16. Since both serial cache execution and parallel
reconstruction pass through many bf16 transformer operations, accumulated roundoff can naturally
be a small multiple of this reference scale.
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Table 7: Pass-1 versus Pass-2 latent recovery fidelity. Metrics are averaged over 24 prompts for each
exit step. Overall averages are computed over all 96 prompt/exit comparisons. We also report the
relative ℓ2 error normalized by the bf16 relative precision ϵbf16 = 2−7.

Exit step # comparisons MSE RMSE Mean abs. Max abs. Rel. L2 Rel. L2 / ϵbf16 Cosine

1000 24 3.123e-4 0.01745 0.01093 0.58396 0.02133 2.73 0.999766
750 24 2.148e-4 0.01449 0.00884 0.58189 0.01566 2.00 0.999874
500 24 1.141e-4 0.01064 0.00693 0.49110 0.01125 1.44 0.999936
250 24 6.041e-5 0.00774 0.00535 0.29028 0.00812 1.04 0.999967

Overall 96 1.754e-4 0.01258 0.00801 0.48681 0.01409 1.80 0.999886

Prompt: Inside a Seoul hanok courtyard with falling snow, a tea master in a charcoal hanbok and silver hairpin fills the foreground 
in cinematic 4K with crisp wood grain. First, she warms a teapot over coals and steadies the cup with both hands, ...

Pass 1

Pass 2

0 s 1 s 2 s 3 s 4 s 5 s

Exit Step
= 1000

Pass 1

Pass 2

Exit Step
= 750

Pass 1

Pass 2

Exit Step
= 500

Pass 1

Pass 2

Exit Step
= 250

Figure 4: Decoded Pass-1 and Pass-2 recovery comparison. Rows show paired decoded outputs
from Pass 1 and Pass 2 at exit steps 1000, 750, 500, and 250. The decoded pairs are visually nearly
indistinguishable, matching the latent-space recovery results in Tab. 7.

Results. Tab. 7 shows that Pass 2 closely reproduces the Pass-1 exit predictions across the denois-
ing schedule. The overall relative ℓ2 error is 1.41%, and the average cosine similarity is 0.999886.
The relative ℓ2 error is also close to the bf16 numerical scale: overall it is 1.80 times ϵbf16, and the
ratio decreases from 2.73 at the noisiest exit step to 1.04 at exit step 250. Because the two paths ex-
ecute many bf16 transformer operations with different serial and parallel computation orders, such
small multiples of the bf16 reference scale are consistent with accumulated floating-point roundoff
rather than a substantive mismatch in the recovered computation.

These results support the use of Pass 2 as a bounded local surrogate for the sampled exit computation.
The diagnostic verifies forward recovery of the local attention computation up to expected mixed-
precision numerical error; it does not imply that SGF recovers the exact gradient of the full serial
rollout.
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Figure 5: VAE boundary and sink-latent choice. Left: sink 1 preserves only the stream-start an-
chor, while sink 4 preserves the short boundary-transition prefix. Right: local re-encoding mismatch
to the full-prefix 21st latent drops sharply after adding previous latent groups and plateaus around
the first four positions. This motivates using four sink latents for frame-wise streaming inference.

E VAE BOUNDARY AND SINK CHOICE

Frame-wise streaming inference uses a sink-plus-FIFO context policy. This policy is shared by Self
Forcing and SGF, so it is not an independent SGF contribution. We include this appendix to justify
the sink size used in the frame-wise experiments.

Wan VAE start-boundary diagnostic. The Wan video VAE encodes time with an asymmetric
grouping pattern: the stream starts with a 1-frame boundary group, followed by 4-frame groups.
As a result, the first few latent positions of a freshly encoded clip are not necessarily equivalent
to steady in-stream latents. To measure this effect, we use 10 videos with 81 pixel-space frames,
corresponding to 21 VAE latent frames. For each video, we encode the full prefix and take the 21st
latent, i.e., zero-based index 20, as the reference.

We then re-encode local windows ending at the same target frame group and compare the last lo-
cal latent to the full-prefix reference. The fresh 4-frame control uses only frames [77, 81), but
because the VAE starts every fresh stream with a 1-frame boundary group, this produces a start-
boundary latent rather than a normal in-stream 4-frame latent. The anchor-window setting includes
one boundary anchor frame plus W previous 4-frame latent groups before the target group. Thus
W = 0 encodes frames [76, 81), while larger W values include progressively more previous latent
groups.

The diagnostic shows a large mismatch when the target group is encoded as a fresh stream: the
relative L2 error is 0.607. Adding the boundary anchor reduces the error to 0.271 at W = 0,
and including more previous latent groups further reduces it to 0.124, 0.084, 0.067, and 0.060 for
W = 1, 2, 3, 4, respectively. Beyond this range, the error changes little. This indicates that the early
VAE latents form a short boundary-transition region rather than a single isolated sink token.

Sink-number ablation. We therefore ablate the number of sink latents in frame-wise SGF with
TF initialization at 60 seconds. The total streaming context budget is fixed, so increasing the sink
size preserves more prefix latents but leaves fewer slots for recent FIFO context. The relevant trend
is therefore not strict monotonic improvement, but whether a small sink can cover the VAE boundary
region without unnecessarily reducing the recent-context budget.

Tab. 8 shows that sink 1 is weaker on aesthetic quality and flickering, while sink 4 reaches the stable
range suggested by the VAE boundary diagnostic. Sink 8 gives only marginal additional gains on
some metrics and consumes more of the fixed context budget. We therefore use sink 4 in the frame-
wise long-horizon experiments as the smallest sink size that covers the observed boundary-transition
prefix.

F LIMITATIONS

SGF is a bounded surrogate for a missing context-gradient signal rather than full backpropagation
through the autoregressive rollout. It supervises how recorded self-generated latents are written into
future-readable memory, but it does not update the sampled latents themselves through future losses,
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Table 8: Sink ablation in frame-wise SGF with TF initialization on 60-second evaluation. Higher is
better for all listed scores after VBench orientation.
Metric Sink 1 Sink 2 Sink 4 Sink 8

Aesthetics 0.627 0.645 0.653 0.655
Background 0.970 0.974 0.974 0.976
Dynamics 0.743 0.733 0.730 0.728
Imaging 0.715 0.713 0.714 0.714
Motion 0.982 0.982 0.982 0.983
Subject 0.983 0.982 0.983 0.983
Flickering 0.990 0.990 0.991 0.992

Sink size
= 4

Sink size
= 8

Prompt: In a black and white, classic film style, a well-dressed couple in elegant evening wear are walking together under their 
black umbrellas as they make their way home. They are caught in a sudden, heavy downpour, ...

Sink size
= 1

Sink size
= 2

0 s 12 s 24 s 36 s 48 s 60 s

Figure 6: Qualitative sink ablation at 60 seconds. Very small sinks preserve too little early stream-
boundary information, while a multi-latent sink better maintains subject and scene consistency dur-
ing long extrapolation. The ablation supports the selected frame-wise streaming policy; the core
SGF claim remains the recovery of gradients through self-generated context K/V formation.

nor does it optimize the sequence of denoising decisions that produced them. We therefore do not
claim to recover the exact gradient of the full serial rollout.

SGF also assumes that the parallel Pass-2 reconstruction faithfully reproduces the serial context re-
lation at the sampled exit step. If the teacher-forcing mask, sink positions, FIFO window, RoPE
handling, context timestep, or chunk alignment deviates from inference, SGF may recover gradients
for the wrong attention relation and thus train a different writer. This alignment is especially impor-
tant at the clean context timestep, precisely because that cache-writing call is shared with, but not
directly supervised by, the noisy exit-step losses in frozen-cache training.

Finally, SGF is not a replacement for other long-video techniques. Streaming long-rollout tuning,
retrieval-augmented memory, sparse attention, stronger causal initialization, and long-context teach-
ers all target complementary parts of the system. Our claim is narrower: self-rollout training uses
generated history as context but leaves a specific history-formation gradient unused, and SGF offers
a practical way to recover it. A natural next step is to combine SGF with long-rollout exposure or re-
trieval, so that the model both writes better short-window memory and can access richer long-range
context.
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SF 
+ TF init

SGF 
+ TF init

Prompt: A front view of a car positioned to the right of a motorcycle on a clean, empty road. The car is a sleek, modern sedan with 
polished metallic paint, and the motorcycle is a sport model with a shiny black finish. ...

SF 
+ TF init

SGF 
+ TF init

Prompt: A person is squatting down in a park, surrounded by lush green grass and tall trees providing shade. The individual has 
their hands resting on their knees, looking down at the ground with a focused expression. ...

0 s 12 s 24 s 36 s 48 s 60 s

0 s 12 s 24 s 36 s 48 s 60 s

Figure 7: Frame-wise 60-second comparison under TF initialization. In the car-and-motorcycle
prompt, both methods remain plausible, but SGF keeps the car position, road geometry, and motor-
cycle relation more fixed. In the squatting-person prompt, Self Forcing changes the subject pose,
identity, and framing over time, whereas SGF maintains a consistent squatting action and park back-
ground. This example illustrates that SGF can reduce identity and camera drift even before catas-
trophic visual breakdown.

G ADDITIONAL QUALITATIVE RESULTS

This appendix provides additional long-horizon qualitative comparisons for the frame-wise and
chunk-wise experiments. The strips are intended to complement the quantitative tables by show-
ing the temporal failure modes behind the aggregate scores. Each comparison should be read within
a matched setting: Self Forcing and SGF use the same prompt, seed, initialization, horizon, sampling
configuration, and inference context geometry. We focus on memory-related drift, including view
changes, crop drift, scene replacement, subject identity changes, object disappearance, and collapse
into unrelated textures.

G.1 FRAME-WISE COMPARISONS

Frame-wise generation writes each generated latent frame back into the historical context, so errors
in historical K/V formation can accumulate at the finest temporal granularity. Across TF, causal
CD, and causal ODE initializations, Self Forcing often remains locally plausible in early frames
but gradually changes the subject, camera distance, object layout, or background. Under weaker
initializations, the drift can become severe, producing cropped fragments, color blocks, or unrelated
scene textures. SGF consistently reduces these failure modes: it better preserves the subject-scene
relation, camera framing, and object layout over both 60-second and 240-second rollouts.
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SF 
+ CD init

SGF 
+ CD init

Prompt: A sleek, modern green sports car driving down a scenic coastal road. The car has a glossy exterior with minimalistic design 
elements, such as smooth lines and a streamlined silhouette. The sun is setting, ...

SF 
+ CD init

SGF 
+ CD init

Prompt: A close-up shot of a sleek black bird with glossy feathers, perched gracefully on a bare tree branch. The bird's sharp 
beak and piercing eyes are clearly visible as it tilts its head slightly, observing its surroundings intently. ...

0 s 12 s 24 s 36 s 48 s 60 s

0 s 12 s 24 s 36 s 48 s 60 s

Figure 8: Frame-wise 60-second comparison under causal CD initialization. Under causal CD
initialization, Self Forcing does not always collapse, but it exhibits systematic crop and scale drift.
The sea-turtle and elephant examples progressively zoom into the subject, reducing scene context
and sometimes clipping the object. SGF keeps the animal scale, background, and camera distance
more stable, showing that SGF improves non-catastrophic long-horizon composition drift as well as
outright failure.

SF 
+ CD init

SGF 
+ CD init

Prompt: A charming 3D digital render of a happy otter standing confidently on a surfboard, wearing a bright yellow lifejacket, 
gliding through crystal clear turquoise tropical waters. The otter has soft, detailed fur and an expressive, ...

SF 
+ CD init

SGF 
+ CD init

Prompt: A vibrant anime-style illustration in thick, expressive brushwork depicting a young man in his 20s with short messy black 
hair and warm brown eyes, deeply engrossed in reading a classic leather-bound book. ...

0 s 48 s 96 s 144 s 192 s 240 s

0 s 48 s 96 s 144 s 192 s 240 s

Figure 9: Frame-wise 240-second comparison under causal CD initialization. The otter prompt
shows that Self Forcing can preserve broad semantics but accumulates pose and boundary distor-
tions, while SGF keeps the otter centered on the surfboard with a more stable tropical-water layout.
In the anime reading prompt, Self Forcing drifts into partial crops and high-saturation color streaks
by the late timestamps; SGF preserves the boy, book, and cloud background over the full 240 sec-
onds.
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SF 
+ ODE init

SGF 
+ ODE init

Prompt: A black and white illustration of Gwen Stacy sitting comfortably in a cozy library, engrossed in reading a book. Gwen has 
long red hair tied up in a loose bun, and she wears a classic white blouse and a knee-length pleated skirt. ...

SF 
+ ODE init

SGF 
+ ODE init

Prompt: A front view of a vase placed on the right side of the frame, with a clock positioned to the left of the vase. The clock and 
vase are clearly visible, with the clock displaying a realistic time and having intricate details such as roman numerals and ...

0 s 12 s 24 s 36 s 48 s 60 s

0 s 12 s 24 s 36 s 48 s 60 s

Figure 10: Frame-wise 60-second comparison under causal ODE initialization. In the library-
reading prompt, Self Forcing introduces chromatic background artifacts by 24 seconds, drops the
seated reader by 36 seconds, and devolves into bookshelf/window fragments by 48–60 seconds;
SGF keeps the reader, armchair, open book, and bookcase layout stable. In the clock-and-vase
prompt, Self Forcing drifts from the intended frontal two-object composition into cropped or blurred
close-ups and background fragments, whereas SGF preserves the clock-left/vase-right tabletop ar-
rangement across the rollout.

SF 
+ ODE init

SGF 
+ ODE init

Prompt: Close-up 3D animated scene of a short, fluffy monster with large, wide eyes and an open mouth, kneeling beside a melting 
red candle, gazing at the flickering flame in awe. The creature's soft, plush-like fur glows under warm, ...

SF 
+ ODE init

SGF 
+ ODE init

Prompt: A vibrant cartoon-style illustration of a joyful kangaroo dancing disco with energetic fluidity, wearing a glittery sequined 
top and pants that sparkle under colorful lights. The kangaroo has large expressive eyes, a mischievous grin, ...

0 s 48 s 96 s 144 s 192 s 240 s

0 s 48 s 96 s 144 s 192 s 240 s

Figure 11: Frame-wise 240-second comparison under causal ODE initialization. Under matched
initialization and frame-wise streaming settings, Self Forcing undergoes severe long-horizon drift:
the candle/creature example degenerates into color blocks and partial subject replacements, and the
disco kangaroo example repeatedly loses the stage layout and subject identity. SGF preserves the
prompt-specific subject, pose family, and scene layout more consistently through 240 seconds.

22



SF 
+ TF init

SGF 
+ TF init

Prompt: A person with a warm and friendly expression is peeling apples at a wooden kitchen countertop. They are wearing casual, 
cozy clothes suitable for cooking. The person holds an apple in one hand and a peeler in the other, ...

SF 
+ BiODE init

SF 
+ ODE init

0 s 12 s 24 s 36 s 48 s 60 s

SF 
+ BiODE init

SF 
+ ODE init

SF 
+ TF init

SGF 
+ TF init

Prompt: A close-up of a person getting their eyebrows filled in a beauty salon. The person is sitting comfortably in a chair with a 
mirror in front of them, their face tilted upwards towards the beautician who is carefully applying makeup to ...

0 s 12 s 24 s 36 s 48 s 60 s

Figure 12: Chunk-wise 60-second comparison under TF initialization. In the apple-peeling
prompt, Self Forcing with TF initialization changes the person identity and camera viewpoint, at
times replacing the tabletop action with close-ups of a smiling face. SGF keeps the hands, apples,
and countertop action more consistent. In the eyebrow-makeup prompt, Self Forcing changes the
number and identity of people across time; SGF maintains the same seated client, makeup gesture,
and salon environment.

G.2 CHUNK-WISE COMPARISONS

Chunk-wise generation updates memory at a coarser temporal granularity, with each generated
chunk serving as context for later chunks. The chunk-wise figures test whether the same recov-
ered context-gradient signal remains useful when history is written and consumed in multi-frame
blocks. When ODE-initialized rows are included, they are reference baselines; the controlled com-
parisons are the matched Self Forcing and SGF rows under the same initialization. The qualitative
pattern is consistent with the frame-wise case: Self Forcing can replace actions, change people, lose
objects, or drift into unrelated textures, while SGF better maintains the action, subject identity, and
scene layout over long rollouts.
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SF 
+ TF init

SGF 
+ TF init

Prompt: Highly detailed macro photograph in scientific documentary style, a single spherical bacterium with smooth translucent 
membrane revealing internal ribosomes and nucleoid structure, suspended in clear liquid medium. ....

SF 
+ BiODE init

SF 
+ ODE init

0 s 48 s 96 s 144 s 192 s 240 s

SF 
+ BiODE init

SF 
+ ODE init

SF 
+ TF init

SGF 
+ TF init

Prompt: A high-resolution realistic photograph of a vibrant green lizard with black spots, perched on a leaf in a lush tropical forest, 
tongue extended mid-air, about to catch a cricket. The lizard’s sharp eyes lock onto its prey, ....

0 s 48 s 96 s 144 s 192 s 240 s

Figure 13: Chunk-wise 240-second comparison under TF initialization. The coarser chunk-
wise rollout tests whether a generated block remains useful as context several chunks later. In
the bacterium prompt, SGF maintains a population of translucent spherical cells more consistently,
whereas Self Forcing often turns the scene into unrelated circular textures or sparse particles. In
the lizard prompt, Self Forcing frequently loses the animal or collapses into foliage; SGF better
preserves a green lizard among leaves across the long horizon.
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SF 
+ CD init

SGF 
+ CD init

Prompt: Animated style, a well-dressed couple in formal evening wear is walking down a bustling city street as a sudden heavy 
downpour begins. They quickly pull out their umbrellas, the vibrant colors contrasting against the dark, ...

SF 
+ BiODE init

SF 
+ ODE init

0 s 12 s 24 s 36 s 48 s 60 s

SF 
+ BiODE init

SF 
+ ODE init

SF 
+ CD init

SGF 
+ CD init

Prompt: A cheerful, happy Corgi running and playing in a sunlit park during sunset. The Corgi has a playful expression with its tail 
wagging vigorously as it explores the grassy area. The dog is wearing a small, colorful collar. ...

0 s 12 s 24 s 36 s 48 s 60 s

Figure 14: Chunk-wise 60-second comparison under causal CD initialization. The strip includes
bidirectional-ODE and causal-ODE Self Forcing references in addition to the matched causal-CD
pair. In the umbrella-couple prompt, SGF under causal CD initialization keeps two people, umbrella
colors, and rainy street layout more coherent, while Self Forcing variants often change viewpoint
or subject arrangement. In the corgi prompt, SGF under causal CD initialization preserves a visible
running dog and grassy park context more consistently than the matched Self Forcing row, which
drifts toward close-up crops.

25



SF 
+ CD init

SGF 
+ CD init

Prompt: A cinematic 35mm film shot of a young man with short, tousled brown hair and intense, determined eyes sprinting down a 
neon-lit city street, arms driving powerfully, face focused and energetic. The camera follows closely from a low, ....

SF 
+ BiODE init

SF 
+ ODE init

0 s 48 s 96 s 144 s 192 s 240 s

SF 
+ BiODE init

SF 
+ ODE init

SF 
+ CD init

SGF 
+ CD init

Prompt: A dramatic, high-angle fantasy illustration of a colossal cloud giant shaped like a man, arms outstretched and unleashing 
powerful lightning bolts into the stormy landscape below. The towering figure has a fierce, determined expression, ....

0 s 48 s 96 s 144 s 192 s 240 s

Figure 15: Chunk-wise 240-second comparison under causal CD initialization. This strip in-
cludes ODE-initialized Self Forcing references and a matched causal-CD pair. In the running-man
prompt, the ODE baselines drift into night streets or back-view shots, while matched Self Forcing
under causal CD initialization preserves the subject intermittently but still changes viewpoint and fa-
cial identity. SGF under causal CD initialization keeps a front-facing runner and neon street context
more consistently. In the cloud-giant prompt, SGF better maintains a coherent humanoid lightning
figure instead of collapsing into close-up fragments or unrelated storm textures.
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