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ABSTRACT

Generating realistic videos with diffusion transformers demands significant computation, with attention layers
becoming the central bottleneck. Even producing a short clip requires running a transformer over a very long
sequence of embeddings, e.g., more than 30K embeddings for a 5-second video. These long sequence lengths
thus incur significant compute latencies. Prior work aims to mitigate this bottleneck by exploiting sparsity in the
attention layers to reduce the computation required. However, these works typically rely on block-sparse attention,
which skips score computation only when all entries in a block of attention scores (corresponding to M queries
and M keys, with M = 64 typically) are zero. This coarse-granular skipping of attention scores does not fully
exploit sparsity in the attention map and leaves significant room for improvement.

In this work, we propose FG-Attn, a sparse attention mechanism for long-context diffusion transformers that
leverages sparsity at a fine granularity. Unlike block-sparse attention, which skips entire M x M blocks, our
approach skips computations at the granularity of M X 1 slices of the attention map. Each slice is produced as a
result of query-key dot products between a block of query vectors and a single key. To implement our proposed
sparse attention mechanism, we construct a new highly efficient bulk-load operation called asynchronous-gather
load. This load operation gathers a sparse set of relevant key-value vectors from memory and arranges them into
packed tiles in the GPU’s shared memory. In this manner, only a sparse set of keys relevant to those queries are
loaded into shared memory when computing attention for a block of queries, in contrast to loading full blocks
of key tokens in block-sparse attention. Our fine-grained sparse attention, applied to video diffusion models,
achieves an average 1.55x (up to 1.65x) speedup for 5 second, 480p videos, and an average 1.41x (up to 1.49x) for

5 second, 720p videos on a single H100 GPU.

Code: https://github.com/sankeerth95/FG-Attn

1 INTRODUCTION

Media generation models in deep learning are highly ef-
fective at capturing complex data distributions, such as
videos (Wan et al., 2025; Kong et al., 2024), audio (Kong
et al., 2020), 3D models (Zhao et al., 2025), and im-
ages (Esser et al., 2024b;a; Chen et al., 2023). When trained
on real-world data, these models can generate realistic con-
tent, representing a major advancement in synthetic media
generation. They enable a wide range of applications, such
as advanced video editing, intuitive 3D modeling, and the
creation of immersive 3D environments.

Video generation is a popular media generation task pow-
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ered by diffusion models, a family of deep learning ap-
proaches that iteratively refine random-noise inputs to pro-
duce a sample of a data distribution. Diffusion models learn
the score function (Section 2.1) of a complex data distribu-
tion using a parameterized function. In video generation,
the data distribution is the set of real-world videos, and
the parameterized function is typically a vision transformer
(ViT) (Dosovitskiy et al., 2020), referred to as a diffusion
transformer (DiT) (Peebles & Xie, 2023).

Videos are generated by iteratively refining (or denoising)
the latent space representation of the video. This is done
in two steps: First, the latent-space representation of video
frames, represented as a sequence of embedding vectors,
are initialized with random noise. Each embedding vector
typically corresponds to a latent representation of (H, W)
patches of pixels across F' frames of the video. Second,
these embeddings are iteratively refined by the transformer.
At each step, the transformer takes as input the current em-
bedding sequence, and produces a cleaner sequence of vec-
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tors that becomes the input for the next iteration. Through
this repeated denoising process, the embeddings gradu-
ally converge to the latent representation of realistic video
frames. Finally, the refined embedding sequence is decoded
back into the pixel space to synthesize the video.

Even a short, low-resolution video requires a very large
number of embedding vectors. For example, state-of-the-art
video DiT models such as Wan 2.1 (Wan et al., 2025) en-
codes a 5-second video at 720p resolution and 16 fps using
74000 embeddings. On a single H100 GPU, the Wan 2.1
1.3B model requires 5 minutes of runtime for transformer
evaluation, and the Wan 2.1 14B model requires over 25
minutes.

A significant portion of this latency is attributed to com-
puting the attention layers of the transformer (91% of the
runtime for this example with Wan 2.1). Since the attention
computation scales quadratically with embedding count,
longer or higher resolution videos incur significantly larger
processing latencies. For instance, generating a 10-second
video at 720p and 16 fps requires roughly twice as many
embeddings, resulting in about four times the runtime. Thus,
as the embeddings increase, the runtime becomes increas-
ingly dominated by computation in the attention layer. In
Wan 2.1 (Wan et al., 2025) 1.3B, attention layers take 76%
of the runtime to produce 49 frames, and 91% for 81 frames
of video.

The inputs to attention layers, however, contain significant
redundancies. As shown in Fig.1, computing only 20% of
the attention scores per head still produces a valid video
with no noticeable loss in quality. Note that the generated
video frames are slightly different because the denoising
process is sensitive to small perturbations in early denoising
iterations, and the diffusion model with sparse attention
scores still captures the same video distribution.

Several works (Xu et al., 2025; Li et al., 2025; Yang et al.,
2025; Xi et al., 2025; Zhang et al., 2025b) exploit this re-
dundancy to accelerate video generation. Recent methods
such as RadialAttention (Li et al., 2025), X-attention (Xu
et al., 2025), and SparseVideoGen (Xi et al., 2025) observe
that the most important attention scores are typically con-
centrated in static regions of the attention map, particularly
around the diagonal (Section 2.2) across all attention layers.
They propose using static masks for attention layers, requir-
ing computing only a fraction of the scores. This makes
attention computation more efficient and speeds up video
generation. However, because these methods skip a fixed
subset of attention scores at each head, they may also omit
essential scores. To address this limitation, another line
of work, e.g., Video Sparse Attention (VSA) (Zhang et al.,
2025b), proposes to infer the attention mask dynamically at
runtime, and use this mask in block sparse attention. They
introduce additional parameters to the model, enabling it to

learn the attention mask (i.e., the set of attention scores to
compute).

Both the static and learned mask approaches described
above typically rely on block sparse attention (Section 3.2)
as the underlying sparse attention mechanism. Block sparse
attention implementations in literature (Guo et al., 2024;
Ye et al., 2025; Hong et al., 2023; Dao et al., 2022; Wang
et al., 2024; Dong et al., 2024) skip computing attention
scores between all pairs of M query tokens and M key
tokens, where M is a hardware-dependent parameter, at
each attention head. In practice, this often means skipping
entire 64 x 64 blocks of attention scores, where M = 64
to match underlying GPU hardware parameters for efficient
GPU implementations. While this approach provides some
acceleration, it is only effective if all scores in the skipped
block are guaranteed to be near zero.

We instead propose to leverage sparsity at a finer granularity
which would offer much greater opportunity for reducing
computation. For instance, skipping 16 x 16 blocks of at-
tention can reduce the FLOP count by up to 70%, compared
to only about 15% when using 64 x 64 blocks, without no-
ticeably affecting video generation quality (see Section 3.2).
Similarly, skipping 128 x 1 slices of query-key dot products
(at bfloat16 precision) can reduce FLOPs by as much as
55%. These findings suggest that exploiting fine-grained
sparsity in attention computation can yield substantially
greater speedups than current coarse-grained block sparse
implementations.

Figure 1. Left: A video frame from Wan 2.1 (Wan et al., 2025)
for the prompt “horse bending and drinking water from a lake”.
Right: The same model generates a similar video using only 20%
of attention scores per head, achieving comparable results with a
fraction of the FLOPs.

In this work, we aim to develop a fine-grained sparse at-
tention mechanism to accelerate diffusion model inference.
Our goals are to: (1) design an efficient sparse attention
mechanism that skips computing attention scores for faster
runtimes at a finer granularity, i.e, skip computing smaller
sets of attention scores at a time, compared to block sparse
attention, and (2) propose a mechanism to identify which
sets of attention scores need to be computed or skipped, i.e,
determine a sparse attention mask for our attention mecha-
nism.

To this end, we introduce FG-Attn, an efficient fine-grained
sparse attention mechanism for diffusion transformer mod-



els. The key idea is to skip computing scores corresponding
to slices of size M x 1 of the attention map, instead of the
M x M blocks as in current sparse attention implementa-
tions. This results in skipping computation for attention
scores produced by one key and a group of M contiguous
queries. Such fine-grained skipping allows for discarding a
larger number of insignificant attention score computations.
The key challenges in achieving this are: (i) Mapping our
sliced sparse attention strategy onto modern GPUs while
incurring negligible overhead and maintaining high device
utilization. This is difficult because naive implementations
of fine-grained sparsity may incur irregular memory access
and data movement, which can drastically reduce GPU hard-
ware utilization. (ii) Computing a fine-grained attention
mask that reliably identifies slices of attention scores which
can be safely skipped.

For (i), efficient GPU attention implementations (FlashAt-
tention (Dao et al., 2022)) typically load a block (usually
a multiple of 64 x 64) of queries and keys from high-
bandwidth memory (HBM) into on-chip SRAM before us-
ing tensor cores to compute pairwise query—key dot prod-
ucts. To efficiently skip insignificant slices of attention
scores, however, we must load only the sparse set of rele-
vant keys and values for a group of queries from HBM into
SRAM. To make effective use of tensor cores, these loaded
keys and values must be packed into SRAM in an appro-
priate format expected by the tensor core. To enable this,
we construct a new load primitive, which we call the asyn-
chronous gather-load, that loads a sparse set of key/value
vectors into an SRAM in the format required by the tensor
core (as a tile, with a swizzled layout). Since modern GPUs
lack hardware support (e.g., Tensor Memory Accelerator,
TMA) for accelerated address generation to load a sparse set
of vectors, we emulate the asynchronous gather-load using
existing asynchronous load instructions on the H100 GPU.

For (ii), we propose two training-free strategies to iden-
tify the set of keys to load for a given group of queries.
Our first strategy takes inspiration from prior works that
apply caching techniques to accelerate diffusion model in-
ference. We observe that, within each attention head, the
query—key pairs yielding significant attention scores remain
largely stable across denoising iterations. Leveraging this,
in the first denoising iteration, we compute the full attention
map, identify the significant slices of attention scores via
thresholding, and then reuse this information in subsequent
denoising iterations in our sparse attention mechanism.

A limitation of this approach is the HBM overhead required
to store cached masks. To mitigate this overhead, we also
introduce a second lightweight altenative strategy. For a
group of queries q1, g2, - - . , ¢, We only compute dot prod-
ucts with a key if the group’s mean query, ¢mean, 1S likely
to yield a significant attention score. Thus, instead of eval-

uating all keys, we load only the top-%k keys determined
by their score against gmean (Section 4.4). This heuristic is
motivated by the observation that nearby embeddings tend
to produce similar query distributions, allowing us to safely
approximate with far fewer key computations.

We demonstrate that FG-Attn enables faster video genera-
tion without sacrificing the output quality of the video. On
state-of-art text-to-video generation models, we show that
FG-Attn speeds up the video generation time by up to 1.65x
(1.48x on average). Our contributions are:

* We demonstrate that video diffusion models contain
a significant amount of fine-grain sparsity in their at-
tention maps that are not leveraged by existing block
sparse attention methods.

We introduce the first slice-based sparse attention
mechanism that can practically exploit fine-grained
sparsity on modern GPUs. To support this, we design
a novel asynchronous gather-load primitive, which effi-
ciently assembles sparse key/value vectors into tensor-
core-compatible tiles, overcoming the overheads of
irregular memory access.

* We demonstrate that sparsity patterns remain stable
across denoising iterations, enabling a cache-based
thresholding strategy that avoids recomputation while
preserving accuracy.

* We propose two lightweight strategies for sparse mask
generation that operate entirely without retraining.
This ensures FG-Attn is directly applicable to exist-
ing state-of-the-art video DiTs.

* We show that our sliced attention mechanism can
fully supersede existing block-sparse attention meth-
ods, achieving performance equivalent to or better than
all prior coarse-grained approaches with negligible ac-
curacy loss.

2 BACKGROUND
2.1 Video Diffusion Transformer Models

Diffusion models are a class of deep learning models that fit
a score function, which is the gradient of the log probability
of the data distribution x4, i.e., s(xq) = Vl0g(pdata) US-
ing a parameterized model. Latent space diffusion models
fit the score function of the latent space representation of the
data, denoted by x. The latent space representation consists
of embedding vectors that can be decoded to or encoded
from a data sample using an autoencoder. Fig. 2a shows
how video can be encoded into a sequence of embedding
vectors. Videos can be encoded into a set of high-dimension
embedding vectors using a variational autoencoder model,



with each vector encoding information from a patch of pix-
els across a small set of frames. This set of embedding
vectors can then be flattened to form a single sequence of
embedding vectors. We use the terms “latent space diffu-
sion models” and “diffusion models” interchangeably in this
discussion.
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(a) A set of noisy video frames are encoded into a sequence of
latent space embeddings using a VQVAE.
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(b) The diffusion transformer denoises the embeddings to generate
clean video frame embeddings.

Figure 2. A latent space representation of video frames, repre-
sented as a set sequence of embeddings and encoded using a VQ-
VAE, can be denoised using a diffusion transformer to produce
embeddings corresponding to clean frames.

Generating a video sample from the diffusion model.
Producing a video corresponds to drawing a sample from
the fitted score function. This can be done by solving
the probability flow Ordinary Differential Equation (ODE):
dx = s(z)dt, where s(x) = Viog(pgata(z)) is the score
function. This equation is solved numerically using integra-
tors (Euler-Maruyama, Runge-Kutta, or specialized DPM
Solvers (Lu et al., 2022)). These integrators iteratively eval-
uate the score function to find the direction of movement in
the data space and update the latent space representation of
the data x accordingly. This iterative refinement is known as
denoising. Fig. 2b shows how videos are generated by start-
ing with a noisy vector. A denoising function, implemented
here as a transformer, progressively refines this vector into
embeddings that correspond to clearer video frames.

2.2 Attention Computation

For a set of IV queries q1,qa2, -..qn, NV keys ki, ko, .. kn
and N values vi,vs,..vn of dimension D, the self-
attention layer computes, at each attention head,

T
O = softmax (?}%) A% )

Where Q, K,V are N x D matrices consisting of query,

key, and value vectors, respectively. O is the output matrix 4

of size NV x D. The time-complexity of computing attention
grows quadratically with the sequence size IV, as O(N2D),
resulting from computing a 2D matrix QK” matrix of size
N x N. This 2D matrix, computed from the query, key
matrices (Q, K) followed by a softmax operation is referred
to as the attention map. Each element of the attention map is
called the attention score. The expression for the attention
map and attention scores (indexed by i, j) is given by:
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2.3 Flash Attention for Accelerators
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Figure 3. FlashAttention (Dao et al., 2022). Output tokens are
computed by first loading a corresponding set of query tokens
on chip. Then, the algorithm proceeds by iterating across all
keys and corresponding values. A tile of keys and corresponding
values are loaded on chip to compute attention scores, followed by
exponentiation and multiplication with value tokens.

The memory footprint when computing attention naively
is O(N?), where N is the sequence length. This is the re-
sult of computing and storing QK (Eq. 1), which requires
materializing an N x N matrix for each attention head in
memory. This becomes problematic when computing atten-
tion for long sequences, with the size of this intermediary
QK™ matrix often exceeds the accelerator’s HBM capacity.

Efficient implementations of attention in GPUs (flash atten-
tion (Dao et al., 2022)) avoids this high memory footprint
by fusing the attention score computation and the multipli-
cation of attention map with the value matrix. This involves
computing tiles of eQKT, storing them in on-chip memory
instead of HBM, and multiplying them with the value vec-
tors. This leads to an O(/N) memory footprint. As a result
of less memory movement in storing the intermediate matrix
in HBM, flash attention is less memory-bottlenecked and
achieves high SM compute utilization (and thus, is fast).

Fig. 3 depicts how flash attention is mapped to a GPU kernel.
The GPU kernel takes matrices for queries, keys, and values
(Q, K, V) as input, and produces output matrix O. The



queries, keys, values, and output tokens form a sequence
of N tokens (gray bars), as shown in the figure. A set of
contiguous output tokens for a particular head is computed
within a threadblock/cooperative thread array. The figure
shows a set of output tokens highlighted in green, computed
by the threads of one threadblock. This set of tokens is
labeled Oy;;. highlighted in red.

To compute Oy, the threadblock first loads a correspond-
ing set of queries Q4;;. into shared memory o Then, the
first set of key and value tokens, Ky;;e 9 and Vi, @,
is loaded into shared memory. An intermediary tile of
keys/values (typically of size 64) is shown in the figure.
This tile is used to compute intermediary QmeKZ;le using
the tensor core 9, followed by exponentiation to compute
eQuiteKlie | This intermediary result is stored in registers
and is then multiplied by the corresponding V;;. using the
tensor core @. The result of the computation is added to
O,.4, a slice of output in registers @®. In the next itera-
tion, the next tile Ky;;., Vi1 in the sequence is loaded into
shared memory, and computation is repeated 0 The sum
over the exponents eQireKiiie g also computed in registers
to hold the denominator of the softmax function (not shown
in the figure).

3 ANALYSIS
3.1 Latency of Video DiT Models

49 frames | 81 frames
Wan 1.3B, 480p | 101s 204s
Wan 1.3B, 720p | 354s 794s
Wan 14B, 480p | 513s 1024s
Wan 14B, 720p | 1727s 3823s

Table 1. Time to produce a video using a single H100 GPU chip.

As discussed in Section 2.1, video-DiT models first encode
a set of video frames as latent embedding vectors using a
vector-quantized variational autoencoder (VQVAE). The
VQVAE compresses each spatiotemporal patch of H x W
pixels across F' consecutive frames into a single latent vector.
For instance, setting H = W = 8 and F' = 4 maps every
8 x 8 pixel block over 4 frames into one latent embedding
vector. Even a short video, such as a five-second video
at 480 x 832 resolution, gets encoded as approximately
32000 embedding vectors. Attention layers over such a large
number of embeddings require substantial computation, as
each layer must process an massive number of floating-point
operations to generate even a short video.

Table 1 shows the amount of time required to produce a
5s video at 720p using the Wan 2.1 1.3B and 14B mod-
els (Wan et al., 2025) on a single H100 GPU chip. We see

that a significant amount of time, about 10 minutes using s

Wan 14B model, is required to produce even a short video.
In Fig. 4, we depict a breakdown of the time required by
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Figure 4. Breakdown of time spent (in seconds) by different opera-
tions during inference of Wan 2.1 1.3B (Wan et al., 2025) (eager
mode).

each operator to produce the video (note that “others” here
indicate the operators to encode the text tokens and the
initial noisy video frames using the VQVAE). We observe
that the majority of computation time is spent evaluating
the transformer model, with the attention layer accounting
for most of this cost. Specifically, when processing long
sequences of embeddings (of length V), the attention op-
eration scales as O(N?), in contrast to components such
as the feed-forward network, which scale as O(N). Conse-
quently, for video-DiT models, longer sequences—arising
from higher-resolution or longer videos—Ilead to an even
greater fraction of time being dominated by attention. For
example, in Wan 2.1 1.3B (Wan et al., 2025), nearly 91% of
the runtime is spent computing attention when generating
81 frames at 720p, compared to the already-high 76% for
49 frames at 480p.

3.2 Attention Sparsity
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Figure 5. Sparsity in attention computation: attention scores are
highly sparse, and locations of negligible attention scores are ir-
regularly distributed.

Fig. 5 shows heatmap of the attention scores in one attention



heads of the Wan 2.1 1.3B vDIT model (Wan et al., 2025).
We observe that the vast majority of attention scores are
close to zero. Since many ¢, k pairs produce negligible
attention scores, attention computation can be significantly
accelerated by bypassing these score computations.

Prior sparse attention mechanisms such as FlexAtten-
tion (Dong et al., 2024), block-sparse attention (Guo et al.,
2024) and FlashAttention (Dao et al., 2022) skip attention
score computations to enable faster execution. In practice,
these methods avoid loading and computing pairwise ¢ — k
dot-products between contiguous sets (blocks) of g, k vec-
tors (typically 64 queries or 64 keys). The block size M,
or the number of queries/keys to skip computing attention
score over is determined by the matrix multiplication opera-
tion dimensions in the tensor core of the accelerator (e.g.,
64 x 64 on H100 GPUs). This allows M x M query-dot prod-
uct computation to be skipped, corresponding to attention
scores computed from M queries and M keys. However, in
order to maintain accuracy, computing a block of attention
scores can be skipped only when all query—key pairs within
the block produce negligible attention scores.

Table 2. Block sparsity in attention scores: percentage of M x M
blocks of attention scores where all scores are below a threshold.
The threshold is set to 0.5/, where N is the sequence length of
the input to the transformer.

Block size | Sparsity
128 x 128 | 5.5%

64 x 64 22.8%
32 x 32 47.7%
16 x 16 70.7%

Sparsity in attention scores is fine-grained. Table 2
shows the sparsity of the attention map at different block
sizes of attention scores. We find that skipping finer-grained
blocks (16 x 16) yields about 70% sparsity, whereas coarser
blocks (64 x 64) achieve only 22%. This suggests that oper-
ating at finer granularity provides a greater opportunity for
speedup. However, existing block-sparse attention imple-
mentations typically skip computations only at coarse block
sizes. Current block sparse attention mechanisms (Guo et al.,
2024; Dong et al., 2024) are unable to leverage finer-grain
sparsity (below 64 x 64). In this work, we aim to exploit
the higher sparsity available in finer-grained blocks to de-
sign a more efficient block-sparse attention mechanism that
substantially reduces FLOPs without sacrificing accuracy.

4 METHOD
4.1 Overview

In order to leverage fine-grained sparsity for accelerating
the attention layers in diffusion transformers, we must (1)
implement a fine-grained sparse attention kernel on modern

GPUs that skips computing slices attention scores as shown
in Fig. 6, and (2) identify the slices of the attention map
(mask) that can be skipped without sacrificing accuracy. To
this end, we introduce FG-Attn, an efficient fine-grained
sparse attention mechanism for diffusion transformers. To
implement FG-Attn, we propose two techniques to deter-
mine the attention mask (Section 4.4) that determines which
attention score slices are to be skipped. This mask is then
supplied to FG-Attn’s sparse attention kernel as input to
efficiently compute attention.
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Figure 6. Block sparse attention mechanisms skip tiles of 128 x
128 attention map scores. We propose a method to skip fine-grain
128 x 1 sections of the attention scores.

4.2 Representing the Fine-grain Attention Mask

To implement fine-grained sparse attention, we need the
attention mask to specify which slices of attention map
scores to compute, i.e., the key/value vectors required for
every group of M queries. For each group of M queries, we
use a sequence of integers corresponding to the key/value
vectors in the HBM. This sequence of indices is maintained
in an array of integers representing the indices of keys/values
to be loaded for each query group, for each attention head.
Thus, for B batches, H heads, N/M groups of queries, and
up to N keys, these indices are stored as a 4D integer array
with dimensions [B, H, N/M, N|in memory. M is selected
to align with the unit dimension of the accelerator’s matrix
multiplication hardware (tensor cores), typically 64 or 128
in modern GPUs (with 128 used in our implementation on
Hopper GPUs).

4.3 Efficient GPU Kernel Implementation

In FlashAttention (Dao et al., 2022), a set of M queries
Qiie and M contiguous keys K. are loaded into scratch-
pad memory before computing Q. K7, using the tensor
core. On GPUs, these loads are efficiently handled by the
Tensor Memory Accelerator (TMA). For FG-Attn, to com-
pute query-key dot products over a sparse set of keys, we
must instead gather a set of M non-contiguous keys (identi-
fied by the sparse-index mask) and pack them into a tile in
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Figure 7. Loading a sparse set of keys/values using the sparse index mask into a tile in shared memory.

on-chip memory. We denote this relevant set of keys for a
group of queries as K,..;. The query tile and K,..; are then
supplied to the tensor core to compute pairwise query-key
dot products (i.e, Q¢i1c Kper)-

Loading a sparse set of key/value vectors from memory
involves first generating (i.e, computing) the addresses of
vector elements belonging to the vectors identified by the
sparse index mask before issuing the load. To implement
our attention mechanism efficiently on GPUs, we must en-
sure that (i) address generation for loading sparse key/value
vectors corresponding to indices in the sparse index mask
is fast, and (ii) the latency of address generation is hidden
from the critical path to reduce overhead.

To achieve (i), we parallelize address generation by dis-
tributing the row indices used for deriving addresses across
threads of a warp group. For (ii), we pipeline the address
generation routine between loading a tile of key/value vec-
tors and performing attention computation.

Parallelizing address generation with the sparse gather-
load primitive. Given an array of vector indices, the gather-
load primitive fetches the corresponding keys from HBM
and assembles them in scratchpad as a contiguous tile. We
incorporate this functionality as a device function, called the
gather-load primitive. Fig. 7 (left) illustrates its functional-
ity. For each group of M queries, we use the sparse-mask
indices to load only the relevant keys onto the chip.

Figure 7 (right) shows an implementation overview of the
gather-load primitive on H100 GPUs. The indices of the
key/value vectors, stored in HBM, are provided as input to
the sparse attention function. A set of these indices is co-
operatively loaded into shared memory @, then distributed
across the warps of each warp group (four warps per group

on H100) @. Each warp’s index set is then broadcast to all
its threads using warp-shuffle instructions 9 Finally, based
on these row indices, each thread computes the addresses of
its assigned vector elements and issues asynchronous load
instructions to fetch the sparse vectors into shared mem-

ory @.

Overlap the address generation latency with attention
computation. The latency of generating addresses for
key/value vectors from the sparse index mask can be hidden
behind attention computation. On NVIDIA H100 GPUs,
the division of work of loading data and performing com-
putation is organized between different warp groups: pro-
ducer warp groups handle data loading, while the consumer
warp group performs the computation. The producer warp
group threads load tiles of query, key, and value vectors
into on-chip memory, and the consumer warp group threads
compute and accumulate the partial sums of output vectors.

An overview of the pipelining strategy is shown in Fig. 8.
In each thread block, a M contiguous query vectors are first
loaded into the scratchpad. Loading the relevant keys and
values corresponding to these M queries is then performed
across many iterations. address generation routine using the
gather-load primitive function is then invoked (), @ and
©). The producer threads load a set of indices correspond-
ing to these M queries from the sparse index mask into
shared memory @). Following this, the indices are loaded
into registers 9 These indices correspond to the rows of
keys and values that need to be fetched. The producer then
issues an asynchronous load operation to retrieve the corre-
sponding rows from global memory @. The latency of the
asynchronous load is fully hidden by the consumer warp’s
computation (attention score and output calculations) @.
As a result, our implementation hides latency overhead due



to address generation from indirect indices for loading the
relevant keys/values into memory.

Producer warp groups

load indices || load indices

to shared to register
memory memory

async load
keys/values
© atindices

load indices || load indices
to shared to register
©@memory ||® memory

iteration __ g ___
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value comp.
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value comp.

Consumer warp groups

time

Figure 8. Pipelining gather-loading of keys/values into shared
memory in the producer threads. The sparse index mask indices
are loaded into registers first, followed by loading key/value tokens
by the producer threads (gather-load primitive). The load latency
of address generation is hidden by the attention computation.

End-to-end Implementation overview. An overview of our
implementation is shown in Fig. 9. We build on FlashAtten-
tion (Dao et al., 2022), where each thread block computes
a unique set of output vectors (shaded red among “Out-
put Tokens” in Fig. 9). In each thread block, the producer
warp groups first load M queries (typically 64 or 128) into
scratchpad memory @). In the original FlashAttention (Dao
et al., 2022) kernel, the producer warp groups then load
contiguous blocks of M keys and compute attention scores
as described in Section 2.3.

To implement FG-Attn, we modify this design by replacing
the full key blocks with slices of M keys, determined by
the sparse index mask and fetched using our gather-load
primitive @. These sparse key tiles are supplied to the
tensor core @) to compute only the relevant attention scores.
The corresponding value vectors are loaded using the same
sparse indices @), and a tensor core operation computes
the linear combination of attention scores and value vectors
to produce partial output sums 9 These partial sums are
accumulated into the output vectors .

The process then advances to the next M slices of keys and
values specified by the sparse index mask, and repeats until
all relevant indices have been processed @). Across itera-
tions, sparse key/value loading and tensor-core computation
are pipelined.

4.4 Determining the Sparse-Index Mask

For a group of M queries q1,q2, .. .,qax, we determine
whether a key k produces a significant attention coefficient
with any of them. In this section, we present two training-
free strategies for constructing the sparse attention mask.

Thresholding by caching attention mask across denois-
ing iterations. Prior works (Hu et al., 2025; Ma et al.,
2025) have observed that across denoising iterations, the
intermediate embedding vectors remain approximately un-

changed. Leveraging this observation, we cache the sparse g
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Figure 9. Implementation Overview. At each iteration, a sparse
set of keys and values is loaded into the scratchpad. The load
operation arranges the relevant keys into a tile in shared memory
and uses tensor core operations to compute a partial sum of the
output vector. The indices of keys and values to be loaded are
supplied by the sparse index mask.

index mask derived from significant attention scores in an
earlier iteration and reuse it in subsequent ones. Fig. 10
illustrates this approach. At denoising timestep ¢, the sparse
attention mask for each attention head is derived from the
attention scores that exceeded a predefined threshold in the
preceding iteration (¢ — 1). In practice, we compute the
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Figure 10. Determining which slices to attention mask based on
attention scores observed in the previous denoising iteration.

sparse attention mask by evaluating the full attention scores
and identifying slices with at least one score above a thresh-
old Tcgched- The resulting mask is then stored in HBM for
each attention head. In subsequent denoising iterations, this
cached mask is reused by our sparse attention mechanism.

Thresholding based on average-query. In the context
of video diffusion models, q1, g2, . . ., gas are query tokens
corresponding to adjacent pixels in space and time. Such ad-



jacent tokens typically exhibit similar responses compared
to their surrounding queries. Motivated by this observation,
we propose a simple, lightweight strategy for determining
the attention mask. We compute the average of a group of
queries,

Qavg = ((h +q+ ..+ QJVI)/M

A key k is included if its dot product with g,y is signifi-
cant. We then apply a threshold over these averaged scores.
Specifically, the threshold 7 is computed as:

exp(k.qau VD
p( qu/ )<7_1

4.5 Overheads

The sparse-index mask adds an additional O(BHN? /M)
to the model’s memory footprint. During attention com-
putation, the producer warp groups load indices from the
sparse-index mask onto the chip. This introduces a memory
overhead, since the mask must reside in HBM. However,
the latency of loading these indices can be hidden from the
critical path, resulting in negligible runtime overhead.

S RESULTS
5.1 Methodology

Video Diffusion Model. We evaluate FG-Attn using the
following open source, widely available video models to
generate the videos:

e Wan 2.1 (Wan et al., 2025) 1.3B, 14B, 480p and 720p
models, at 81 frames.

* HunyuanVideo 720p (Kong et al., 2024) at 720p. 81
frames.

All experiments are conducted using bfloat16 precision. We
implement CUDA kernels for FG-Attn with the aid of device
primitives from ThunderKittens (Spector et al., 2024) for a
H100 GPU. To evaluate the quality of the videos generated,
we use the VBench (Huang et al., 2024) VLM benchmark-
ing scores, alongside visual comparisons of frames from
the generated videos. We test two configurations of FG-
Attn: one using the caching strategy to determine the mask
(FG-Attn-cached), and the other using the pooling strategy
(FG-Attn-pooling). For the FG-Attn-cached strategy, the
threshold is set to 0.5/N, where N is the number of em-
bedding vectors in the latent space representation of the
video. The attention mask is cached once every 15 DiT
iterations. We compare FG-Attn with two prior works that
use block sparse attention to leverage sparsity in attention
scores in DiTs: Radial Attention (Li et al., 2025) and Spar-
seVideoGen (Xi et al., 2025). SparseVideoGen (Xi et al.,
2025) uses a local-global attention computation strategy

(windowed attention) across spatio templaral tokens. Radial
attention uses a static attention mask that leads to an expo-
nentially decaying compute density along the antidiagonal
of the attention map.

5.2 End-to-end Speedup

Fig. 11 shows the end-to-end time required to generate the
video, normalized to baseline. We observe that FG-Attn
is able to achieve an average speedup of 1.48x and up
to 1.65x. FG-Attn achieves a speedup as a result of ac-
celerating the attention computation time during training.
Fig. 12 shows the average runtime needed to compute the
attention of every layer, normalized to the PyTorch imple-
mentation baseline. For the attention computation, FG-Attn
achieves a speedup of 1.93x on average, up to 2.38x. FG-
Attn achieves a higher speedup when generating videos at
720p. Our approach achieves a higher speedup of 1.2x
compared to SparseVideoGen (Xi et al., 2025) and 1.22x
compared to RadialAttention (Li et al., 2025). The observed
speedup comes from skipping a larger fraction of attention
scores. However, this advantage diminishes at higher video
resolutions (720p compared to 480p). This is because, in
self-attention, interactions between blocks of embeddings
that correspond to distant regions of the video are typically
zero. As the resolution increases, each embedding vector
covers a smaller region of the input, leading to a greater
number of embeddings. This increases the proportion of
zero-valued attention scores, which block-sparse attention
can skip. Consequently, while more scores are skipped, the
relative speedup achieved by FG-Attn decreases.

@ Torch Baseline

M Baseline + Paddedattn
@asve @ Radial Attention
15 B FGSpAttn-pooled @ FGSpAttn-cached
1
V)

Wan 1.3B 480p Wan 1.3B 720p Wan 14B 480p Wan 14B 720p Hunyuan 720p GeoMean

Figure 11. Normalized end-to-end speedup in seconds for video
generation.

5.3 Qualitative Analysis

Table 3 shows the VBench (Huang et al., 2024) video bench-
marking results when compared to the baseline. We ob-
serve that FG-Attn achieves negligible degradation in qual-
ity when compared to the baseline.

Figs. 14, 15 and 16 show the visual representation of the
produced video compared to the original (the top row of

9 each set of videos represents the baseline video) for the



Table 3. VBench quality metrics

Aesthetic | Subject Background | Overall
Quality Consistency | Consistency | Consistency
Wan-1.3B 480p baseline 0.601 0.936 0.958 0.23
Wan-1.3B 480p FGAttn 0.605 0.939 0.96 0.23
Wan-1.3B 720p Baseline 0.61 0.944 0.962 0.233
Wan-1.3B 720p FGAttn 0.61 0.944 0.964 0.232
Wan-14B 480p baseline 0.623 0.953 0.97 0.25
Wan-14B 480p FGAttn 0.616 0.952 0.975 0.247
Wan-14B 720p baseline 0.621 0.945 0.969 0.248
Wan-14B 720p FGAttn 0.619 0.942 0.961 0.245
Hunyuan-13B 720p baseline 0.62 0.944 0.962 0.239
Hunyuan-13B 720p FGAttn 0.62 0.94 0.962 0.239
* B Torch Baseli line + Padded Wan 1.38 720p = Wan 14B 720p — HunyuanVideo 720p
@sve =] Radlal Attention
2 B FGAttn-pooled @ FGAttn-cached 1.0
15 .g 0.9
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Figure 12. Normalized attention computation speedup compared 0.5
to baseline. 02 04 06 08
Threshold (*1/N)

HunyuanVideo model, Wan 1.3B model, and the Wan 14B
model, respectively. We find that across all the prompts
tested here, FG-Attn can recover the original video with
no quality degradation. FG-Attn also retains the generated
video style and does not significantly shift the distribution
captured by the underlying model.

5.4 Ablation Study

Fig. 13 depicts the average attention computation time for
video generation as the threshold parameter is varied. We
sweep the threshold parameter from 0.1/N to 1/N, where
N is the number of embedding vectors in the latent space
representation of the video. A higher threshold enables
skipping a larger amount of computation, thereby leading to
a speedup.

6 RELATED WORK

Block sparse attention. Several implementations of block
sparse attention (Guo et al., 2024; Dao et al., 2022; Dong
et al., 2024; Ye et al., 2025; Wang et al., 2024) propose a
coarse-grained sparse attention mechanism that skips entire
blocks of attention score computations at granularity of
64 x 64 or 128 x 128 at half-precision. Current block-

sparse attention mechanisms either prevent further reduction 10

Figure 13. Normalized video generation time at different thresh-
olds applied to FG-Attn-cached.

of block size (do not compile) or cause significant hardware
underutilization and performance overhead, since they are
constrained by the tensor core matrix multiplication width
(Section 3.2). Several works in the large language model
literature (Jiang et al., 2024; Xu et al., 2025; Hong et al.,
2023; Yuan et al., 2025; Gao et al., 2024) utilize block sparse
attention to accelerate attention computation.

Block sparse attention for videoDiTs. Recent works, such
as Radial Attention (Li et al., 2025), X-attention (Xu et al.,
2025), SparseVideoGen (Xi et al., 2025), and SparseV-
ideoGen2 (Yang et al., 2025), have applied block sparse
attention implementations to video diffusion models. These
approaches consider a fixed sparsity pattern in the attention
map based on empirical observations of significant patterns.
Other works, such as Video Sparse Attention (Zhang et al.,
2025b), incorporate learned sparse attention patterns by
using a parameterized model to derive the attention map
mask. Both approaches utilize coarse-grained sparse at-
tention mechanisms. In contrast, our method enables fine-
grained skipping of attention blocks, providing more oppor-
tunities for skipping computation. We compare FG-Attn



Bigfoot walking in a snowstorm

A drone flying over a snowy forest

Figure 14. Samples of videos generated using baseline HunyuanVideo model, and FG-Attn-HunyuanVideo (The baseline generates first
row, second row generated using FG-Attn)

with SparseVideoGen and Radial Attention in Section 5.
Moreover, trainable sparse attention methods such as Video
Sparse Attention (VSA) (Zhang et al., 2025b) can be refor-
mulated to generate sparse masks compatible with FG-Attn
's attention kernel. These methods are orthogonal to FG-Attn
's kernel implementation and can be used in conjunction as
mask-determination strategies for FG-Attn.

Other techniques to accelerate video diffusion. SpargeAt-
tention (Zhang et al., 2025a), SageAttention (Zhang et al.,
2024b), and SageAttention2 (Zhang et al., 2024a) propose
general attention approximation techniques, such as quan-
tization and token compression mechanisms, that can be
applied during inference for both LLM and DiT models.
Token compression-based approaches may skip essential to-
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kens relevant to the video, which could lead to inconsistent
video generation (pointed out by (Li et al., 2025)). These
approaches are orthogonal to our FG-Attn.

7 DISCUSSION

While this work primarily evaluates FG-Attn on video diffu-
sion transformers (DiTs), the fine-grained sparse attention
mechanism is broadly applicable to other long-context dif-
fusion transformer models, such as 3D generative models,
large language diffusion models, audio diffusion models,
and 3D generative models, all of which exhibit redundancy
in their attention maps. The slice-based skipping introduced
in FG-Attn can be incorporated into these settings, making



A bicycle accelerating to gain speed

Ice cream melting on the table

Figure 15. Samples of videos generated using baseline Wan-1.3B model, and FG-Attn-Wan1.3B. (First row is generated by the baseline,
second row is generated using FG-Attn)

it a general drop-in replacement for block-sparse attention.

Our current design of FG-Attn is implemented in NVIDIA
H100 GPU. However, the asynchronous gather-load prim-
itive can be re-implemented to align with other accelera-
tors’ memory hierarchies and matrix multiplication units.
For instance, TPUs with sparse core architectures can be
readily used to implement our gather load primitive. Next-
generation GPUs such as NVIDIA’s B100 introduce hard-
ware support for gathering tiles/vectors, which FG-Attn can
readily take advantage of.

A limitation of FG-Attn is that the low overheads of the
gather-load operation may be difficult to obtain when at-
tention computation is not compute-bound, such as LLM

12

decoding, as it may not be possible to fully overlap the
latency of address generation and data loading.

8 CONCLUSION

This paper presents FG-Attn, a novel fine-grain sparse atten-
tion mechanism. FG-Attn skips attention computations at a
more granular, slice-based level (M x 1) rather than large
blocks (M x M), as implemented by current block sparse
attention mechanisms. We implement this using our asyn-
chronous gather-load primitive that efficiently loads only the
relevant, sparse key-value tokens into on-chip memory asyn-
chronously without overheads. We proposed two training-
free strategies to determine the sparse attention mask: one
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A person walking in a snowstorm
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A person washing the dishes

Figure 16. Samples of videos generated using baseline Wan-14B model, and FG-Attn-Wan14B (First row is generated by the baseline,
second row is generated by FG-Attn)
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