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Abstract

Pruning is a typical acceleration method for compute-bound
problems by effectively reducing the computation amount.
Recently, pruning has been applied to the Vision-Language-
Action (VLA) models and emerges as a promising acceler-
ation method by evicting unimportant tokens. However, ex-
isting pruning methods only focus on the local information in
current action generation and ignore the global information in
previous actions, resulting in a reduction of more than 20% in
the success rate and limited speedup in some scenarios. In this
paper, we point out that the information across consecutive
actions exhibits a high degree of similarity, and thus propose
the novel insight that combines local information in the cur-
rent action generation with global information from previous
generation for token selection. Based on the insight, we fur-
ther propose SpecPrune-VLA, a training-free pruning method
including two-level token pruning with heuristic control. (1)
Static token pruning at action level. We explore the token
redundancy through global information in previous actions
and the token through local information in the current action
generation, statically reducing the number of visual tokens at
the action level. (2) Dynamic token pruning at layer level.
We exploit the relevance between the tokens and model layer,
and dynamically prune tokens based on their layer-specific
importance at the layer level. (3) Lightweight action-aware
controller. We point out that the generated action can be cat-
egorized into coarse-grained and fine-grained based on the
speed, with fine-grained actions being sensitive to the error
brought by pruning. Therefore, we introduce a lightweight
controller that can identify the current action granularity and
adjust the pruning strategy accordingly. Extensive experi-
ments show that, compared with the high-performing VLA
model OpenVLA-OFT, SpecPrune-VLA achieves an average
1.46 x speedup on NVIDIA A800 GPU and 1.57 x speedup
on NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 GPU with negligible loss on
task success rate in the LIBERO simulation benchmark.

1 Introduction

Vision-Language-Action (VLA) models, built on the large
language model (LLM), have attracted much attention for
their ability to understand multimodal information and gen-
erate robotic action. Previous works like RT-1 (Brohan et al.
2022) and OpenVLA (Kim et al. 2024) exhibit remarkable
performance in cross-task generalization and instruction fol-
lowing by learning from real-world robotic interaction. Sub-
sequent works (Team et al. 2024; Li et al. 2024; Black et al.
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Figure 1: (a) The mainstream inference dataflow of VLA
models. (b) Latency breakdown in three typical VLA models
in the LIBERO benchmark during each action generation.
(c) The practical arithmetic intensity of three models in the
roofline model of NVIDIA A800 GPU.

2024; Kim, Finn, and Liang 2025) further propose more del-
icate model structures, achieving real-time performance and
efficiency improvement. Figure 1(a) shows the mainstream
inference dataflow of VLA models, consisting of three com-
ponents: (1) tokenizers that convert multimodal inputs into
tokens (e.g., image and text encoders), (2) LLM backbone
that understands the multimodal inputs and generates the
intermediate results, and (3) an action head that generates
continuous low level actions based on the intermediate re-
sults. We further select three representative VLA models,
OpenVLA (Kim et al. 2024), CogACT (Li et al. 2024), and
OpenVLA-OFT (Kim, Finn, and Liang 2025) to profile the
latency breakdown of these three components during each
action generation in the LIBERO benchmark shown in Fig-
ure 1(b). Statistical data reveal that OpenVLA-OPT is the
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Figure 2: Overview of SpecPrune-VLA. We prune the image tokens at two levels with a lightweight action-aware controller.

high-performing model to date in inference efficiency, and
the LLM is the critical bottleneck, accounting for more than
70% of the end-to-end inference latency.

Therefore, most works in VLA model acceleration focus
on the LLM backbone acceleration and have explored tech-
niques such as quantization (Park et al. 2024), early exit (Yue
et al. 2024), and caching (Xu et al. 2025b) to accelerate VLA
model inference. However, they ignore the unique computa-
tion characteristics of VLA models, resulting in limited per-
formance and effectiveness. Nowadays, the latest VLA mod-
els (e.g., CogACT and OpenVLA-OPT) adopt the single-
step inference paradigm that the model directly predicts a
sequence of low-level actions through single LLM forward
with hundreds of multimodal tokens. As a result, from the
perspective of arithmetic intensity (i.e., the amount of com-
putation per byte) in the hardware roofline model, the VLA
model inference is primarily compute-bound, shown in Fig-
ure 1(c), where latency is mainly determined by the com-
putation amount rather than memory access. Pruning is a
typical acceleration method for compute-bound problems by
effectively reducing the computation amount. However, ex-
isting token-pruning methods in VLA models only consider
the local information (e.g., the layer results in current ac-
tion generation) and ignore the global information across the
whole model, leading to either > 20% success rate loss or
limited speedup in some scenarios.

In this paper, we observe that input images in consec-
utive action generations exhibit high similarity due to the
short temporal intervals between them. Therefore, we con-
sider that the global information from previous inference
steps can be leveraged for more reliable and efficient token
pruning. Based on the above insight, we propose SpecPrune-
VLA, an acceleration method for Vision-Language-Action
Models through action-aware self-speculative pruning. The
techniques of SpecPrune-VLA can be summarized into three
points as follows.

(1) Static token pruning at action level. Based on the
insight, we point out that the tokens between consecutive ac-
tion generation are largely overlapped (e.g., the background
in environment images), leading to significant redundancy.
Therefore, we reuse the attention information from the last
generation to prune unimportant tokens and retain a glob-
ally highly-weighted token set. Then we enhance it with
dynamic elements and task-relevant tokens by speed-based
frame comparison and self-speculative token selection. By
fusing tokens selected from both local and global levels, we
can prune over 50% to 70% visual tokens at the beginning
of LLM forward.

(2) Dynamic token pruning at layer level. As the in-
put features propagate through the LLM backbone, the
local context of each token is progressively enriched by
deeper layers. Therefore, we introduce layer-wise pruning
by dynamically updating tokens’ importance scores and re-
evaluating token importance at different depths. This allows
the model to adaptively refine its computation focus, remov-
ing redundant tokens as contextual understanding matures.

(3) Lightweight action-aware Controller. We propose
that not all actions are equally sensitive to token pruning.
Therefore, we categorize actions into coarse-grained (e.g.,
large translations or rotations) and fine-grained (e.g., grasp-
ing) types and design a controller that determines action
granularity based on the speed of the end-effector and adap-
tively adjusts the pruning strategy. It enables a robust trade-
off between speed and accuracy across diverse robotic tasks.

We implement SpecPrune-VLA on both the NVIDIA
A800-80GB and the NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 GPUs to
evaluate the performance. Compared to the high-performing
model OpenVLA-OFT, our method achieves an average
1.46x speedup on the A800 and 1.57x speedup on the RTX
3090, with negligible degradation in task success rate on
the LIBERO simulation benchmark. The consistent speedup
gains across both platforms demonstrate that SpecPrune-
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VLA generalizes well to different hardware architectures.

2 Related Works
2.1 Vision-Language-Action (VLA) Models

VLA models are typically built upon Large Language Model
(LLM) structure (Zitkovich et al. 2023; Liu et al. 2023b;
Wang et al. 2024), and are further fine-tuned on extensive
datasets from both simulated (Liu et al. 2023a) and real-
world (O’Neill et al. 2024) robotic environments. The model
receives multimodal information (e.g., images and text) and
generates low-level robotic actions. It is investigated that a
continuous action space has better performance in manipu-
lation accuracy (Liu et al. 2025). Therefore, an action head,
such as a lightweight MLP and diffusion model (Liu et al.
2024; Wen et al. 2025) is introduced to convert action hidden
states to continuous actions. Besides, to achieve high control
frequency and action coherence, modern VLA models lever-
age ACT (Zhao et al. 2023), diffusion models (Peebles and
Xie 2023), or parallel decoding to generate action chunks.

2.2 Token-level acceleration for VLA models

Existing works have explored token caching or pruning for
VLA models. For example, VLA-Cache (Xu et al. 2025b)
caches the similar and unimportant tokens’ key and value
from the last generation and reuses them in the next infer-
ence. However, the effect is limited since it only reduces
50% to 75% FLOPs in attention matrix calculation, about
17% to 25% of all FLOPs in LLM. Visual-token pruning
methods such as EfficientVLA (Yang et al. 2025) propose
to identify task-relevant tokens using attention maps from a
single LLM layer and complement retained tokens with vi-
sually diverse patches to preserve coverage. However, this
approach relies on a single-layer heuristic that may not re-
flect global contextual information, and the diversity-driven
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Figure 4: For the task “turn on the oven and put the bottle on
it”. (a) Prune the tokens relying on local information(e.g.,
attention scores from one LLM layer). (b) Prune the tokens
relying on the global attention of the LLM in the last action
generation. (c¢) The practically important tokens after infer-
ence completion.

supplementation can inadvertently introduce task-irrelevant
content, limiting its reliability across diverse environments.
Besides, (Li et al. 2025) aims to preserve both spatial in-
formation and semantic content by retaining tokens with
high feature saliency from the vision encoder. While this im-
proves structural integrity, it does not explicitly distinguish
between semantically rich and task-irrelevant tokens, which
still contribute unnecessary computational load.

2.3 Self-speculative decoding and lightweight
predictor

Standard speculative decoding (Leviathan, Kalman, and Ma-
tias 2023) requires an additional draft model to generate can-
didate tokens. In contrast, LayerSkip (Elhoushi et al. 2024)
proposes a self-speculative method that leverages the early
layers of the same model as the draft model, eliminating the
need for an external model; the remaining layers are used for
verification and correction, thereby reducing memory foot-
print and improving inference efficiency. Besides, the draft
model can also be used as a predictor to provide estimates
of helpful information. In SpecEE (Xu et al. 2025a), a small
model is utilized as a predictor to narrow down the candidate
vocabulary. The predictor filters out unlikely candidates, al-
lowing the model to search within a much smaller vocabu-
lary. This significantly reduces computational overhead.

3 Key Insights
3.1 What Really Matters in the Image

We first carry out a systematic study on critical components
of the images for VLA models. Our focus is on ensuring that
the model can effectively recognize task-relevant objects and
dynamic elements to accurately perceive the spatial context
of the target. Tokens that significantly contribute to this per-
ception are referred to as important tokens.

To validate the effectiveness of our idea, we conduct a
simple experiment on some tasks. We let the model complete
a generation but don’t act in the environment; then we use
the output attention score of the last layer to prune unimpor-
tant tokens with low scores. After that, we input the pruned
images and let the model regenerate the action and act in
the environment. The Figure 3(e) shows that pruning a small



number of tokens at random has minimal impact on perfor-
mance, indicating the presence of redundant tokens in the
image. However, as more tokens are pruned, the model’s per-
formance degrades sharply. It is worth noting that more than
half of the unimportant tokens can be pruned without a sig-
nificant drop in success rate (compared to 93.3% in the none
pruning case). This experimental result provides strong sup-
port for the reliability of the pruning approach. Besides, the
model suffers drastic performance degradation (up to 80%
in success rate) when important tokens are pruned. It further
highlights that important tokens need to be retained.

3.2 Redundancy largely overlaps in images of
consecutive inference

Tokens other than important tokens are considered redun-
dant. It is challenging to identify redundant tokens before
the model completes the current inference. Current meth-
ods, such as (Li et al. 2025; Yang et al. 2025), utilize local
information such as the attention score of one LLM layer
or the vision encoder. However, they fail to leverage global
information from the whole model and are thus not reliable
as shown in Figure 4(a) and (c). The important tokens in
these two cases vary obviously. In this paper, we emphasize
that in VLA models, the overall task goal remains constant
throughout the entire execution, and a large proportion of the
visual scene remains unchanged across consecutive frames.
Therefore, tokens identified as redundant by the model in
the previous generation are highly likely to remain redun-
dant in the current step as shown in Figure 4(b) and (c). This
temporal consistency inspires us to reuse the global attention
across time.

4 Static Token Pruning at Action Level
4.1 Observation and Insight

Due to changing sub-goals and dynamic visual elements, it
is necessary to incorporate information of the current gen-
eration. We analyze attention-based importance using Equa-
tion (1) and observe that 85%—-95% of top-k tokens in the
first two layers reappear in the final layer’s top-k as shown
in Figure5, where top-k equals 20. We define this overlap
as the hit rate. The high hit rate indicates that early-layer
attention provides a reliable local guidance for important to-
ken selection. Besides, the first layer alone exhibits a low
hit rate, while incorporating both the second and third lay-
ers provides only marginal gains in hit rate and introduces
extra latency. Therefore, we choose the first two layers for
speculation.

4.2 Method

Pruning based on global information Attention score re-
flects the degree to which other tokens attend to a given to-
ken, and we can use attention scores to filter out unimpor-
tant visual tokens. The attention score for a visual token to
the task is computed as follows: for a given layer, let V; be
a visual token and T' = {¢1,t2,..., ¢t} be the set of text
sequence describing the task. Then, the task attention score
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Figure 5: (a) Comparison of the hitrate between leveraging
the first one, two, and three layers. (b) LLM latency compar-
ison between leveraging the first one, two, and three layers.
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Figure 6: The selection strategy for frame comparison.
of V; in layer [ is:

1 H m
Scorey(Vi) = > > Al (Vioty), (1)

h=1j=1
where A'(V;,t;) denotes the attention weight from head h
in layer [ of the cross-attention (or self-attention) mechanism
from Vj to text token ¢, H is the number of attention heads,
and M is the number of task-relevant text tokens. We define
Valobal as the set of the top-K ¢ most important tokens with

the highest global attention score from prior inference.

Supplementation of Dynamic Tokens Visual tokens un-
dergoing substantial changes between inference steps can-
not be accurately pruned based on global information from
the last inference. Therefore, in the current inference step,
we explicitly identify and preserve these dynamic tokens to
ensure that up-to-date information is retained during token
pruning. For two images /; and I, we first divide the im-
ages into N x N patches according to the visual token size.
Then, let Py’ denote the feature vector of the patch at po-
sition (4, ) in frame I,,. We compute the cosine similarity
between corresponding patches as:

S Pii . pivi
Sim(Pij, Py/) = i —n

P 2P

where || - ||2 denotes the Euclidean norm.

To identify dynamic tokens, we first filter patches with
similarity scores below a threshold 7, then select the top-k
patches with the lowest similarity scores from the remaining
candidates. Formally, let P,, = {P%7 | 1 < i,j < N} be
the set of all patches in frame I,,. We define the candidate
dynamic patches as those with significant changes:

Cn ={P}7 € P, |Sim(P}}, Pi/) < T}. )
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We prune the tokens based on the global information from
the attention scores in the last action generation, the input
image comparison, and the local information from the self-
speculative results in the first two layers.

The most dynamic K p tokens are then given by:
Vignanic = Low-Kp ({Simy; | P}/ €C.}), @)

Additionally, as illustrated in Figure 6(a), directly com-
paring adjacent frames can lead to inaccurate results. To mit-
igate these disturbances and enhance sensitivity to dynamic
tokens, we propose a velocity-based frame sampling strat-
egy. This approach selects a historical reference frame that
is T frames prior to the current frame, where T is determined
based on the average movement speed of the robot arm’s end
effector using the equation: 7' = {_Tlﬁ ‘gt %J + 4, where
v denotes the movement speed of the end effector. The cal-
culation of speed is discussed in Section 6.

This adaptive strategy ensures that we can effectively
identify dynamic tokens while minimizing the influence of
irrelevant variations and maintaining temporal precision.

Pruning based on local information Our observation and
insights suggest that the initial two layers can serve as a reli-
able predictor to filter task-relevant tokens for current steps.
For the first two decoder layers, we compute the task atten-
tion scores for all visual tokens as defined in Equation (1). In
each layer, we select the K, visual tokens with the high-
est attention scores to form a candidate set V(;) and V()
respectively, and take the union of these two sets as the local
information representation:

Viocal = ‘/(1) ) ‘/(2)
Finally, all the pruning token set is:
Vi)rune =U— valobal ) ‘/dynamic ) Viocal
and U is the set of all tokens.

S Dynamic Token Pruning at Layer Level
5.1 Method

To preserve the most important tokens in layers, we pro-
pose an importance scoring mechanism that leverages atten-
tion scores and layer confidence across transformer layers to
prune tokens within layers.

Importance Score Formulation The token importance
score is initialized for the remaining visual tokens after static
token pruning and subsequently updated in the target trans-
former layers. The importance score sl-l takes into account
both the relative importance weight of tokens and the layer
contribution. Therefore, we compute the importance score
sz(-l) for each token ?; in the remaining visual token set T’
based on two key components:

o _ @ O]
S = wrank,i X Weonf (4)
where wr(a?lk’i denotes rank-based weight reflecting the to-

, L . . . l
ken’s relative importance in attention ranking, wc(oif denotes

layer confidence score measuring the layer’s reliability

Rank-based Weight For each attention head, tokens are
ranked based on their attention scores. To emphasize the
contribution of the most important tokens while maintain-
ing a smooth decay in influence, we introduce a rank-based
weighting scheme. This weight is defined as:

—k - rank®)
wB = k) )
Zj o(—k - rank;’)
0

where rank; ’ is the attention ranking of token ¢; in layer
! and o(x) denotes the sigmoid function, which amplifies
the differences between token rankings by mapping them to
a smooth range, ensuring that higher-ranked tokens receive
significantly more emphasis

Layer Confidence Score Not all layers contribute to the
global importance equally. The layer confidence measures
the reliability of attention patterns in each layer:

@)
1) Hattn (6)

Weonf = )

Oatn T €

where /,Lgf[)n and aift)n are the mean and standard deviation of

attention weights in layer [, respectively. The mean of atten-
tion weights reflects the overall strength of focus in a layer,
while the standard deviation indicates the consistency of the
attention pattern. By combining both, the confidence score
rewards layers with strong and stable attention, while penal-
izing those with high variability or weak responses.

Dynamic Updating Mechanism The final importance
score S; for each token ¢; is maintained through an expo-
nential moving average across layers:

5 =0-p8)-5"" 455" )
where [ is the learning rate controlling the update speed, set
t0 0.2, and S’Z-(O) = 0 is set for initialization.

6 Lightweight Action-aware Controller
6.1 Observation and Insight

In our experiments, when we prune more tokens, we saw a
drop in success rate. We observed every frame and found
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tions depending on their respective velocity. (b) Typical fail-
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that failure cases occurred during interactions involving ob-
ject contact, such as manipulating or placing objects in Fig-
ure 8(a), and the task merely fails when those actions are
successfully executed. Therefore, we emphasize that task
success is highly dependent on fine-grained actions, which
require high precision and are sensitive to execution errors.
In contrast, coarse-grained actions (e.g., moving to a general
location) are more tolerant to inaccuracies.

Specifically, when the robot approaches an object, the
subsequent interaction often demands fine-grained control
to ensure stable contact and successful manipulation. Thus,
the granularity of the action—whether fine or coarse—plays
a critical role in determining the required level of accuracy.

Inspired by this observation, we propose an action-aware
pruning strategy. By identifying whether a step requires fine
or coarse control, our method can selectively preserve more
candidates in fine-grained phases while allowing aggressive
pruning in coarse-grained ones, improving both efficiency
and success rate.

6.2 Method

In robotic task execution, we divide the overall process
into four phases: targeting, approaching, transferring, and
placing. Among these, the object approaching and placing
phases involve high-precision operations and are thus clas-
sified as fine manipulation stages. During these stages, the
translational and rotational velocities of the gripper are gen-
erally maintained at low levels, and the velocity along the

Algorithm 1: Action-Aware Pruning in one layer
Input: Full token set V'

Parameter: Pruning ratio o, Velocity thresholds v{", v%
Output: Retain token set Vi.crqin

h

1: Action-aware Controller

2: Compute translational and rotational velocity v; and v,
3: if v, < vl and v, < v and Az < 0 then

4:  Set fine-grained action_mode and Kp,se = @ x 40
5: else

6:  Set coarse-grained action_mode and Kp,se = X 24
7: end if

8. Static Token Pruning at Action Level

9: Vyiobal < top-K¢ tokens from previous action’s atten-

tion scores

10: Compute Sim(Pt,Pt,l) between I; and I;_r, where

T =[-8 v, + 2] + 4 {Velocity-based selection}
11: denamw < Low- K p patches with similarity < 7
12: Compute attention scores for first two layers

2
13: ‘/local = ‘/tOP Kpase U ‘/tg)p)_Kbase
14: ‘/retain — Vglobal ) denamic U Wocal
15: Dynamic Token Pruning at Layer Level
16: if current layer L in set Lypqqte then

W
® o (—krank, ) {Rank-based weight}

17 w ) e R N
rank,i >, o(—kr k(.l))

18: éi))n P u,(llt)tn (o l(llt)m + €) {Layer confidence}
@ _ O O]

'r‘ank i conf

—B3)-8¢V 455

19:  The importance score s;

20:  Update token score: Sfl) =(1
21: end if
22: if current layer L in set Ly, then

23:  Vietain < tokens with top a x Q% Si(l)
24: end if
25: return Viciqin

X W

z-axis is typically negative or smaller than a small positive
value, ensuring stability and accuracy.

Since each action corresponds to a fixed unit time dura-
tion, the robot’s policy effectively outputs a normalized ve-
locity command through these relative displacements. We
use the displacement magnitude per step as a proxy for in-
stantaneous velocity.

The translational velocity v; is defined as the Euclidean
norm of the gripper’s 3D relative displacement vector output
by the policy at each step:

ve = [|Az, Ay, Azl = V/(A2)? + (Ay)? + (Az)%. (8)

The rotational velocity v, is computed as the magnitude of
the angular displacement:

v = [[Aa, AB, Avlls = V/(Aa)? + (AB)? + (A9)?,
9)
expressed in radians. The z-axis velocity is represented by
the vertical displacement component Az.
To formalize this behavior, we deﬁne three thresholds:
a translational dlsplacement threshold v, a rotational dis-
placement threshold v, and a z-axis d1splacement threshold




Method Success Rate (%) / Latency (ms) (Speedup) Average FLOPs
Spatial Object Goal Long Speedup
OpenVLA-OFT  97.6/109 (1.00x) 96.5/109 (1.00x) 97.9/109 (1.00x)  94.5/109 (1.00x) 1.00x 100%
SparseVLM 96.8/85.3(1.28x) 94.2/853(1.28x) 97.6/853(1.28x)  93.6/85.3 (1.28x%) 1.28x T7%
VLA-Cache 99.0/101 (1.08x) 97.7/102 (1.07x) 97.4/102 (1.07x) 93.6/102 (1.07x) 1.07x 83%
EfficientVLA 96.5/68.8 (1.58x) 91.1/71.4(1.53x) 96.0/73.7(1.48x)  72.1/68.6 (1.59%) 1.55% 35%
Ours 98.2/72.4(1.51x) 963/762(1.43%x) 97.7/73.6(1.48x) 94.0/78.1 (1.40x) 1.46 % 43%
Table 1: Performance Evaluation
SR (%) Latency (ms)  Speedup design space exploration(DSE) in Table 3. We repeat every
task of every task suite for 40 to 50 times to mitigate the im-

None 97.6 109 1.00x pact of random errors. The latency here is defined as the time
Tech.1 97.6 76.6 1.42x duration from when the model receives the input to when it
Tech.1&2 96.8 70.8 1.54% generates the action. We report the average inference time
Tech.1&2&3 98.2 2.4 1.51x over the ten tasks within each task suite.

Table 2: Ablation Study on LIBERO-Spatial

v (a small positive value). The system enters the precise
mode when v; < v, v, <o and Az <0.

Conversely, the system exits the mode when v; >
v or v, > o which typically occurs during object
lifting. This strategy ensures early activation of precision
control before contact and timely deactivation afterward, ef-
fectively balancing operational accuracy with task efficiency
in dynamic manipulation scenarios.

This strategy ensures the robot initiates fine manipula-
tion mode early during the approach phase, prior to physical
contact with the target object. This early activation provides
sufficient time for precise positional and orientation adjust-
ments to minimize positioning errors. Subsequent z-axis ve-
locity increases upon successful object contact and lifting
trigger an immediate exit from fine mode. The specific con-
trol flow is shown in Algorithm 1, which demonstrates the
process within one layer of the LLM.

7 Experiment
7.1 Experimental Settings

Benchmarks and Platforms. We conduct evaluations on
the LIBERO simulation benchmark (Liu et al. 2023a), which
utilizes a simulated Franka Emika Panda robotic arm. We
employ four task suites, LIBERO-Spatial, LIBERO-Object,
LIBERO-Goal, and LIBERO-Long, to evaluate the model’s
capabilities in spatial reasoning, object understanding, goal-
directed planning and execution, and long-horizon task com-
pletion, respectively. Each task suite consists of ten distinct
tasks. All main experiments are conducted on a Linux work-
station with an NVIDIA A800-80GB GPU.

Implementation Details. We select the OpenVLA-
OFT (Kim, Finn, and Liang 2025) as the code base for the
implementation of our techniques. Due to the varying diffi-
culty and focus of each task suite, we adopt different overall
pruning ratios « to balance accuracy and inference speed.
Specifically, « is set to 1.0 for LIBERO-Spatial , 0.8 for
LIBERO-Goal and 0.6 for LIBERO-Object and LIBERO-
Long. We also explore the influence of different ratios in

Baselines We select OpenVLA-OFT as our target model.
It utilizes DINOv2 (Oquab et al. 2023) and SigLIP (Zhai
et al. 2023) as visual encoders to extract visual features,
Llama2-7B as the backbone LLM, and a four-layer MLP as
an action head to generate continuous actions. The model re-
ceives two-view images: the third-person view and the wrist
view. We also consider three optimization methods: Sparse-
VLM (Zhang et al. 2024), a framework that adaptively spar-
sifies less important visual tokens and recycles their infor-
mation to minimize performance loss, EfficientVLA (Yang
et al. 2025), a visual pruning approach for VLA models, and
VLA-Cache (Xu et al. 2025b) , which leverages image sim-
ilarity to cache features across time steps.

7.2 Evaluation on Speedup and Success Rate

Table 1 shows the end-to-end evaluation on success rate
(SR), latency and speedup on four LIBERO datasets.
SpecPrune-VLA achieves an average speedup of 1.46x with
negligible loss (< 0.7%) in success rate. The speedup ra-
tio fluctuates slightly because the task difficulty and envi-
ronment of different datasets vary. VLA-Cache achieves the
high success rate on four datasets, but with limited speedup.
This is consistent with our analysis that VLA-Cache reduces
limited computation. Besides, it also introduces KV cache
access latency. EfficientVLA(L=28, T=112) achieves higher
speedup by skipping four fixed layers and aggressively prun-
ing tokens; however, this leads to a significant drop in suc-
cess rate in some scenarios, as important tokens and critical
action-relevant information in the hidden states are compro-
mised. It is worth noting that the approach is originally for
VLA models with a diffusion action expert, which may be
more tolerant to the changing output action hidden states.

7.3 Ablation Study

To evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed method, we
conducted ablation study on the LIBERO-Spatial dataset.
Our full model achieves a success rate (SR) of 98.2%, which
is better than the baseline (97.6%). and it significantly re-
duces latency from 109 milliseconds to 72.4 milliseconds,
resulting in a speedup of 1.51x compared to OpenVLA-



Prune Pruned

Ratio (o) Tokens SR (%) Latency(ms) / Speedup

1.0 346 83.7 71.9/1.52x
0.8 329 95.2 74.8 / 1.46x
0.6 318 96.3 76.2 /1.43x

Table 3: Design Space Exploration on Pruning Ratio
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Figure 9: Evaluation on NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090

OFT. This demonstrates the efficiency gains of our ap-
proach while maintaining competitive accuracy. The abla-
tion study further highlights the importance of each compo-
nent: Static(Tech 1) and Dynamic(Tech 2) pruning slightly
affect the SR (96.8%) but reduces latency to 70.8 millisec-
onds, indicating that pruning contributes to the overall la-
tency reduction. The introduction of the action adapter in-
creases the success rate and cause negligible latency(1.6ms).
This suggests that the action adapter plays a crucial role in
maintaining high accuracy.

7.4 Design Space Exploration

We conduct a design space exploration on the LIBERO-
Object. To reduce the model latency while maintaining ac-
curacy, we focus on the number of pruned tokens. We set
a prune ratio « to adjust both static token pruning and dy-
namic token pruning. The bigger the prune ratio, the more
tokens are pruned, leading to a drop in success rate and a
rise in speedup. To balance accuracy and speed, we set the
prune ratio to 0.6 for LIBERO-Object.

7.5 Evaluation on Various Computing Platforms

To validate the applicability of our method on different de-
vices, we conduct experiments on NVIDIA GeForce RTX
3090. As illustrated in Figure 9, our method achieves an av-
erage speedup of 2.09x in LLM inference time and 1.57 X in
end-to-end latency across all task categories using the same
parameters as Table 1. The results consistently demonstrate
improved inference efficiency, underscoring the scalability
and effectiveness of our approach under diverse computa-
tional conditions.

7.6 Experiment Visualization

To understand what the model actually observed when com-
pleting a task, we visualize the retained visual tokens. The
colored patches are the retained tokens. We show the visual-
ization results of three tasks in Figure 10. The results show
that retained tokens are the important tokens discussed in

previous sections. Moreover, the method works when pro-
cessing images from different viewpoints, demonstrating its
ability to capture viewpoint-invariant representations.

Task: plck up the alphabet soup and place it in the basket

—-—.

Figure 10: Retained tokens during tasks

8 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a novel insight that combines lo-
cal information in the current action generation with global
information in previous actions for token selection, and
present SpecPrune-VLA, a training-free pruning method in-
cluding two-level token pruning with heuristic control. Ex-
periments show that SpecPrune-VLA achieve an average
1.46x speedup on NVIDIA A800-80GB and 1.57x speedup
on NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090, with negligible degrada-
tion in task success rate on the LIBERO simulation bench-
mark. The evaluation demonstrates that our method general-
izes well across different hardware platforms.

9 Limitation

One limitation of this work is that all experiments are con-
ducted in simulated environments. While simulation en-
ables controlled and scalable evaluation, real-world deploy-
ment may introduce additional challenges such as sensor
noise, environmental dynamics, and hardware latency. We
acknowledge this gap and plan to deploy our method on
physical platforms in the future when opportunities arise, to
validate its effectiveness in real-world scenarios.
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10 Appendix
10.1 Complexity Analysis

Consider a Transformer model with N layers. The compu-
tational cost (in FLOPs) per layer when processing L tokens
is approximately:

FLOPsyuye;(L) = 4LD* + 2L?D + 2LDM

where:
- L: sequence length (number of tokens)
- D: hidden dimension
- M: number of attention heads

Static Token Pruning The static token pruning strategy
reduces an average of 315 tokens from the original about
600 tokens, let L,, = « - L denote the number of retained
tokens, with o = 0.48.

Benchmark

Pruned tokens 333 326 318 304 315

Spatial Goal Object Long Average

Table 4: Number of pruned tokens across different LIBERO
datasets under static pruning. The pruned number slightly
changes as the environment changes.

Thus, for most layers, the FLOPs become FLOPs(L,.).

Dynamic Token Pruning We apply an extra 10% pruning
at the target layer:

S = {5,10,15,20}

Therefore, the number of retained tokens after these layers
becomes L., = 0.9 - L. On average, this reduces the token
count by 19% across all layers.

Overall FLOPs reduction Hence, the overall FLOPs re-
duction is:

AFLOPs = (1— % % 0.48 x 0.81) x FLOPs =~ 0.63FLOPs

10.2 Experiment Details

Implementation of Comparative Methods

We provide details on the implementation of the baseline
and comparative methods. All models were implemented on
one A800 GPU.

OpenVLA-OFT The latency and the success rate on four
datasets are similar to the data in the original paper.

VLA-Cache While the original method was developed on
the OpenVLA model, its authors adapted and extended it to
the OpenVLA-OFT. All results reported in our experiments
are obtained using the authors’ official implementation to
ensure reproducibility.

EfficientVLA The method focuses on VLA models with
diffusion action expert and it also optimizes the action ex-
pert. Besides, it has not been open-sourced. As a result, we
re-implement it according to the details of visual token prun-
ing and layer pruning provided in the original paper. Follow-
ing the reported setup, we retain 28 transformer layers and
56 visual tokens throughout inference.

Experimental Setup
In the static token pruning stage, the number of tokens pre-
served from both the global top-K tokens (from the pre-
vious inference step) and the current top-K tokens is con-
trolled by a base threshold. We set the base threshold to
K. = ATTN_.TOPK = 24 for coarse-grained mode and
K, = ATTN_TOPK_PRECISE = 40 for fine-grained mode.
The actual number of retained tokens is scaled by the
pruning rate «, such that:

K., coarse-grained mode,

Kretain = a0 X .
‘ “ {Kp, fine-grained mode.

We apply different o values depending on the dataset to
balance efficiency and performance:

- LIBERO-Long: o = 1.0

- LIBERO-Goal: o = 0.8

- LIBERO-Object: o = 0.6

- LIBERO-Spatial: a« = 0.6

Experiment Visualization

To understand what the model actually observed when com-
pleting a task, we visualize the retained visual tokens. The
colored patches are the retained tokens. We show the visu-
alization results of four tasks on four LIBERO datasets in
Figure 11. It shows the retained tokens are the task-relevant
and dynamic tokens.

10.3 Further Analysis

Different camera viewpoints present distinct characteristics.
In this section, we provide a systematic exposition of the
first key insight.

In the fixed third-person view, the robot arm and ob-
jects it touches are the dynamic component, while the task-
relevant patches (e.g., objects on the table) are relatively
static, as Figure 11 shows. Therefore, the key is to extract
the intersection of both — the regions that involve the dy-
namic and the task-relevant pixels.

In the wrist-mounted camera view, although all objects
are in motion, the pixel patches along object boundaries ex-
hibit more significant changes. We process and interpret the
temporal signal of a pixel patch using the Fourier transform:

P - [ " p(t)e Iy (10)

— 00

Here p(t) represents pixel intensity at time ¢ , P(f) denotes
the frequency-domain representation of the signal, f stands
for frequency. Since objects have different colors from the
background, the boundary patches will change color at a
certain time. Therefore, in these regions, the resulting sig-
nal p(¢) contains more abrupt changes, which correspond to
higher energy in the high-frequency components of P(f).
This indicates that boundary patches carry richer temporal
dynamics. As a result, task-relevant patches and dynamic
patches can be complementary to some extent, and their in-
tersection can also be used to identify the most critical re-
gions.



LIBERO-Object Task: pick up the butter and place it in the basket
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Task: pick up the black bowl! between the plate
LIBERO-Spatial and the ramekin and place it on the plate

Figure 11: Retained tokens during tasks across four datasets and different views.



