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Abstract

Discrete diffusion models with absorbing processes have shown promise in lan-
guage modeling. The key quantities to be estimated are the ratios between the
marginal probabilities of two transitive states at all timesteps, called the concrete
score. In this paper, we reveal that the concrete score in absorbing diffusion can be
expressed as conditional probabilities of clean data, multiplied by a time-dependent
scalar in an analytic form. Motivated by this finding, we propose reparameterized
absorbing discrete diffusion (RADD), a dedicated diffusion model without time-
condition that characterizes the time-independent conditional probabilities. Besides
its simplicity, RADD can reduce the number of function evaluations (NFEs) by
caching the output of the time-independent network when the noisy sample remains
unchanged in a sampling interval. Empirically, RADD is up to 3.5 times faster
while achieving similar performance with the strongest baseline. Built upon the
new perspective of conditional distributions, we further unify absorbing discrete
diffusion and any-order autoregressive models (AO-ARMs), showing that the upper
bound on the negative log-likelihood for the diffusion model can be interpreted
as an expected negative log-likelihood for AO-ARMs. Further, our RADD mod-
els achieve SOTA performance among diffusion models on 5 zero-shot language
modeling benchmarks (measured by perplexity) at the GPT-2 scale. Our code is
available at https://github.com/ML-GSAI/RADD.

1 Introduction

Auto-regressive models [1, 2, 3] have dominated the area of language modeling for many years. In
particular, such models significantly benefit from large-scale transformers [4] and training data and
have achieved remarkable progress [5, 6, 7, 8]. From a probabilistic perspective, the sequential sam-
pling process of auto-regressive models is inefficient and limits the reasoning ability in nonsequential
orders [9, 10]. Intrinsically, this is because such models characterize the joint distribution by the
chain rule of probability, motivating research on developing other types of generative models for text.

Diffusion models [11, 12, 13] generate data in a coarse-to-fine manner efficiently [14, 15, 16, 17, 18]
and all dimensions simultaneously, providing an appealing alternative to auto-regressive models.
Among other efforts [19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 20, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29] (see Section 5 for a comprehensive
discussion), score entropy discrete diffusion (SEDD) [29] has shown promise in text generation. In
particular, SEDD has achieved comparable results to auto-regressive models on 5 zero-shot language
modeling benchmarks at the GPT-2 scale. Meanwhile, SEDD can reduce the number of function
evaluations (NFEs) in sampling and fulfill text conditioned on prompts at different positions.
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Technically, SEDD employs a discrete-state (absorbing) Markov process that adds noises to data by
randomly replacing a token with a mask token [M] and then learns a reverse process to denoise from
an entirely masked sentence. The key quantities to be estimated in SEDD are the ratios between the
marginal probabilities of two transitive states at all timesteps, called the concrete score. SEDD also
proposes a “scaling trick” (see details in Section 3) that scales the output of the score estimation by a
factor. The trick has been proven very effective in practice yet not fully understood in theory [29].

One of our main contributions is to reveal that the concrete score in absorbing diffusion can be ex-
pressed as conditional probabilities of clean data, multiplied by a time-dependent scalar in an analytic
form (see Theorem 1). Our finding theoretically explains the benefits of the scaling trick as a reparam-
eterization for better optimization. Motivated by the finding, we propose reparameterized absorbing
discrete diffusion (RADD), a dedicated diffusion model that characterizes the time-independent
conditional probabilities by removing the time conditions from the score estimation. Besides its
simplicity, RADD can significantly reduce the NFEs by caching the output of the time-independent
network when the noisy sample remains unchanged during a sampling interval (see Fig. 1).

Built upon the new understanding of the concrete score, we further unify absorbing discrete diffusion
and any-order autoregressive models (AO-ARMs) [30, 31, 32], demonstrating that their training
objectives are equivalent (see Theorem 2). To establish the theory, we first rewrite the original training
objective for absorbing discrete diffusion into a simpler form (named t-denoising cross-entropy, t-
DCE). Then, we apply a change of variable from the time t to the probability that a single-dimensional
token is masked at time t in the forward process. By integrating the probability variable analytically,
we show its equivalence to the training objectives for AO-ARMs. These theoretical findings offer
a fresh perspective that the upper bound on the negative log-likelihood of an absorbing discrete
diffusion can be interpreted as the expected negative log-likelihood for corresponding AO-ARMs.
Furthermore, they provide alternative objective functions for training and likelihood evaluation.

Empirically, RADD is up to 3.5 times faster in sampling while consistently achieving similar
performance to the strongest baseline, i.e., SEDD [29]. Moreover, we train our RADD models on
different objective functions, achieving state-of-the-art performance among diffusion models on
five zero-shot language modeling benchmarks (measured by perplexity) at the GPT-2 scale. This
empirical evidence validates our theoretical findings.

In summary, this paper has several contributions:

• Deeper understanding of discrete diffusion: Both the factorization form of the concrete
score and unified training objective for absorbing discrete diffusion and AO-ARMs reveal
important yet overlooked theoretical properties of absorbing discrete diffusion, which explain
the mysterious scaling trick, provide practice guidance, and may inspire future work.

• Simpler parameterization: By removing the time conditions, we reparameterize the model
to focus on a time-independent conditional probability, simplifying the existing model.

• Efficient sampling: Leveraging the reparameterized form, RADD with a caching strategy
achieves consistently faster sampling.

• Enhanced zero-shot language modeling performance: Our architectural simplifications
and optimized training loss lead to superior results. On five zero-shot language modeling
benchmarks, RADD achieves state-of-the-art performance among discrete diffusion models
(measured by perplexity) at the GPT-2 scale.

2 Background

In this section, we introduce notations and preliminaries on continuous-time discrete diffusion models
in Section 2.1 and any-order autoregressive models in Section 2.2.

Notation We begin by establishing the notations used throughout the paper. Let lower, boldface
lower and upper case letters represent scalers (e.g., a), vectors (e.g., a), and matrices (e.g., A),
respectively. For a vector a, ai denotes its i-th element. For a matrix A, A(i, j) denotes (i, j)-th
element. For a vector function f , f(x)i denotes the i-th element of f(x). Constants and random
variables are not distinguished in the notation if there is no confusion. We represent the distributions
of the forward and reverse processes by p and qθ respectively. The transition probability from time

2



s to time t is denoted by pt|s(·|·), and the probability at time t is denoted by pt(·). For complete
notations and definitions, see Appendix A.

2.1 Continuous time discrete diffusion model

Single dimension Let x denote a single dimensional sample with possible values in X =
{1, . . . , N}. A continuous-time discrete Markov chain at time t is characterized by a transition
rate matrix Qt as follows

pt+∆t|t(x̂|x) =
{
Qt(x, x̂)∆t+ o(∆t), x̂ ̸= x,

1 +Qt(x, x)∆t+ o(∆t), x̂ = x,
(2.1)

where Qt(x, x̂) is the (x, x̂) element of transition rate matrix Qt, denoting the transition rate from
state x to state x̂ at time t. Equivalently, Qt(x, x̂) is defined as

Qt(x, x̂) =

{
lim∆t→0

pt+∆t|t(x̂|x)
∆t , x̂ ̸= x,

lim∆t→0
pt+∆t|t(x|x)−1

∆t , x̂ = x.
(2.2)

Given the above definition, denote Pt|s(x, x̂) := pt|s(x̂|x). The following Kolmogorov’s forward
equation holds [26, 33]:

d

dt
Pt|s = Pt|sQt. (2.3)

In practice [26, 29], Qt is parameterized as σ(t)Q, where σ(t) is a scalar function representing the
noise schedule and Q is a constant matrix. In this case, the solution to Eq. (2.3) can be solved
analytically as Pt|s = exp ((σ̄(t)− σ̄(s))Q), where σ̄(t) =

∫ t

0
σ(s)ds and exp is the matrix

exponential. Therefore, we can directly sample xt from xs in one step for any t > s.

Further, Q is often designed to diffuse towards a uniform distribution or an absorbing state [M].
Recent work [20, 26] suggests that the absorbing matrix achieves better empirical performance.
Besides, as detailed in Section 3, the specific structure of the absorbing matrix can be leveraged
to improve performance and accelerate sampling. Therefore, we focus on the absorbing matrix as
follows:

Qabsorb =


−1 0 · · · 0 1
0 −1 · · · 0 1
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 · · · −1 1
0 0 · · · 0 0

 . (2.4)

The time reversal of the forward process is characterized by a reverse transition rate matrix Q̃t [34, 35],
whose element from state xt to state x̂t is given by

Q̃t(xt, x̂t) =

{
pt(x̂t)
pt(xt)

Qt(x̂t, xt), x̂t ̸= xt,

−
∑

k ̸=xt
Q̃t(xt, k), x̂t = xt.

(2.5)

Simulating the reverse process requires learning the reverse transition rate Q̃t(xt, x̂t). As Qt(x̂t, xt)

is known, it is sufficient to estimate the concrete score pt(x̂t)
pt(xt)

by a score network sθ(xt, t) ≈
[pt(x̂t)
pt(xt)

]x̂t∈X [28]. Denoising score entropy (DSE) [29] is an effective objective to train the score
network∫ T

0

Ext∼pt|0(xt|x0)

∑
x̂t ̸=xt

Qt (x̂t, xt)
(
sθ (xt, t)x̂t

−
pt|0 (x̂t | x0)
pt|0 (xt | x0)

log sθ (xt, t)x̂t
+K

(
pt|0 (x̂t | x0)
pt|0 (xt | x0)

))
dt,

(2.6)
where K(a) := a log a− a. In particular, the DSE loss in Eq. (2.6) is an upper bound of the negative
log-likelihood with an unknown gap. Nevertheless, existing work [29] still employs it for training
and likelihood evaluation.
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After training, sampling can be understood as discretizing the following reverse process
d

ds
Ps|t = Ps|tQ̃s, (2.7)

where ds is an infinitesimal negative timestep and the concrete score is replaced by the score network.
Existing samplers include the Euler method and Tweedie τ -leaping, as detailed in Appendix D.

Multi-dimension In a state space of length d like X d = {1, . . . , n}d, we denote the sample as a
sequence of one-dimensional data, i.e.,x = x1 . . . xd. The transition matrix Qt ∈ Rnd×nd

has an
exponential number of possible states, making it expensive to reverse. To alleviate this issue, existing
work [26, 29] assumes independence between dimensions and each dimension is a one-dimensional
diffusion process with the same transition rate matrix Qtok

t ∈ Rn×n.

Under the independent assumption, Qt assigns zero values [26, 29] for all sequences with a Hamming
distance larger than 1. Therefore, it is sufficient to model the concrete score between sequences that
differ by a Hamming distance of 1, such as x̂t = x1t . . . x̂

i
t . . . x

d
t given xt = x1t · · ·xdt . Therefore,

the score network sθ(·, t) : {1, . . . , n}d → Rd×n is defined as

sθ (xt, t)x̂t
= sθ

(
x1t . . . x

i
t . . . x

d
t , t
)
[i, x̂it] ≈

pt
(
x1t . . . x̂

i
t . . . x

d
t

)
pt
(
x1t . . . x

i
t . . . x

d
t

) , (2.8)

which leads to the following expression to estimate the reverse transition rate matrix Q̃t:

Q̃t

(
x1t . . . x

i
t . . . x

d
t , x

1
t . . . x̂

i
t . . . x

d
t

)
= Qtok

t

(
x̂it, x

i
t

) pt (x1t . . . x̂it . . . xdt )
pt
(
x1t . . . x

i
t . . . x

d
t

) (2.9)

≈ Qtok
t

(
x̂it, x

i
t

)
sθ
(
x1t . . . x

i
t . . . x

d
t , t
)
[i, x̂it]. (2.10)

Existing samplers assume that each dimension is independent within a small interval ∆t and update
each dimension in parallel for efficiency [29, 26].

2.2 Any-order autoregressive models

Any-order autoregressive models (AO-ARMs) [30, 31, 32] model the joint distribution autoregres-
sively for all possible orders π of the d variables. Formally, they factorize the joint distribution as∏d

k=1 p(x
π(k)|xπ(<k)). To learn such a distribution, an AO-ARM utilizes a weight-sharing neural

network to model all univariate conditionals and employs mask tokens to represent absent variables.
During training, the expected negative log-likelihood over the uniform distribution of all orders Uπ is
minimized:

LAO(x0) = Eπ∼Uπ

d∑
l=1

log qθ(x
π(l)
0 |xπ(<l)

0 ;π). (2.11)

3 Reparameterized absorbing discrete diffusion

In Section 3.1, we reveal that the concrete score of absorbing discrete diffusion can be reparameterized
as conditional distributions of clean data, which enables efficient sampling by caching the output
of time-independent network (see Section 3.2). In Section 3.3, we unify the training objective of
absorbing discrete diffusion and AO-ARMs.

3.1 Parameterizing the concrete score as conditional distributions of clean data

A key observation is that only the transition from the masked token to an unmasked token is valid in
the reverse process of an absorbing discrete diffusion. In particular, according to the definition of
the transition matrix of the absorbing process (see Eq. (2.4)), we have Qabsorb(x̂it, x

i
t) = 0 for any

unmasked xit ̸= [M] and x̂it ̸= xit. Therefore, the corresponding element in the transition matrix of
the reverse process Q̃t (see Eq. (2.5)) equals zero. Namely,

Q̃t

(
x1t . . . x

i
t . . . x

d
t , x

1
t . . . x̂

i
t . . . x

d
t

)
= σ(t)Qabsorb (x̂it, xit) pt (x1t . . . x̂it . . . xdt )pt

(
x1t . . . x

i
t . . . x

d
t

) = 0, (3.1)
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for any unmasked state xit ̸= [M] and x̂it ̸= xit and it is unnecessary to model the corresponding

concrete score
pt(x1

t ...x̂
i
t...x

d
t )

pt(x1
t ...x

i
t...x

d
t )

. Also, note that the concrete score always takes the value of one if

x̂it = xit. Therefore, we only need to characterize the concrete score for xit = [M] and x̂it ̸= [M].

Interestingly, in this case, we discover that the concrete score has a simple analytic form w.r.t. to the
conditional distributions of clean data, as summarized in the following Theorem 1.

Theorem 1. (Analytic concrete score in absorbing diffusion, proof in Appendix B) For xt =
x1t . . . x

i
t . . . x

d
t and x̂t = x1t . . . x̂

i
t . . . x

d
t , if xit = [M] and x̂it ̸= [M], the concrete score at time t can

be expressed as a time-independent conditional distribution at time zero multiplied by an analytic
time-dependent term:

pt
(
x1t . . . x̂

i
t . . . x

d
t

)
pt
(
x1t . . . x

i
t . . . x

d
t

) =
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
p0(x̂

i
t|xUM

t ),

where xUM
t is the vector consists of all unmasked tokens of xt.

One immediate implication of Theorem 1 is to theoretically explain the benefit of the “scaling
trick” in existing work [29] (see Appendix C.2 therein), which significantly improves the practical
performance of discrete diffusion (see Table 1) but has not been fully understood before. In particular,
the scaling trick divides the output of the score network by a factor. Equivalently, it reparameterizes
sθ(xt, t) as follows:

sθ(xt, t) =
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
s̃θ(xt, t),

where s̃θ(xt, t) is the output of the reparameterized score network and the scaling factor coincides
with the time-dependent term in Theorem 1. In the original parameterization, the score network
sθ must model the whole time-dependent concrete score. In contrast, with the scaling trick, the
reparameterized score s̃θ(xt, t) can focus on capturing the clean data distribution p0(x̂i|xUM

t ) and
simplifies learning, according to Theorem 1.

Further, Theorem 1 suggests that the reparameterized score is essentially a conditional probability
on clean data, which is time-independent. Motivated by the insights, we propose reparameterized
absorbing discrete diffusion (RADD), which employs a time-independent network cθ(xt) that defines
a model distribution qθ by corresponding conditional distributions to approximate data distribution
p0 directly:

cθ(xt)[i, x̂
i
t] = qθ(x̂

i
t|xUM

t ) ≈ p0(x̂it|xUM
t ). (3.2)

In practice, we make a minimal modification of the score network in SEDD [29] for simplicity and
fairness. Briefly, we remove the time condition from the input and take the softmax as the final
nonlinearity. Further details can be found in Appendix G.1.

Moreover, RADD also enjoys a more efficient sampling process than SEDD [29] based on its
simplified parameterization, as presented below.

3.2 Efficient samplers to reduce NFEs by caching the output of RADD

In the reverse process of an absorbing discrete diffusion, once a token transitions from [M] to an
unmasked token, it remains unchanged. Consequently, for a sequence consisting of d tokens, there
will be at most d intervals during the sampling process where changes occur, regardless of the number
of sampling steps D. In the remaining steps, the sequence remains unchanged across all d dimensions.
This property allows us to cache cθ(xt) to avoid the need to reevaluate the time-independent cθ when
xt is unchanged in the previous step (see Appendix F for the pseudo-code). However, since SEDD is
conditioned on time, it does not support this caching strategy for reducing NFEs.

The NFEs with the caching strategy is a random variable. To quantify it, we calculate the expected
NFEs (E-NFEs) in analytic form, conditioned on the sampling method, time steps, and noise schedule.
For instance, using the Tweedie τ -leaping method with a log-linear noise schedule [29], the E-NFEs
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2 ∼ 3.5× speedup compared to SEDD with
steps ranging from 1024 to 4096.

is given by (proof in Appendix D.5):

E-NFEs(n) = n(1− (1− 1

n
)l), (3.3)

where n represents the sampling steps and l represents the length to be generated.

In Fig. 1, we plot the curve of Eq. (3.3) in blue, which aligns well with our experiments (the red stars).
This demonstrates that our method theoretically reduces E-NFEs significantly when the number of
sampling steps is large, and this reduction is also confirmed experimentally in Fig. 2.

Furthermore, based on Theorem 1, simplified forms of the reverse process for both Euler method and
Tweedie τ -leaping method can be derived, which leads to corresponding analytic forms of E-NFEs
given time steps and noise schedule. We also prove that these two sampling methods are equivalent
under a log-linear noise schedule for absorbing discrete diffusion (see Appendix D for more details).

3.3 Unifying absorbing discrete diffusion and any-order autoregressive models

Building upon Theorem 1, we further prove the equivalence between absorbing discrete diffusion and
any-order autoregressive models [30, 31, 32], as presented in the following theorem.

Theorem 2. The absorbing discrete diffusion objective of Eq. (2.6) is equivalent to any-order
autoregressive objective of Eq. (2.11) when the final total noise level σ̄(T )→ +∞.

The proof of Theorem 2 consists of three key steps, which introduce three different yet equivalent
loss functions. Below we briefly present the key ideas and defer the proof in Appendix C.

In the first step, by removing the terms sθ (xt, t)x̂t
and K

(
pt|0(x̂t|x0)

pt|0(xt|x0)

)
in Eq. (2.6), we can define a

simpler loss LT
t-DCE called t-denoising cross-entropy loss (abbr. t-DCE), which is equivalent to DSE

loss. In the multi-dimensional case, it has the form:

LT
t-DCE(x0) =

∫ T

0

Ext∼pt|0(xt|x0)

 ∑
xi
t=[M]

−σ(t)e
−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
log

(
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
qθ(x

i
0|xUM

t )

) dt.
(3.4)

We emphasize that Eq. (3.4) holds in a nonparametric setting because RADD can be interpreted as a
model distribution qθ representing the conditional distribution of clean data, which approximates the
true distribution p0, as proven in Theorem 1.
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In the second step, inspired by Kingma et al. [36], we change the variable from t to λ(t) = 1−e−σ̄(t),
which represents the probability of a token being masked in [0, t] during the forward process. Thus,
LT
t-DCE(x0) can be rewritten as an integral of λ, defined as λ-denoising cross-entropy loss (abbr.

λ-DCE):

Lλ-DCE(x0) :=

∫ 1

0

1

λ
Exλ∼pλ(xλ|x0)

 ∑
xi
λ=[M]

− log qθ(x
i
0|xUM

λ )

 dλ, (3.5)

where pλ(xλ|x0) is the joint distribution induced by masking each dimension in x0 independently
with a probability λ.

Finally, we prove that λ-DCE loss in Eq. (3.5) can be integrated analytically and rewritten as LAO in
Eq. (2.11). We summarize our proof procedure by the equivalence between these losses:

LT
DSE(x0)

Appendix C.1⇐⇒ LT
t-DCE(x0)

Appendix C.2⇐⇒ Lλ-DCE(x0)
Appendix C.3⇐⇒ LAO(x0). (3.6)

A direct benefit from Theorem 2 is that we can use an absorbing discrete diffusion model to sample
like AO-ARM and vice versa. For training and likelihood evaluation, the four losses in Eq. (3.6) can
also be used (see Appendix F for pseudo-code). To efficiently estimate the four losses using Monte
Carlo methods, we can replace the sum or integral with an expectation. Take Eq. (3.5) for example, it
can be rewritten as the following form of expectation on λ:

Lλ-DCE(x0) = Eλ∼U([0,1])
1

λ
Exλ∼pλ(xλ|x0)

 ∑
xi
λ=[M]

− log qθ(x
i
0|xUM

λ )

 . (3.7)

Additionally, Theorem 2 provides a new perspective on the DSE loss. While it has been traditionally
viewed as an upper bound on the negative log-likelihood for the diffusion model, it can also be
interpreted as an expected negative log-likelihood over factorial numbers of orderings for AO-ARM
by Eq. (2.11). As discussed in [30], for different orders π, qθ(x0;π) will be inconsistent in general.
Despite this inconsistency, it can be viewed as an ensemble of multiple autoregressive models with
different orders, potentially more robust than fixed-order models.

4 Experiments

We present the experimental setups in Section 4.1. We then evaluate the performance of accelerated
generation in Section 4.2 and zero-shot perplexity on various language datasets in Section 4.3.

4.1 Settings

Below, we briefly present the experimental settings. For more details, please see Appendix G.

Model. We use RADD model cθ reparameterzied as described in Section 3.1. Compared with
SEDD small model, RADD model has 7M fewer parameters due to the removal of time-condition,
which equates to an 8% decrease from the original 90M non-embedding parameters. We trained our
RADD model cθ using denoising score entropy, t-denoising cross-entropy, λ-denoising cross-entropy
and any-order autoregressive loss, abbreviated as RADD-DSE, RADD-t-DCE, RADD-λ-DCE and
RADD-AO. For the SEDD small model, we employed their pre-trained model. In text generation
tasks, we used RADD-t-DCE.

Data. Following SEDD, we trained on the OpenWebText [37] dataset and tested on the LAMBADA,
WikiText2, PTB, WikiText103, and One Billion Words datasets [38, 39, 40, 41]. For data splits and
data processing, we adopted the same settings and techniques as SEDD, which involves packing
sentences to generate uniform-length blocks as model input.

Training setup. We used a log-linear noise schedule where the expectation of the number of
changed tokens at time t is linear with t. For RADD-DSE, we use the same hyperparameter with
SEDD for fair comparison. For other RADD models, we referenced the hyperparameter in [42].
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Metric. Following previous work [29], we conduct experiments on unconditional generation and
language modeling tasks. For generation, we use perplexity (PPL) on unconditional samples measured
by an additional larger language model (i.e.,GPT-2 large) to evaluate sample quality. For language
modeling tasks, we report the perplexity calculated on the dataset with different models.

4.2 Efficient sampling

We compare the sample quality measured by perplexity between SEDD and our RADD-t-DCE model
under a log-linear noise schedule. As shown in Fig. 2, RADD with the caching strategy is more
efficient than SEDD, with efficiency gains increasing as the number of sample steps increases. This
improvement is expected because the NFEs is limited by the generating sequence length. We further
compare the running time as detailed in Appendix G.4.

As discussed in Section 3.3, we can also use RADD as an any-order autoregressive model to generate
samples in different orders, leading to worse performance as a discrete diffusion, as detailed in
Appendix G.4. We present more sampling details in Appendix G.3. and the generated samples in
Appendix H.1.

4.3 Improved zero-shot perplexity on language modeling

Following SEDD, we present zero-shot perplexities on the LAMBADA, WikiText2, PTB, Wiki-
Text103, and 1 Billion Words datasets [43] in Table 12 and compare the zero-shot perplexity of our
model with other baseline models [20, 44, 29]. This table reports results for RADD models trained
for 400k iterations. Further, we provide the results of RADD models that are trained with 1000k
iterations in Table 2.

Firstly, we conduct an ablation study of the scaling trick in the middle of the Table 1. For the
absorbing diffusion, the perplexity of the scaled version of SEDD outperforms its unscaled version,
which matches our theoretical discovery in Theorem 1.

Secondly, with the same DSE loss and hyperparameters, we observed that the RADD-DSE model
without time-conditioning performs comparably to the SEDD-S model with time-conditioning. This
validates our analysis in Section 3.1, indicating that time-conditioning is unnecessary for absorbing
discrete diffusion models.

Thirdly, we report the results of RADD models trained on other equivalent losses in the last three
rows of the Table 1 and Table 2. Their perplexities are calculated based on their corresponding loss
(e.g., RADD-λ-DCE on Lλ-DCE), which is valid for likelihood estimation as discussed in Section 3.3.
We observed that the RADD-t-DCE and RADD-AO consistently outperform SEDD, while RADD-
λ-DCE also outperforms SEDD on all tasks except LAMBADA. These results demonstrate the
correctness of our conclusion in Section 3.3 while showing that the empirical contributions of [42]
also apply to RADD for better performance.

5 Related work

Continouous-state diffusion models for text generation. Several works have been proposed to
apply continuous diffusion to text [19, 21, 22, 23]. Li et al. [19] use an embedding layer to map
discrete tokens to a latent space and learn a continuous-state diffusion on it. Bit Diffusion [22] learns a
continuous diffusion model to generate binary bits of discrete tokens. However, transforming between
these continuous representations and discrete tokens by thresholding may lose information. Bayesian
Flow Network [23] achieves competitive log-likelihood on character-level language modeling tasks
and is proven equivalent to continuous stochastic differential equations trained by denoising score
matching [24]. Such models underperform auto-regressive models on standard text generation tasks.

Discrete-state diffusion models for text generation. Several discrete-state diffusion models have
been proposed [11, 45, 20]. D3PM [20] proposed a diffusion framework based on any probability
transition matrix and trained with a lower bound of log-likelihood. DiffusionBERT [25] utilizes a

2In the initial version of the RADD model, we mistakenly removed the time-dependent bias term in the
layernorm layer without adding a bias term that is independent of time. In the latest implementation, we have
fixed this bug.
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Table 1: Zero-shot language modeling perplexity (↓) on five datasets. SEDD-U / SEDD-S refer to
the unscaled and scaled absorbing models, respectively. All SEDD and RADD models are trained for
400k iterations. Results for general diffusion models are based on the upper bound which is taken
from [20, 44, 29]. For RADD models, the results are calculated based on corresponding loss.

Method LAMBADA WikiText2 PTB WikiText103 1BW

GPT-2 45.04 42.43 138.43 41.60 75.20

D3PM 93.47 77.28 200.82 75.16 138.92
PLAID 57.28 51.80 142.60 50.86 91.12
SEDD-Uniform 65.40 50.27 140.12 49.60 101.37

SEDD-U 52.21 44.75 130.49 43.14 80.70
SEDD-S 50.92 41.84 114.24 40.62 79.29
RADD-DSE 51.83 40.34 116.57 37.80 76.27

RADD-t-DCE 50.56 39.02 109.03 36.38 72.60
RADD-λ-DCE 51.70 39.98 107.85 37.98 72.99
RADD-AO 50.27 38.26 110.38 35.90 74.28

Table 2: Additional zero-shot language modeling perplexity (↓) for RADD models. We present
the perplexity for RADD models trained for 1000k iterations based on their corresponding loss.

Method LAMBADA WikiText2 PTB WikiText103 1BW

RADD-t-DCE 48.92 37.44 102.49 37.20 70.58
RADD-λ-DCE 49.74 37.13 98.84 36.66 69.77
RADD-AO 49.43 36.86 102.36 35.25 70.71

pre-trained BERT [46] as an initialization of diffusion. Furthermore, [26] generalizes the framework
to continuous time by introducing a rate matrix. It is difficult to apply the score matching in such
models because the gradient of the data distribution is undefined. Several works try to generalize the
score matching on discrete data [29, 28, 26, 27]. Meng et al. [28] introduce the concrete score and the
denoising concrete score matching loss. Furthermore, SEDD bridges the discrete state diffusion and
the concrete score by introducing a denoising score entropy loss [29]. By incorporating an absorbing
process, SEDD achieves competitive performance with the auto-regressive models, especially, GPT-2.

Concurrent works We mention that Shi et al. [42] and Sahoo et al. [47] independently conducted
related studies on absorbing discrete diffusion and we provide a comprehensive discussion here.

Shi et al. [42] derived a weighted integral of cross-entropy loss in their Eq.(5) similar to our t-DCE
loss in Eq. (3.4). Besides, their Proposition 1, which connects the score parameterization and the
mean parameterization3, also resembles our Theorem 1. In comparison, we simplified the conditional
expectation term (related to t) in Proposition 1 [42] to a time-independent conditional probability
at time zero. Motivated by the finding, we proposed a simpler parameterization that enables fast
sampling. It is worth noting that the hyperparameters they selected significantly contribute to the
model’s performance, which also applies to our RADD models (see Appendix G.2 for details). In
addition, Shi et al. [42] proposed a generalized masked diffusion model allowing state-dependent
masking schedules.

Sahoo et al. [47] derive the same cross-entropy losses with Shi et al. [42]. Despite lacking a theoretical
foundation, they conducted time-conditioning ablation which shows that time-conditioning has
minimal impact on perplexity. They also proposed a caching strategy to accelerate sampling. While
this coincides with our work in Section 3.2, we present a complete theoretical analysis of E-NFEs to
quantify the acceleration efficiency.

3Our conclusions are based on score parameterization but can be extended to mean prediction parameterization
(please see Appendix E).
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Compared with the concurrent works, our research offers a complementary perspective on absorbing
diffusion, reveals its time-independent property, proposes a theoretically sound cache strategy for fast
sampling, derives two additional loss functions, and connects it to any-order autoregressive models.

6 Conclusion

We introduce RADD, a dedicated discrete diffusion model that characterizes the time-independent
conditional probabilities, built upon a new factorization form of the concrete score. RADD is much
more efficient by reducing the NFEs with a cache strategy while maintaining comparable performance
to strong baselines. Additionally, we demonstrated the unification of training objectives for absorbing
discrete diffusion and AO-ARMs. On five zero-shot language modeling benchmarks, our RADD
models achieve state-of-the-art performance at the GPT-2 scale.

Limitaition. Our model has been trained and evaluated primarily on the GPT-2 scale. For broader
applicability, it is essential to explore the effects of scaling on the performance [48], which is left as
future work. The success of diffusion transformers on images [49, 50, 51] and videos [52] suggests
that diffusion models can be scaled up by incorporating transformers.

Another limitation is that our model can only generate full-length outputs, unlike auto-regressive
models that can produce variable-length outputs. This restricts the flexibility of our model in certain
applications. We leave the investigation on this issue as future work.

Social impact. For the current theoretical and experimental scope of this paper, we have not found any
direct social impacts. However, considering future developments, the paper potentially contributes
to the next-generation large language models. In this context, this work could significantly reduce
the inference cost of language models but may also lead to hallucinations, amplify biases and
discrimination in the data, and pose risks of misuse. As with other generative models, addressing
these issues requires further advancements in the field.
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A Detailed Notations and Definitions

• x, x̂: Scalar variables representing states in a model.
• X : A one-dimensional sample space {1, · · · , N}.
• Qt: The transition rate matrix at time t.
• p: The probability of the forward process defined by the transition rate matrix Qt.
• qθ: The probability of the reverse process defined by model cθ.
• pt|s(x̂|x): The transition probability from state x to state x̂ from time s to time t.

• pt(x): The probability of x at time t.
• Pt|s: The transition probability matrix from time s to time t.

• σ(t): The noise schedule function.

• Q̃t: The reverse transition rate matrix at time t.

• sθ(xt, t)x̂t
: The corresponding element of sθ(xt, t), which approximates pt(x̂t)

pt(x)
.

• [M]: A special mask token in the absorbing process.

• X d: A multi-dimensional sample space {1, · · · , N}d.
• xt: A multi-dimensional vector.
• xit: The i-th element of xt.
• pis|t(·|xt): The probability on dimension i from time s to time t conditioned on full vector
xt.

• ptweedie
s|t (·|·): The transition probability from time s to time t under Tweedie τ -leaping

method.
• peuler

s|t (·|·): The transition probability from time s to time t under the Euler method.

• Qtok
t : Transition rate matrix for each dimension of xt.

• xUM: vector consists of all unmasked tokens of x.
• xa:b: The elements of x with indices ranging from a to b.
• cθ(xt): A network that characterizes the time-independent conditional probabilities in

reparameterized absorbing discrete diffusion (RADD).
• d: Total sequence length or dimension of x.
• l: Generating sequence length.
• π: one permutation, π(l) denotes the l-th element of permutation π, π(< l) denotes the

elements of permutation π with indices less than l.
• U(·): Uniform distribution.
• pλ(·|x0): The joint distribution induced by masking each dimension in x0 independently

with a probability λ.
• Cat: Categorical distribution.
• NFEs: Number of function evaluations.
• E-NFEs: Expected number of function evaluations.

B Proof of Theorem 1

In this section, we provide a detailed proof of Theorem 1, which is carried out in three key steps. The
core idea of the proof involves leveraging the properties of a continuous-time Markov chain with an
absorbing state, where the forward diffusion process is independent across different dimensions. This
independence simplifies the analysis of both the conditional and joint distributions.

First, we derive the analytic form of the conditional distribution, as stated in Lemma 1. This can
be derived directly from Eq. (2.3), but for a better understanding, we provide a more intuitive proof
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for Qt = σ(t)Qabsorb. Second, we extend this analysis to multiple dimensions to obtain the joint
distribution, as formalized in Proposition 1. Finally, by simply dividing the joint distributions derived
in the second step, we decouple the concrete score, thereby completing the proof of Theorem 1.

Lemma 1. (Analytic conditional distribution in absorbing diffusion) Suppose {Xt} is a continuous
time Markov chain with transition rate matrix Qt = σ(t)Qabsorb, given the value x0 at time zero , the
conditional distribution pt|0(xt|x0) has the following analytic form:

pt|0(xt|x0) =


e−σ̄(t), xt = x0,

1− e−σ̄(t), xt = [M],

0, xt ̸= [M] and xt ̸= x0.

(B.1)

Proof. Given the initial value x0 ∈ X = {1, · · · , N}, we have

xt =

{
x0, t < Th,

[M], t ≥ Th.
(B.2)

Here, Th represents the holding time before x0 transitions to the absorbing state [M].

Based on the definition of the Qt in Eq. (2.2) and Qabsorb, the probability of x0 remaining the same
after a small time increment ∆t is

pt+∆t|t(x0|x0) = 1 + σ(t)Qabsorb(x0, x0)∆t+ o(∆t). (B.3)

Partitioning the interval [0, t] into {sk}nk=0 and utilizing the memoryless property of continuous-time
Markov chains, we can express the probability of x0 remaining the same from time 0 to t as a product
of probabilities over these small intervals. This gives us:

pt|0(x0|x0) =
n∏

k=1

psk|sk−1
(x0|x0) (B.4)

=

n∏
k=1

(
1 + σ(tk−1)Q

absorb(x0, x0)(sk − sk−1) + o(sk − sk−1)
)

(B.5)

= exp

(
n∑

k=1

ln
(
1 + σ(tk−1)Q

absorb(x0, x0)(sk − sk−1) + o (sk − sk−1)
))

(B.6)

= exp

(
n∑

k=1

σ(tk−1)Q
absorb(x0, x0)(sk − sk−1) + o(sk − sk−1)

)
. (B.7)

Let max(sk − sk−1)→ 0 , the Riemann sum in Eq. (B.7) equals the following continuous integral:

pt|0(x0|x0) = exp

(∫ t

0

σ(s)Qabsorb(x0, x0)ds

)
= exp

(
Qabsorb(x0, x0)σ̄(t)

)
. (B.8)

By Eq. (2.4), Qabsorb(x0, x0) = −1, we have

pt|0(x0|x0) = P (Th > t) = e−σ̄(t) (B.9)

pt|0([M]|x0) = P (Th ≤ t) = 1− e−σ̄(t) (B.10)

pt|0(k|x0) = 0 if k ̸= [M] and k ̸= x0. (B.11)

Similarly, given value xs at time s < t, the conditional distribution can be expressed as

pt|s(xt|xs) =


e−(σ̄(t)−σ̄(s)), xt = xs,

1− e−(σ̄(t)−σ̄(s)), xt = [M],

0, xt ̸= [M] and xt ̸= xs.

(B.12)
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Proposition 1. (Analytic joint distribution in absorbing diffusion)

Suppose {Xt} is a continuous time Markov chain with transition rate matrix Qt = σ(t)Qabsorb. For
xt = x1t · · ·xdt with d1 components as [M] and d2 = d− d1 components as unmasked tokens, pt(xt)
can be expressed as

pt(xt) = [1− e−σ̄(t)]d1 [e−σ̄(t)]d2p0(x
UM
t ), (B.13)

where xUM
t is the vector consists of all unmasked tokens of xt.

Proposition 1 shows that the joint distribution pt(xt) can be expressed as the multiplication of two
terms. One is an analytic term only depending on time, the other is a d2 dimensions joint distribution
of clean data p0(xUM

t ) independent of time.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let’s assume that the preceding d1 terms of x are all [M], and the
remaining d2 terms are unmasked tokens. That is, xt = [M] · · · [M]xd1+1

t · · ·xdt , and here xk is an
unmasked token in X .

Using the law of total probability and Lemma 1, along with the assumption of independence
between different dimensions of the diffusion process, we can express the joint distribution
pt([M] · · · [M]xd1+1

t · · ·xdt ) as a sum over all possible initial states x0 ∈ X d:

pt([M] · · · [M]xd1+1
t · · ·xdt ) =

∑
x0∈Xd

pt|0([M] · · · [M]xd1+1
t · · ·xdt |x0)p0(x0)

=
∑

x1
0∈X ,··· ,xd

0∈X

pt|0([M] · · · [M]xd1+1
t · · ·xdt |x10 · · ·xd0)p0(x10 · · ·xd0)

=
∑

x1
0∈X ,··· ,xd

0∈X

d1∏
k=1

pkt|0([M]|xk0)
d∏

k=d1+1

pkt|0(x
k
t |xk0)p0(x10 · · ·xd0).

Substituting the analytic forms of pkt|0([M]|xk0) and pkt|0(x
k
t |xk0) from Lemma 1, above equations can

be further simplified as follows:∑
x1
0∈X ,··· ,xd

0∈X

d1∏
k=1

pkt|0([M]|xk0)
d∏

k=d1+1

pkt|0(x
k
t |xk0)p0(x10 · · ·xd0)

=
∑

x1
0∈X ,··· ,xd1

0 ∈X

d1∏
k=1

pkt|0([M]|xk0)[e−σ̄(t)]d2p0(x
1
0 · · ·x

d1
0 x

d1+1
t · · ·xdt )

=
∑

x1
0∈X ,··· ,xd1

0 ∈X

[1− e−σ̄(t)]d1 [e−σ̄(t)]d2p0(x
1
0 · · ·x

d1
0 x

d1+1
t · · ·xdt )

=[1− e−σ̄(t)]d1 [e−σ̄(t)]d2

∑
x1
0∈X ,··· ,xd1

0 ∈X

p0(x
1
0 · · ·x

d1
0 x

d1+1
t · · ·xdt )

=[1− e−σ̄(t)]d1 [e−σ̄(t)]d2p0(x
d1+1
t · · ·xdt ).

By noting that p0(xd1+1
t · · ·xdt ) = p0(x

UM
t ), in the general case, we have

pt(xt) = [1− e−σ̄(t)]d1 [e−σ̄(t)]d2p0(x
UM
t ),

which demonstrates that the likelihood of the noisy data xt at time t equals the likelihood of the
unmasked part xUM

t at time 0 multiplied by an analytic time-dependent term.

Theorem 1. (Analytic concrete score in absorbing diffusion, proof in Appendix B) For xt =
x1t . . . x

i
t . . . x

d
t and x̂t = x1t . . . x̂

i
t . . . x

d
t , if xit = [M] and x̂it ̸= [M], the concrete score at time t can

be expressed as a time-independent conditional distribution at time zero multiplied by an analytic
time-dependent term:

pt
(
x1t . . . x̂

i
t . . . x

d
t

)
pt
(
x1t . . . x

i
t . . . x

d
t

) =
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
p0(x̂

i
t|xUM

t ),
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where xUM
t is the vector consists of all unmasked tokens of xt.

Proof. According to Proposition 1, if xit = [M] and x̂it ̸= [M], x̂UM
t = (xUM

t , x̂it),

pt(x̂t)

pt(xt)
=
[1− e−σ̄(t)]d1−1[e−σ̄(t)]d2+1p0(x̂

UM
t )

[1− e−σ̄(t)]d1 [e−σ̄(t)]d2p0(x
UM
t )

=
[1− e−σ̄(t)]d1−1[e−σ̄(t)]d2+1p0(x

UM
t , x̂it)

[1− e−σ̄(t)]d1 [e−σ̄(t)]d2p0(x
UM
t )

=
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
p0(x̂

i
t|xUM

t ).

C Proof of Theorem 2

Theorem 2. The absorbing discrete diffusion objective of Eq. (2.6) is equivalent to any-order
autoregressive objective of Eq. (2.11) when the final total noise level σ̄(T )→ +∞.

Here, the infinity final total noise level guarantees that all tokens will be finally masked with
probability one (1− e−σ̄(T )). Below we present the detailed proof in three steps.

C.1 Equivalence between DSE loss and t-DCE loss

For a given noisy input xt, as established in Section 3.1, x̂t is valid only when it contains exactly
one more unmasked token than xt. In this case, the transition probability Qt (x̂t,xt) equals σ(t).
Replace sθ(xt) with e−σ̄(t)

1−e−σ̄(t) cθ(xt), we can express the DSE loss in the multi-dimensional case as
follows:

LT
DSE(x0) =

∫ T

0

Ext∼pt|0(xt|x0)

 ∑
xi
t=[M],j ̸=[M]

σ(t)

(
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
cθ(xt)[i, j]

− e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
I(xi0 = j) log

(
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
cθ(xt)[i, j]

)
+K

(
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
I(xi0 = j)

))]
dt

=

∫ T

0

Ext∼pt|0(xt|x0)

 ∑
xi
t=[M],j ̸=[M]

σ(t)

(
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
cθ(xt)[i, j]

) dt
+

∫ T

0

Ext∼pt|0(xt|x0)

 ∑
xi
t=[M],j ̸=[M]

−σ(t)e
−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
I(xi0 = j) log

(
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
cθ(xt)[i, j]

) dt
+

∫ T

0

Ext∼pt|0(xt|x0)

 ∑
xi
t=[M],j ̸=[M]

σ(t)K

(
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
I(xi0 = j)

) dt.
We analyze each term in the above equation separately. The first term simplifies due to the property∑

j ̸=[M] cθ(xt)[i, j] = 1:∫ T

0

Ext∼pt|0(xt|x0)

 ∑
xi
t=[M]

σ(t)
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)

 dt. (C.1)

The third term can be simplified by substituting K(a) = a log a− a and using 0 log 0 = 0:∫ T

0

Ext∼pt|0(xt|x0)

 ∑
xi
t=[M]

σ(t)
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)

(
log

e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
− 1

) dt. (C.2)
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Combining the first and third terms:∫ T

0

Ext∼pt|0(xt|x0)

 ∑
xi
t=[M]

σ(t)
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)

(
log

e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)

) dt (C.3)

=

∫ T

0

d(1− e−σ̄(t))σ(t)
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)

(
log

e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)

)
dt (C.4)

=d

∫ T

0

σ(t)e−σ̄(t) log
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
dt. (C.5)

Introducing a new variable λ(t) = 1 − e−σ̄(t), which represents the probability of a token being
masked from 0 to t in the forward process. As σ̄(t) =

∫ t

0
σ(τ)dτ and σ̄(T ) =∞, we have λ(0) = 0,

λ(T ) = 1 and dλ = σ(t)e−σ̄(t)dt. Obviously, λ(t) is invertible, which allows us to perform a change
of variables from t to λ and simplifies Eq. (C.5) to

d

∫ 1

0

log
1− λ
λ

dλ = −d (λ log λ+ (1− λ) log(1− λ)) |10 = 0. (C.6)

Here we used
lim
λ→0

λ log λ = lim
λ→1

(1− λ) log(1− λ) = 0.

Thus, the DSE loss reduces to the second term, which we define as the t-denoising cross-entropy loss
(t-DCE):

LT
t-DCE(x0) =

∫ T

0

Ext∼pt|0(xt|x0)

 ∑
xi
t=[M],j ̸=[M]

−σ(t)e
−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
I(xi0 = j) log

(
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
cθ(xt)[i, j]

) dt
=

∫ T

0

Ext∼pt|0(xt|x0)

 ∑
xi
t=[M]

−σ(t)e
−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
log

(
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
cθ(xt)[i, x

i
0]

) dt
=

∫ T

0

Ext∼pt|0(xt|x0)

 ∑
xi
t=[M]

−σ(t)e
−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
log

(
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
qθ(x

i
0|xUM

t )

) dt.
C.2 Equivalence between t-DCE loss and lambda-DCE loss

Starting from the t-DCE loss in Eq. (3.4), we can perform a change of variable from t to λ(t) =
1− e−σ̄(t), as demonstrated in Appendix C.1. This allows us to rewrite the t-DCE loss integral in
terms of λ:∫ 1

0

1

λ
Exλ∼pλ(xλ|x0)

 ∑
xi
λ=[M]

− log

(
1− λ
λ

qθ(x
i
0|xUM

λ )

) dλ
=

∫ 1

0

1

λ
Exλ∼pλ(xλ|x0)

 ∑
xi
λ=[M]

− log qθ(x
i
0|xUM

λ )

 dλ+

∫ 1

0

1

λ
Exλ∼pλ(xλ|x0)

 ∑
xi
λ=[M]

− log(
1− λ
λ

)

 dλ.
Given the independence of the forward process and Lemma 1, the original probability pt|0(xt|x0)

can be factorized as
∏d

i=1 p
i
t|0(x

i
t|xi0), where

pit|0(x
i
t|xi0) =


1− e−σ̄(t), xit = [M],

e−σ̄(t), xit = xi0,

0, else.
(C.7)

Therefore, the induced probability pλ(xλ|x0) =
∏d

i=1 p
i
λ(x

i
λ|xi0) where

piλ(x
i
λ|xi0) =


λ, xiλ = [M],

1− λ, xiλ = xi0,

0, else.
(C.8)
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Next, consider the second term in the λ integral. Similar to Eq. (C.3), we can prove that it equals
zero: ∫ 1

0

1

λ
Exλ∼pλ(xλ|x0)

 ∑
xi
λ=[M]

− log(
1− λ
λ

)

 = 0. (C.9)

Therefore, t-DCE loss is equivalent to the first term, which we defined as λ-denoising cross-entropy
(λ-DCE):

LT
λ-DCE(x0) =

∫ 1

0

1

λ
Exλ∼pλ(xλ|x0)

 ∑
xi
λ=[M]

− log qθ(x
i
0|xUM

λ )

 dλ. (C.10)

C.3 Equivalence between lambda-DCE loss and any-order autoregressive loss

Based on λ-DCE loss in Eq. (3.5), we first define the sample space and analytically express the
expectation term.

Given x0, we define the sample space of xλ as X̃ (x0) := {x10, [M]}× · · · {xd0, [M]} and X̃k(x0) :=

{x̃ : x̃ ∈ X̃ (x0) ∧ x̃ has exact k dimensions with values [M]} . It follows that |X̃ (x0)| = 2d and
|X̃k(x0)| =

(
d
k

)
. Therefore, the sample space X̃ (x0) can be decoupled by the number of masked

tokens k in x̃: ∫ 1

0

1

λ
Exλ∼pλ(xλ|x0)

 ∑
x̃i=[M]

− log qθ(x
i
0|xUM

λ )

 dλ (C.11)

=

∫ 1

0

1

λ

∑
x̃∈X̃ (x0)

pλ(x̃|x0)

 ∑
x̃i=[M]

− log qθ(x
i
0|x̃UM)

 dλ (C.12)

=

∫ 1

0

1

λ

d∑
k=0

∑
x̃∈X̃k(x0)

λk(1− λ)d−k

 ∑
x̃i=[M]

− log qθ(x
i
0|x̃UM)

 dλ (C.13)

=

∫ 1

0

1

λ

d∑
k=1

∑
x̃∈X̃k(x0)

λk(1− λ)d−k

 ∑
x̃i=[M]

− log qθ(x
i
0|x̃UM)

 dλ. (C.14)

The last equation holds because there are no masked tokens when k = 0, and the inner sum is zero.

From Eq. (C.14), by rearranging the order of summation and integration, we can analytically evaluate
the integral

∫ 1

0
λk−1(1− λ)d−kdλ using the Beta function, which eliminates λ:

Eq. (C.14) =
d∑

k=1

∫ 1

0

λk−1(1− λ)d−kdλ
∑

x̃∈X̃k(x0)

 ∑
x̃i=[M]

− log qθ(x
i
0|x̃UM)

 (C.15)

=

d∑
k=1

(k − 1)!(d− k)!
d!

∑
x̃∈X̃k(x0)

 ∑
x̃i=[M]

− log qθ(x
i
0|x̃UM)

 (C.16)

=

d∑
k=1

1

kCk
d

∑
x̃∈X̃k(x0)

 ∑
x̃i=[M]

− log qθ(x
i
0|x̃UM)

 . (C.17)

Eq. (C.17) can be reformulated in terms of an expectation over a uniform distribution U(X̃k(x0)) as
follows:

d∑
k=1

1

k
Ex̃∼U(X̃k(x0))

 ∑
x̃i=[M]

(
− log(qθ(x

i
0|x̃UM))

) . (C.18)

19



Let π be one permutation of the integers 1, · · · , d, and Uπ represent the uniform distribution of all
orders. We note that Eq. (C.18) is equivalent to the following term from the perspective of any-order
autoregressive model:

d∑
k=1

1

k
Eπ∼Uπ

d∑
r=d−k+1

− log qθ(x
π(r)
0 |xπ(<d−k+1)

0 ;π). (C.19)

Here, xπ(<l)
0 denotes the sequence of the first l − 1 elements in the permutation π. Given a fixed

k, the term x
π(<d−k+1)
0 can be interpreted as the unmasked part of the noisy data x̃UM. For r =

d− k + 1, · · · , d, xπ(r)0 corresponds to the k items of the masked part. Since both π and x̃ are both
uniformly sampled, Eq. (C.18) and Eq. (C.19) are equivalent.

Further, we can make a simple subscription transformation by letting l = d− k + 1 and change the
summation to Monte Carlo estimation on Eq. (C.19) :

d · El∼U(1,··· ,d)
1

d− l + 1
Eπ∼Uπ

d∑
r=l

− log qθ(x
π(r)
0 |xπ(<l)

0 ;π). (C.20)

In [30, 31], it was proved that Eq. (C.20) is mathematically equivalent to Eq. (2.11). Actually,
Eq. (C.20) is widely used as a training objective for any-order autoregressive models for efficient
parallel optimization.

This concludes our proof of Theorem 2.

D Sampling methods

In this section, we first derived the exact reverse distribution for absorbing discrete diffusion in
Appendix D.1. This derivation led to simplified forms of the Tweedie τ -leaping and Euler methods,
detailed in Appendix D.2 and Appendix D.3, respectively. In Appendix D.4, we proved the equiva-
lence of these two methods under a log-linear noise schedule. Finally, in Appendix D.5, we discussed
the expected number of function evaluations (E-NFEs) for these methods.

D.1 Exact reverse distribution in absorbing discrete diffusion

Lemma 2. (Analytic reverse distribution in absorbing diffusion) Suppose {Xt} is a continuous time
Markov chain with transition rate matrix Qt = σ(t)Qabsorb. For xt = x1t · · ·xdt with d1 masked
tokens and d2 = d − d1 unmasked tokens, and xs = x1s · · ·xds with d1 − ∆d masked tokens and
d2 +∆d unmasked tokens, the reverse distribution is given by:

ps|t(xs|xt) =


[
e−σ̄(s)−e−σ̄(t)

1−e−σ̄(s)

]∆d [
1−e−σ̄(s)

1−e−σ̄(t)

]d1 p0(x
UM
s )

p0(xUM
t )
, xt ⊆UM xs,

0, xt ̸⊆UM xs,
(D.1)

where xt ⊆UM xs denotes ∀i : xi
t ̸= [M], we have xi

t = xi
s.

Proof. Using Bayes’ theorem, ps|t(xs|xt) = pt|s(xt|xs)
ps(xs)
pt(xt)

.

From Proposition 1:

pt(xt) = [1− e−σ̄(t)]d1 [e−σ̄(t)]d2p0(x
UM
t ), (D.2)

ps(xs) = [1− e−σ̄(s)]d1−∆d[e−σ̄(s)]d2+∆dp0(x
UM
s ). (D.3)

Utilizing Eq. (B.12), we get

pt|s(xt|xs) =

d∏
i=1

pit|s(x
i
t|xis) =

{[
e−(σ̄(t)−σ̄(s))

]d2
[
1− e−(σ̄(t)−σ̄(s))

]∆d
, xt ⊆UM xs,

0, xt ̸⊆UM xs.
(D.4)
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Simplifying these equations, we can express ps|t(xs|xt) as

ps|t(xs|xt) =


[
e−σ̄(s)−e−σ̄(t)

1−e−σ̄(s)

]∆d [
1−e−σ̄(s)

1−e−σ̄(t)

]d1 p0(x
UM
s )

p0(xUM
t )
, xt ⊆UM xs,

0, xt ̸⊆UM xs.
(D.5)

It should be noted that when xt ⊆UM xs, the ratio p0(x
UM
s )

p0(xUM
t )

can be reformulated as a d1-dimensional

conditional distribution p0(x
UM
s |xUM

t ) with Nd1 states. This is not accessible using our one-
dimensional conditional distribution p0(x̂it|xUM

t ) in Theorem 1 if d1 > 1. Therefore, for efficiency,
existing samplers assume that each dimension is independent within a small interval and update each
dimension in parallel [29, 26].

D.2 Tweedie τ -leaping method and its simplified form in RADD

Given the vector xt, if we sample each xis independently, the factorization of marginal distribution
ptweedie
s|t results in the minimum KL divergence with true reverse ps|t(xs|xt) (proof in [29], Appendix

A). This assumption formally defines ptweedie
s|t as follows:

ptweedie
s|t (xs|xt) =

d∏
i=1

ptweedie,i
s|t (xis|xt) =

d∏
i=1

pis|t(x
i
s|xt). (D.6)

To sample from ptweedie
s|t , we need to derive the analytic form of pis|t(x

i
s|xt). Without loss of generality,

let’s assume that the preceding d1 terms of xt are all [M], and the remaining d2 terms are unmasked
tokens.

For illustration, we can take i = 1 as an example. Let X̃k denote the sample space of length d1 − 1
sequence where each sequence has exact k masked tokens, with |X̃k| = Ck

d1−1N
d1−1−k. When

x1s ̸= [M], According to Lemma 2:

p1s|t(x
1
s|xt) =

∑
x2:d

s

ps|t(xs|xt)

=

d1−1∑
k=0

∑
x2:d

s ∈X̃k

[
e−σ̄(s) − e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(s)

]k+1 [
1− e−σ̄(s)

1− e−σ̄(t)

]d1
p0(x

1
s,x

2:d,UM
s ,xd1+1:d

t )

p0(x
d1+1:d
t )

=

d1−1∑
k=0

Ck
d1−1

[
e−σ̄(s) − e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(s)

]k+1 [
1− e−σ̄(s)

1− e−σ̄(t)

]d1
p0(x

1
s,x

d1+1:d
t )

p0(x
d1+1:d
t )

=
e−σ̄(s) − e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(s)

[
1 +

e−σ̄(s) − e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(s)

]d1−1 [
1− e−σ̄(s)

1− e−σ̄(t)

]d1
p0(x

1
s,x

d1+1:d
t )

p0(x
d1+1:d
t )

=
e−σ̄(s) − e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)

p0(x
1
s,x

d1+1:d
t )

p0(x
d1+1:d
t )

=
e−σ̄(s) − e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
p0(x

1
s|x

d1+1:d
t ).

Here, we used the binomial expansion identity:

d1−1∑
k=0

Ck
d1−1

[
e−σ̄(s) − e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(s)

]k
=

[
1 +

e−σ̄(s) − e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(s)

]d1−1

.

Similarly, for x1s = [M]:

p1s|t([M]|xt) =
1− e−σ̄(s)

1− e−σ̄(t)
. (D.7)
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In general, we have

pis|t(x
i
s|xt) =


e−σ̄(s)−e−σ̄(t)

1−e−σ̄(t) p0(x
i
s|xUM

t ), xis ̸= [M], xit = [M],
1−e−σ̄(s)

1−e−σ̄(t) , xis = [M], xit = [M],

δxi
sx

i
t
, xit ̸= [M].

(D.8)

With trained cθ, we can use cθ(xt)[i, x
i
s] to approximate the true conditional distribution p0(xis|xUM

t )
and sample by Eq. (D.8).

D.3 Euler method and its simplified form in RADD

According to theory of CTMC [35, 26, 29], given a particular one-dimensional input xt, the transition
probabilities to xs can be approximately calculated using Eq. (2.1) and Eq. (2.7) as follows:

ps|t(xs|xt) = δxtxs + Q̃t(xt, xs)(t− s) + o(t− s), (D.9)

≈ δxtxs + Q̃t(xt, xs)(t− s), (D.10)
where

Q̃t(xt, xs) =

{
Qt(xs, xt)

pt(xs)
pt(xt)

, xt ̸= xs,

−
∑

k ̸=xt
Q̃t(xt, k), xt = xs.

(D.11)

Therefore, we can define the Euler approximation of the transition probability [26, 29]:

peuler
s|t (xs|xt) = δxtxs

+ Q̃t(xt, xs)(t− s) (D.12)

For multi-dimensional case, we factorize peuler
s|t (xs|xt) as

∏d
i=1 p

euler,i
s|t (xis|xt), where peuler,i

s|t (xis|xt)

is based on Eq. (D.12) which use xt to replace xt and x1t · · ·xis · · ·xdt to replace xs.

In the case of absorbing diffusion, similar to Tweedie-τ leaping method in Appendix D.2, we can use
Theorem 1 and Eq. (2.4) to simplify Eq. (D.12), which results in

peuler,i
s|t (xis|xt) =


σ(t) e−σ̄(t)

1−e−σ̄(t) (t− s)p0(xis|xUM
t ), if xis ̸= [M], xit = [M]

1− σ(t) e−σ̄(t)

1−e−σ̄(t) (t− s), if xis = [M], xit = [M]

δxi
sx

i
t
, xit ̸= [M].

(D.13)

In practice, we also use cθ(xt)[i, x
i
s] to approximate the true conditional distribution p0(xis|xUM

t )
when sampling from Eq. (D.13).

D.4 Equivalence of Tweedie τ -leaping and Euler method under log-linear noise schedule

By comparing Eq. (D.8) and Eq. (D.13), we observe that both the Tweedie τ -leaping and Euler
methods can be interpreted similarly:

• If xit is an unmasked token, keep it unchanged, i.e., xis = xit.
• If xit is a masked token, first determine whether it will be unmasked with a probability
ψ(t, s). If it is to be unmasked, then sample xis from p0(x

i
s|xUM

t ).

The only difference lies in the analytic form of ψ(t, s). For the two methods, according to Eqs. (D.8)
and (D.13), their corresponding ψ(t, s) are given as follows:

ψtweedie(t, s) =
e−σ̄(s) − e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
, (D.14)

ψeuler(t, s) = σ(t)
e−σ̄(t)

1− e−σ̄(t)
(t− s). (D.15)

In general cases, these two expressions are not equivalent. However, if we choose a log-linear noise
schedule σ̄(t) = 1− log (1− (1− ϵ)t), both Eq. (D.15) and Eq. (D.14) can be simplified to the same
form ψ(t, s) as follows:

ψ(t, s) =
t− s
t

, (D.16)

which shows that these two sampling methods are equivalent under a log-linear noise schedule.
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D.5 Discuss on the expectation of NFEs

In this part, we show that given the noise schedule σ(t) and a set of time steps {t0 = 0, · · · , tn = T},
the NFEs can be treated as a random variable with a calculable expected value for both Euler method
and Tweedie τ -leaping method.

Let l denote the length of the generated sequence and Nk ∈ {0, · · · , l} denote the number of
dimensions that x changed in [tk−1, tk). Without loss of generality, we first consider the unconditional
generation case where l = d. The NFEs, E-NFEs, and Nk can be expressed as

NFEs(n) =
n∑

k=1

I(Nk ̸= 0), (D.17)

E-NFEs(n) =
n∑

k=1

E[I(Nk ̸= 0)] =

n∑
k=1

P (Nk ̸= 0), (D.18)

Nk =

d∑
i=1

I(xitk−1
̸= [M], xitk = [M]). (D.19)

Furthermore, we note that the d dimensions are independent. According to Eqs. (D.8) and (D.13),
the probability p·,is|t([M]|xt) depends only on time and xit while independent of the other dimensions

of xt. Thus, p·,is|t([M]|xt) = p·,is|t([M]|xit). Therefore, whether a token changes from masked to
unmasked is independent across the d dimensions4:

p
(
I(x1s = [M]), · · · , I(xds = [M])|I(x1t = [M]), · · · , I(xdt = [M])

)
(D.20)

=

d∏
i=1

p
(
I(xis = [M])|I(xit = [M])

)
. (D.21)

Since xT consists entirely of masked tokens with probability one, each dimension of I(xitk−1
̸=

[M], xitk = [M]) is independent. Consequently, Nk follows a binomial distribution with parameters
d and rk, denoted as Nk ∼ Binomial(d, rk), where rk = p(xitk−1

̸= [M], xitk = [M]) represents
the probability that xi changes within the interval [tk−1, tk) in each dimension. Therefore, we can
further simplify Eq. (D.18):

E-NFEs(n) =
n∑

k=1

P (Nk ̸= 0) =

n∑
k=1

(1− (1− rk)d). (D.22)

By definition of rk and property of absorbing diffusion:

rk = p(xitk−1
̸= [M], xitk = [M]) (D.23)

= p(xitk−1
̸= [M]|xitk = [M])

n∏
j=k+1

p(xitj−1
= [M]|xitj = [M])p(xitn = [M]) (D.24)

=
(
1− p(xitk−1

= [M]|xitk = [M])
) n∏

j=k+1

p(xitj−1
= [M]|xitj = [M]). (D.25)

Eq. (D.25) can be determined given the sampling method and noise schedule.

For Tweedie τ -leaping, based on Eq. (D.8), we can derive that:

p(xitj−1
= [M]|xitj = [M]) =

1− e−σ̄(tj−1)

1− e−σ̄(tj)
. (D.26)

Therefore, we can express rk as

4The independence applies to whether a token changes from masked to unmasked. However, the specific
unmasked token a masked token changes to depends on other dimensions.
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rk = (
e−σ̄(tk−1) − e−σ̄(tk)

1− e−σ̄(tk)
)

n∏
j=k+1

(1− 1− e−σ̄(tj−1)

1− e−σ̄(tj)
) =

e−σ̄(tk−1) − e−σ̄(tk)

1− e−σ̄(tn)
. (D.27)

For the Euler method, based on Eq. (D.13), we can derive that:

p(xitj−1
= [M]|xitj = [M]) = 1− σ(tj)

e−σ̄(tj)

1− e−σ̄(tj)
(tj − tj−1). (D.28)

rk = (σ(tk)
e−σ̄(tk)

1− e−σ̄(tk)
(tk − tk−1))

n∏
j=k+1

(1− σ(tj)
e−σ̄(tj)

1− e−σ̄(tj)
(tj − tj−1)). (D.29)

For conditional generation cases where the generating sequence length l is less than the dimension d,
similar results hold. The only difference is that Nk ∼ Binomial(l, rk) and Eq. (D.22) changes to

E-NFEs(n) =
n∑

k=1

(1− (1− rk)l). (D.30)

Specifically, if we adopt a log-linear noise schedule and let tk = k
n , according to Appendix D.4, the

Euler method and Tweedie τ -leaping method are equivalent. In this case, Eq. (D.27) simplifies to 1
n .

Substituting this result into Eq. (D.22), we obtain

E-NFEs(n) =
n∑

k=1

(1− (1− 1

n
)l) = n(1− (1− 1

n
)l). (D.31)

E Discussion for mean parameterization and RADD

Equivalence of modeling Analogous to the x0 prediction in continuous state diffusion models,
Austin et al. [20] and Campbell et al. [26] used the mean parameterization µθ(xt, t) to learn the the
reverse density pi0|t(x

i
0|xt), i = 1 · · · d. According to the analytic form of reverse distribution in

Eq. (D.8), letting s = 0, we have:

pi0|t(x
i
0|xt) =


p0(x

i
0|xUM

t ), xi0 ̸= [M], xit = [M],

0, xi0 = [M], xit = [M],

δxi
0x

i
t
, xit ̸= [M].

(E.1)

This shows that the mean prediction is equivalent to learning conditional distributions on clean
data. In conjunction with our discussion in Section 3.1, the mean parameterization should be time-
independent, denoted as µθ(xt), and is equivalent to our reparameterized cθ(xt). Empirical results
He et al. [25] and Sahoo et al. [47], which demonstrate that the time-independent model µθ(xt)
performs well, also validate our theory.

Equivalence of training objectives Shi et al. [42] proved that the training loss for score parameter-
ization (i.e., DSE loss) and mean parameterization (i.e., negative ELBO loss) is equivalent.

Equivalence of sampling methods Comparing our Appendix D.2 with Shi et al. [42], Sahoo et al.
[47], it is evident that the Tweedie τ -leaping method for score parameterization is equivalent to the
sampling method for mean prediction as follows:

qθ(xs|xt) = p(xs|xt, x0 = µ(xt)) =

{
Cat(xs;xt), xt ̸= [M],

Cat(xs; 1−αs

1−αt
e[M] +

αs−αt

1−αt
µ(xt)), xt = [M].

(E.2)

Here, αt represents the probability of a token remaining unmasked at time t, which equals e−σ̄(t) for
score parameterization. Therefore, Eq. (E.2) and Eq. (D.8) is equivalent.
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F Algorithms for training and sampling

Algorithm 1 Unconditional Sampling

Require: Network cθ, noise schedule σ, time range [0, T ], step size ∆t
t← T , xT ← [M] . . . [M], ccache ← cθ(xt).
while t > 0 do

if Use Euler then
Construct transition densities peuler,i

t−∆t|t(x
i
t−∆t|xt) by Eq. (D.13) with ccache.

xit−∆t ∼ Cat(peuler,i
t−∆t|t(x

i
t−∆t|xt)) for all xit = [M], xit−∆t ← xit for all xit ̸= [M].

end if
if Use Tweedie τ -leaping then

Construct transition densities pit−∆t|t(x
i
t−∆t|xt) by Eq. (D.8) with ccache.

xit−∆t ∼ Cat(pit−∆t|t(x
i
t−∆t|xt)) for all xit = [M], xit−∆t ← xit for all xit ̸= [M] .

end if
if xt−∆t ̸= xt then
ccache ← cθ(xt).

end if
t← t−∆t.

end while

Algorithm 2 Conditional Sampling

Require: Network cθ, noise schedule σ, time [0, T ], step size ∆t, Prompt spaces Ω and tokens T .
t← T , construct xT with xΩ

T = T and xΩ̄
T = [M], ccache ← cθ(xt).

while t > 0 do
if Use Euler then

Construct transition densities peuler,i
t−∆t|t(x

i
t−∆t|xt) by Eq. (D.13) with ccache.

xit−∆t ∼ Cat(peuler,i
t−∆t|t(x

i
t−∆t|xt)) for all xit = [M], xit−∆t ← xit for all xit ̸= [M] .

end if
if Use Tweedie τ -leaping then

Construct transition densities pit−∆t|t(x
i
t−∆t|xt) by Eq. (D.8) with ccache.

xit−∆t ∼ Cat(pit−∆t|t(x
i
t−∆t|xt)) for all xit = [M], xit−∆t ← xit for all xit ̸= [M] .

end if
if xt−∆t ̸= xt then
ccache ← cθ(xt).

end if
t← t−∆t.

end while

Algorithm 3 Training (t-DCE Loss)

Require: Network cθ, noise schedule σ, time [0, T ], samples from data distribution pdata
repeat
x0 ∼ pdata, t ∼ U([0, T ]).
Construct xt by ξi ∼ Bernoulli(e−σ̄(t)), xit = I(ξi = 1)xi0 + I(ξi = 0)[M].
Calculate Lθ(xt,x0) =

∑
xi
t=[M]−σ(t)

e−σ̄(t)

1−e−σ̄(t) log
(

e−σ̄(t)

1−e−σ̄(t) cθ(xt)[i, x
i
0]
)

.
Calculate∇θL(xt, x0) and run optimizer.

until converged
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Algorithm 4 Training (λ-DCE Loss)

Require: Network cθ, samples from data distribution pdata
repeat
x0 ∼ pdata, λ ∼ U([0, 1]).
Construct xλ by ξi ∼ Bernoulli(1− λ), xiλ = I(ξi = 1)xi0 + I(ξi = 0)[M].
Calculate Lθ(xλ,x0) =

∑
xi
λ=[M]−

1
λ log

(
cθ(xλ)[i, x

i
0]
)
.

Calculate∇θL(xλ, x0) and run optimizer.
until converged

G Experimental details

G.1 Model details

We implemented our RADD model based on the SEDD architecture, an encoder-only transformer
model [53, 54]. Our model incorporates rotary positional encoding [55] but excludes all parts related
to time conditioning (i.e., TimeEmbedding, adaLN-zero block [56]). Instead, we added a softmax
operation at the end of the neural network to ensure the output is a valid conditional distribution. Our
modification resulted in a reduction of 7 million parameters, leading to an 8% decrease from the
original 90 million non-embedding parameters of the SEDD small model.

G.2 Training details

We trained our RADD-DSE model following the configuration settings from [29]. The training
configuration is as follows:

• Batch Size: 512
• Learning Rate: 3× 10−4

• Exponential Moving Average (EMA):0.9999
• Gradient Clipping: Gradient norm clipped to 1
• Warmup Schedule: Applied for the first 2500 iterations
• weight decay: 0
• dropout rate: 0.1

For the models RADD-t-DCE, RADD-λ-DCE, and RADD-AO, we referenced the hyperparameters
from [42]. The modifications included setting the weight decay to 0.03 and the dropout rate to
0.02. Due to limited computational resources, we did not conduct a hyperparameter search and
ran experiments directly with these configurations. Further hyperparameter tuning may improve
performance.

We trained on nodes of 32 V100 32G GPUs with float16 precision.

G.3 Unconditional Generation Details

For unconditional generation, we employed a log-linear noise schedule. As illustrated in Section 3.2,
the Euler method and the Tweedie τ -leaping method are equivalent under this case. In practice, the
implementation of the Euler method and the Tweedie τ -leaping method remains the same for RADD
but differs for SEDD. So we measure the perplexity of SEDD by Tweedie τ -leaping method which
performs slightly better while it suffices to measure the perplexity of RADD once.

The following procedures were used for generating samples:

• RADD Small: We generated 1024 samples to calculate the average value.
• SEDD Small: We utilized the results provided for steps less than 2048 and performed our

evaluation at 4096 steps.

No annealing methods (e.g., top-p or top-k sampling) were applied in our sampling process.
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G.4 Further evaluation of generative perplexity

Runtime Comparison To assess inference efficiency, we measured the inference time on a single
NVIDIA 4090 GPU with a batch size of 8, averaged over 1024 samples. The results are summarized
in Table 3.

Across all sampling steps, the RADD model consistently required the shortest sampling time while
maintaining similar perplexity levels to the SEDD model. Quantitatively, RADD achieved a speed-up
of 2.5 to 3.5 times, as shown in Table 3. These findings align with the analysis of the E-NFEs in Fig. 1,
validating the effectiveness of the RADD model and the caching strategy. They also demonstrate the
practical implications of our Theorem 1.

Table 3: Average inference time per sample with varying sampling steps. The table compares
the average inference time (in seconds) for the SEDD small model using both Euler and Tweedie
τ -leaping (T-τ ) sampling methods, and the RADD small model under a log-linear noise schedule
with a caching strategy.

Methods Metrics 32 64 128 256 512 1024 2048 4096

SEDD (euler) Time(s) 0.48 0.87 1.67 3.25 6.41 12.74 25.42 50.86
PPL 155 105 81 66 53 43 35 28

SEDD (T-τ ) Time(s) 0.38 0.68 1.28 2.47 4.85 9.61 19.14 38.20
PPL 151 104 81 65 52 42 34 28

RADD (cache) Time(s) 0.33 0.54 0.94 1.68 2.97 5.15 8.73 14.88
PPL 158 110 83 67 54 44 35 28

Sampling as any-order autoregressive models As outlined in Theorem 1, cθ can be interpreted
as a conditional distribution over clean data. One natural approach is to use this directly for gener-
ating samples, similar to any-order autoregressive models. However, there are d! possible ways to
decompose the joint distribution into conditional distributions. We tested three representative cases:

• forward: p(x1 · · ·xd) =
∏d

k=1 p(x
k|x(<k))

• backward: p(x1 · · ·xd) =
∏d

k=1 p(x
k|x(>k))

• random: π ∼ Uπ , p(x1 · · ·xd) =
∏d

k=1 p(x
π(k)|xπ(<k))

The results are presented in Table 4. Perplexity was calculated as the average over 1024 samples.
For the random case, we calculated the average perplexity across different randomly generated
π. Generally, we found that directly sampling from the conditional distribution resulted in higher
perplexity compared to Tweedie τ -leaping or the Euler method with similar computational costs.
Among the different decomposition orders, the forward order demonstrated the best performance.

Table 4: Quality of unconditionally generated text evaluated by perplexity (↓). For a fixed model,
the best perplexity is bolded.

Method RADD-t-DCE RADD-λ-DCE

Forward 102.90 98.07
Backward 118.86 113.56
Random 108.11 111.02

H Additional experimental results

H.1 Additional samples

Additional unconditionally and conditionally generated text of RADD-t-DCE and RADD-λ-DCE are
reported in Figs. 3 to 6. All samples are generated with 1024 steps under a log-linear noise schedule.
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case feature — NBC is making this year the second season of the show — in addition, would
include the Sesame Street Family, where a son is given to him and Sara, Tamina, Rh June.
Haley didn’t learn from as accurately as she had anticipated.
“You kind of had Harmon known – ‘trust us, we’re going to hear the future of the show
as well. . . ’ But you didn’t know what their plan is and then get back to it,” Harmon said.
“The producers found themselves put together stories that were very complicated for me to
get a plan about.”
Rhodes Harmon has stated that Tamina is part of the show’s legacy, and had a half known
how much tidings flowed about Sara’s development. So, she wouldn’t get too much chance
to play as Sara and Tamina in the family that is currently intact.
“I was very excited with what I saw,” she said. “Usually it never tried to be a commercial. . .
often it was just a very side show. I thought I had something in Fortune but hadn’t thought
of in a while, and it was a big opportunity.
“Tara is a wonderful guy, and great,” she continued. “It was a little weird that I was thinking
that everything, his little things, will be important, but if he did it to prompt the fan base
to say, like, Tamina would have been good for her, but then the whole family would have
been good for her? I love it. You know, she wants something beyond your radar and it’s
a huge puzzle right now that Tamina and the characters will travel as well if anything bad
happens.”
The documentary Roots is produced at the BBC1 Family Store March 7, in Los Angeles.
Another post-decade question about whether or not her husband is going to be the show’s
father is completely unknown, but Harmon said say it’s time for season’s last special episode,
The Taste for Truth, at the end of the year and watch with a twist in the show’s season
finale.
The possibility is closed that the show’s music program is on only Sunday nights through
October, which is not the point that will soon be reset.
The big point, “either call it,” said, is Harmon is still the character of Rh June, and that
nobody in the family had expected this character to show up on time because of the television
series.
“It’s a major shift in the show’s run,” Harmon crowed. “He has got the level of enthusiasm
that he will have on the rest of the show and it’s because of the lasting relationship that
Steve and I have always spoken about, we are parents and grandparents.”
She’s still waiting to “when we were going to get this up together,” she said. “On Friday,
we had the first primetime premiere for City Haze. We had a chance to look forward to new
things. What will be the new focus for the 10 years the main show is largely being decided,
but I think the foundation is stronger and expanded.”
Workh Harmon doesn’t think she’ll be part of the conversations from creators and fans about
both their place and future if she can’t hear roses. “The new Roots material, the first episode
in mid-June, looks forward to continually hearing and analyzing feedback and perspectives
from fans and creators around the world to better understand what is so significant about
the project and the show’s future in NBC Family,” Harmon said, in a statement from NBC’s
office.
The same content is cut-and-taped in numerous TV channels, including simul and small-
parties, but until traditional TV can be launched in the United States, it would be down
on the global audience as the channel has had to push over the past few years as it seeks to
become America’s largest network by featuring more entertainment, highly marketed and
exclusive content for all genres.
Today’s launch date is telling because so much saturation was made about the show’s im-
pact and concern that it would risk pushing away many of the goals that NBC realized
with the original Original Series. Harmon, however, might defend that course. With
the first chances, she and NBC will do what they need to to help stabilize its financial
means and lead toward its selfconciliation to TV platforms on cable and broadcast plat-
forms.<|endoftext|>NOVEMBER 30 2011 eCHANNEL - -X
Workers outside a rally against Obamacare held last Thursday December 30, 2016 in St.
Paul St, MN

Figure 3: Unconditionally generated text of RADD-t-DCE.
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Hi, my name is iph js. I live in Boise Idaho, offensive to people. I would love to have my
wife and old care for me simultaneously, as I was brought up to be with me.
It’s an amazing experience! Honestly, I wish they could be a nice lady. Here is a truly lovely
world where I missed it to be. A perfect family. Heather and Richard married. They are
very lucky. Heather has given birth a baby, and I have been her husband. Over take it, lose
Am I.
I have had a problem with this experience for some time. I feel like I cry nearly every
day. I almost go to sleep, except I know that my face goes crazy. I have invaded my
body with some form of cruelty, based on the presence of a certain gender. Sometimes you
choose different women differently because does you think you are treated as equal? In a
self-inflicted mistake, I was raped, so from that situation you should probably point more
toward me. I wasn’t interested in hurting Heather if we were going anywhere.
Let me tell you something... I could not attend Heather Canyon Nationals as comfortably
as I did taking my wife’s side while skiing. I loved the place and will always do. I miss living
on there, so this will not be okay. And I do hope you could do as well. Have a wonderful
day.
photo
The baby was about the size of a heart! It was so tiny that I’ve just read it was going to
bring the baby here, so I knew where it was going to come with us. As I saw it, it would be
about this size:
We concluded our baby together, and peace! And as Heather began my babyhood, just
focus on it now. I time it is something serious I care about. My whole body will show me
there! <3
photo
Now for the video, here is a women’s side shot, and then I did take a full shot
later.<|endoftext|>Uncles at high speeds are thrust out from rubble under large plates
moving fogboats and water in every direction along the coast and within the ocean. This
is called a typhoon effect. The vast majority do it unscientific, probably not because some
sort of machine scanner will come across a typhoon in most cases. But just this past the
massive quake of 6.225 magnitude struck on Niigata Island near Fukushima Washi in Japan.
The customs agency reports a “6. 6, magnitude 6-8 quake” But this event might be different
which seamounts fogmail and accumulations 2,700 pounds in every inch of salt in northern
Okinawa.
Literont, Professor of M geography at the National Meteorological Institute, predicts that a
wave might occur here. He suggests that a compensating flow path will be reached by one
wave along the coast rising vertically to around 50 meters (90 feet). The vertical waves will
then appear waves of water washing down along the oceanside, northern part of the ocean
covered. A so-called typhoon will twincross Japan with wave after waves and merge with
the South Pacific to liquefy large bodies of water in the coast, he said on Saturday. This
gives an important lesson about the salinity. The “Blumen-loz tsunami” also contains the
ancient debris which collapsed and destroyed the ancient tomb while covering the five-by-old
wall of the mill.
The National Meteorological Institute, Philaeological Experts Society of Gujarati Barrier
Seographers and Surcommunity Recognition Foundation are appealing for special financial
support in the area for their current programs. This opportunity teaches the importance
of focus on cyclical experience in the present time. We should also be able to learn more
about the distinctness of the ocean.
It is very appropriate to graduate the student of the School of Japanese Ocean Scientists
and the Xinalhi Hua School of Japan. I want to give thanks for our prayer and for the
support for our effort. However, it is neither his nor his average. I just want to write some
answers that describe the skills of my student, that are here to spark the discussion and
debate among my students and the peers who know the importance of our work. Let’s see
if you find what you think worthy of the people of the land in question.
The award: This award was firsted by a special grant of the National Academy of Social
Sciences, being transferred to the Institute in Macao (available online at 06.04.2017).<|end-
oftext|>For domain which is held by Planet Empire, the mandate of a bot is for raising
new asset in order to start new and profitable bots, as such are following on a number of
events represented have contacted us: past 7 months. ONLY EVENTS: Evolution, some
hate storms [Friday, May 29, 06:01 AM GMT].
In this provides ‘nukfall’ of the fact that this server can always operate in continuous-time.
Figure 4: Conditionally generated text of RADD-t-DCE. Prompt tokens are highlighted in blue.
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people. Can I say to those, who don’t support me, what about you?
Yeah: That’s really tough [for them]. . . . thing like that takes like, three months and eight
years.
Q: Growing up in a country that you look up, and you constantly feel like something, that
you are out there no one has ever told you to be. This happens at times in the United
States. Do you think there you will or will go to be so different?
Yeah: It’s weird. Sometimes you see that. Sometimes people say “Shame you mother.” And
sometimes there is just such a big animal. It’s kind of weird. . .
But if you take into account all of the stuff that is there, it’s kind of insane. So it’s not good
how it could go. I think it is really crazy that it might be so strange. I just think the US
has a good of people – those are amazing people. There are other people already gone.
Q: Do you find it something you have to understand is why they say you need to be different?
Yeah: Well, I mean, there are experiences that are overrated. It’s emotions and stuff,
because they aren’t so out.
You don’t need you as a person to be different. You don’t necessarily have to be yourself
like other people. People have to teach you a lot of things. Because you can’t get off people
like people do. And when they become powerful, they have more power, so competition is
your thing.
Listen: Not all of it is true. Yeah. Yeah. I’m. Absolutely, going through it.
Q: Hates you have to be a specialist in the Pentagon.
Yeah: It is very, very different people. He’s one of my best friends in the military. It is
pretty important to him – what he hasn’t said isn’t meant to be real. He didn’t want to
be something like that and create either wounds in this world or in his mind about what’s
going on. What I wanted to say is not to give up, but to try the subject of life.
This stream is produced music by Indiewire.
Klay plays a full show in early July in Phoenix and Los Angeles. It sounds convenient
to hear me. If you are stronger, go to it. For more information on broadcasting and
what our next evening is now to Uneech, which is another podcast player that will be
your earpiece for our interview. Reach out @Maku Independent News and subscribe on
iTunes<|endoftext|>WASHINGTON – The White House appears to be “unanimously” or-
dering FBI Director James Comey to turn over documents under House Senate oversight
that experts they have drafted to create a domestic scandal that has reportedly mired two
agencies.
A senior Republican lawmaker was asked about whether Comey was able to have the gov-
ernment hand over a document at the president’s request and have a congressional inquiry
as such. And Director James Clapper responded based on CIA director reports that the
documents were reportedly “publicly requested.”
Speaking to Fox News: “He is out there on Twitter and drafted his document, he asked,
and that has its own element of patriotism and a mystery in it,” Clapper replied. “When a
rogue document was quickly drafted by the president, it’s what went on.”
Asked with the Republican senators about Spicer’s remarks, the head today of the Senate
Board of intelligence said: “We’re going to continually look at what’s happening. And
constantly things goes on.”
In his Friday press conference, before opening himself to questions, Clapper appeared to
only issue one when it was solely about Russia. He comments DOJ Director Rod Rosen-
stein “flatly denies allegations that Russian actors meddled in our presidential election.” He
pointed to a decision media release documents depicting that James Comey ordered for
heads of all three agencies to step down after he told Comey he would investigate such
matters.
Also speaking to The Washington Post, Clapper wrote on Twitter: “When it goes to your
President Trump, the problem is too complex for me, the problem is, there’s an entire con-
troversy surrounding the election of President Donald Trump.” Clapper said that according
to The Washington Times, he has spoken with several American Intelligence’s including
Vice Chairman Michael Flynn, the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs and the former Director of
the Intelligence Committee who gave classified information to Trump.
Russia-intelligence members of the Senate Intelligence Committee, including Clapper, be-
lieve they could have handed over classified information to the president even if they hadn’t
been briefed.
“I suspect when him

Figure 5: Unconditionally generated text of RADD-λ-DCE.
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I have a urn I am free to respect. And let you respect that.<|endoftext|>Join Dr. Submarine
in the Arc de thanger home. - Meet a Moscow dealer twice, with Johnny O’ (Top Shot
Teacher), an ex-Killer, the best-riest detective of his generation. Then meet the face of
(Dirty Six), a seasoned (to-day) noob. Innovations: acting, hind, nick presence - scene from
1970 wearing a suit in his classless forties
““The Source of All Information”, a classic movie Hitchcock, is expanding its break massively
with both a live and theatrical release.
Treasured by filmmaker Thomas Newby, 76, is produced by Meryl Streep, Loretta Cohen
and Anton Bukovid, making a return to Whyte Huy.
They reprise the various 1970 novels from Hitchcock films, including “Sleepless Prince” vs.
“Moice” from the “Skergirl” dollhouse where Cary Grant made the infamous Tony Hurt-
later-landed rooftops “The Dark Dog in the Pacific Northwest”.
Tuesday’s director, Harold Paul projects Hollywood legend actor Tom Peckerman (Mark
Ho), as the series’ Long-Space agent, “His Heart is Subjective” to put the character end.
He is played by historian Scar Samson. Featuring partner, new boss Monica Ringling, whose
“The Dangers of Life” serves as the board rewrite of “Heebbles the Pale King” originally
written by Lutz.
K-Scout is being directed by Academy Award winning economist Paul Thomard, who di-
rected it from the Eccles Motor. Last year we looked at three of Hitchcock’s finest short
films, Almost, Handsome (more recently became a play-action film by John Emery) themed
around a tall and handsome star.
Amavi is responsible for the new theatrical releases with reprising production of 1979 classic
“” of Good Work”.
The film is directed by Abraham Bidder at the Eryphrome in Toronto and produced by
Chris Falkenberg with friends Amavi/Jobby Graff. Falkenberg has an audience of 22,100.
Newby inherited these years earlier in his death on Sept. Indians, this film adaptation
shown at a Zadan Brothers movieset and lit on the landscape. Characters from the positive,
anamorph sera by Alfred Hitchcock’s famous biographers, stand on display on sets. “The
most striking moment of the season is the Dr. Submarine’ lines, taken in only a fraction
of a second and dazzling shot” when acting choreographer Fred Tikner tweeted. “Jasper
Heinrich is present with both eyes, and every aspect of the visual picked out with the robotic
extractor mechanism.
“In one, moving draft, the lead role played elegantly by an David Edwards like ‘Master of
Blues II’esque by Christian B. Meyer sports a transparent persona of a given-the-hill cop
who instead tries to seduce to have.”
Rewards will be distributed by Parout Films and Time Films.
Producers, Thomas Newby and Blake Titus will work for the plaintiff and those who would
themselves, and look at those who devoted Ted Hozzi to his credit. Also includes “Mikael
Ginsberg”; Hungry and Captain Sherrod/”Canum Mayor”; Gibraltar by Jason Lindber-
Malabon.<|endoftext|>The European Court has raised the matter of using technology such
as websites to initiate the censorship standoff on the basis of Russian-American-won Europe
that could lead to ongoing civil war over increasingly basic question such as your laptop and
the Internet.
The Protect Big Brother is introduced in Quantico in 2006 (Dialogue to Fight Rights in
California) by the Italian Social Democratic Party. It was formulated to fulfill public hope
and freedom and validate the real concept of freedom to square the democratic concept of
press freedom and expression.
Leveraging the the authorities’ surveillance and warning of Fascism’s and allied tendencies
in light of witnessing of the directness of the political movements and official mainlines is
no easy task.
But the occasion demands the re-evaluation of principles that – in the case of National
Security Executive Agency (NSA), NNSA), the only gravest threat to the political party
without wasting time with playing or political speech.
Meanwhile is Antonio Kassiano Nuovo put it that, “This is a movement now. Europe’s
people should cry for it in the near future. We need representative democracy, of vision
for participation and of respect for how important are achieving something economic and
possible.
“This requires putting an emphasis on the preservation of the speech and freedom in a joint
framework.
Figure 6: Conditionally generated text of RADD-λ-DCE. Prompt tokens are highlighted in blue.
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