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VividDreamer: Towards High-Fidelity and Efficient
Text-to-3D Generation
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Abstract—Text-to-3D generation aims to create 3D assets from
text-to-image diffusion models. However, existing methods face
an inherent bottleneck in generation quality because the widely-
used objectives such as Score Distillation Sampling (SDS) inap-
propriately omit U-Net jacobians for swift generation, leading
to significant bias compared to the “true” gradient obtained
by full denoising sampling. This bias brings inconsistent up-
dating direction, resulting in implausible 3D generation (e.g.,
color deviation, Janus problem, and semantically inconsistent
details). In this work, we propose Pose-dependent Consistency
Distillation Sampling (PCDS), a novel yet efficient objective for
diffusion-based 3D generation tasks. Specifically, PCDS builds
the pose-dependent consistency function within diffusion trajecto-
ries, allowing to approximate true gradients through minimal
sampling steps (1∼3). Compared to SDS, PCDS can acquire
a more accurate updating direction with the same sampling
time (1 sampling step), while enabling few-step (2∼3) sampling
to trade compute for higher generation quality. For efficient
generation, we propose a coarse-to-fine optimization strategy,
which first utilizes 1-step PCDS to create the basic structure of
3D objects, and then gradually increases PCDS steps to generate
fine-grained details. Extensive experiments demonstrate that our
approach outperforms the state-of-the-art in generation quality
and training efficiency, conspicuously alleviating the implausible
3D generation issues caused by the deviated updating direction.
Moreover, it can be simply applied to many 3D generative
applications to yield impressive 3D assets, please see Project page.

Index Terms—Text-to-3D Generation, Diffusion Models, Con-
sistency Models, 3D Gaussian Splatting

I. INTRODUCTION

TEXT-TO-3D generation aims to create 3D objects with
words, which used to sound like a tale from the Arabian

Nights as it relies on the organic combination between efficient
3D representation techniques and powerful generative models.
With the emergence of key technologies such as Neural Radi-
ance Fields (NeRF) [1] and text-to-image diffusion models [2],
[3], numerous works [4]–[7] quickly sprout up in recent years.
These methods generate NeRF-based 3D representation from
the 3D priors distilled from the pre-trained diffusion model,
making it possible to create imaginative 3D assets in the real
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world. To accelerate the training process, current methods [8]–
[10] introduce 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) to replace NeRF
in their frameworks, significantly reducing the optimization
time from several hours to dozens of minutes.

However, existing text-to-3D generation models face an
inherent bottleneck in generation quality. Since the 3D priors
are provided by the difference between rendered views and
pseudo ground truth (pseudoGTs, i.e., the denoised images),
the acquisition of “true” gradients requires a full denoising
sampling, leading to considerable sampling costs for each
iteration. To skip the full denoising sampling, Poole et al. and
Liang et al. propose Score Distillation Sampling (SDS) and
Interval Score Matching (ISM) objectives for swift generation,
respectively. Despite SDS and ISM significantly reducing
the optimization time, it comes at the cost of generation
quality as their estimated gradients often deviate from the true
ones. Specifically, to omit the terms of U-Net jacobians, SDS
directly maps the noise to pseudoGTs using 1-step DDPM
sampling, which leads to significant bias and produces over-
smoothing contents. To address the over-smoothing issues,
ISM first employs deterministic diffusing trajectories (i.e.,
DDIM inversion), and then simplifies the acquisition of true
gradient into the interval scores at timestep t through omitting
the weighted sum of interval scores w.r.t a series of timesteps.
While ISM performs better than SDS in generation quality,
this omission changes the magnitude and direction of the
true gradients, which brings inconsistent updating direction
to 3D models. Consequently, existing methods based on these
objectives may lead to implausible and low-quality outcomes
such as significant color deviation, frequently-occurred Janus
problem, and semantically-inconsistent details (see Sec. IV-A
and Fig. 2 in details).

In this work, we propose VividDreamer, an efficient frame-
work that can effectively address the inherent bottleneck
of text-to-3D generation. Our key idea is to propose Pose-
dependent Consistency Distillation Sampling (PCDS), a uni-
versal objective for diffusion-based 3D generation tasks. In-
spired by Consistency Models [11], [12], our PCDS builds
the pose-dependent consistency function within diffusion tra-
jectories, enabling to skip the full denoising sampling and
accurately estimate the gradients through 1∼3 sampling steps.
Specifically, PCDS first merges the pose-dependent scores
based on Perp-Neg [13], and then maps the noise to pseudoGTs
using consistency function in a classifier-free guidance (CFG)
manner [14]. Compared with existing objectives, PCDS can
acquire more accurate updating directions with the same sam-
pling costs, while it further supports few-step (2∼3) sampling
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(a) Text-to-3D Examples

(b) Training Process
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“Iron Man”

“Ant Man”“A portrait of man, white hair, 
head, photorealistic, 8K, HDR”

“A DSLR photo of the leaning 
tower of Pisa”

“A DSLR photo of a robot 
dinosaur”

“A zoomed out DSLR photo of a 
corgi wearing a top hat”

“Tower Bridge made out of 
gingerbread and candy”

“A DSLR photo of an old car 
overgrown by vines and weeds”“A plush dragon toy”

“An airplane made out of 
wood”

“A delicious chocolate brownie 
dessert with ice cream on the side”

“Zombie JOKER, head, HDR, 
photorealistic, 8K”

“Mulan in Mulan, Anime”

“A bichon 

frise wearing 

academic 

regalia”

Fig. 1. Examples of text-to-3D asset creations with our framework (a). We present an efficient text-to-3D generation framework – VividDreamer that can
distill semantically-consistent textures and high-fidelity structures from pretrained 2D diffusion models using a novel Pose-dependent Consistency Distillation
Sampling objective in a coarse-to-fine optimization manner, allowing to yield high-fidelity 3D objects (rows 1 and 2) and 3D avatars (row 3) based on
the given text prompts. Specifically, our VividDreamer achieves high training efficiency, which can create ready-to-use 3D assets within 10 minutes, while
producing photorealistic 3D objects within 30 minutes (b). More results can be found in Fig. 5 and our Project page.

to trade compute for better generation quality. For an efficient
generation, we tailor a coarse-to-fine optimization strategy to
achieve a better balance between training time and genera-
tion quality, which first utilizes 1-step PCDS to create the
basic structures, and then gradually increases PCDS steps to
generate fine-grained details. We also introduce 3D Gaussian
Splatting (3DGS) [15] to build our pipeline. As a result,
VividDreamer achieves high training efficiency, enabling high-
fidelity 3D object generation in a short time (see Fig. 1).

Extensive experiments demonstrate that VividDreamer fa-
vorably outperforms the state-of-the-art in generation quality,

effectively alleviating the implausible 3D generation issues
caused by deviated updating direction in existing methods (see
Fig. 4 in details). VividDreamer also achieves better training
efficiency than the state-of-the-art, yielding higher generation
quality with the same optimization time (see Fig. 6). Notably,
only 10 minutes of training on a single A100 GPU achieves su-
perior generation quality to the existing 3DGS-based methods,
being favored by most users in the user study (see Table I).

Our framework has several other advantages: i) High Con-
sistency. Thanks to the proposed PCDS that can counteract the
semantic deviation brought by intrinsic randomness, our Vivid-

https://narcissusex.github.io/VividDreamer
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Dreamer enables to yield consistent pseudoGTs from various
timesteps, significantly addressing the over-smoothing issues
caused by SDS, producing more detailed results. Moreover,
unlike ISM which is only applicable to DDIM sampling, our
PCDS maintains such consistency in DDPM and DDIM sam-
pling, ii) High Adjustability. Our PCDS enables various-step
sampling to meet different speed-quality demands. iii) High
Versatility. Our PCDS can be simply-applied into numerous
3D generative applications, creating high-quality 3D assets,
please see Figs. 9 and 10 in details.

The main contributions are summarized as follows:
• We propose VividDreamer, a novel framework for high-

fidelity and efficient text-to-3D generation.
• We propose Pose-dependent Consistency Distillation

Sampling (PCDS) to address the inherent bottleneck in
generation quality, and also tailor a coarse-to-fine opti-
mization strategy for efficient 3D generation.

• Experiments on various 3D generation tasks show that
VividDreamer favorably surpasses the state-of-the-art in
generation quality and training efficiency.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Related
works and preliminaries are reviewed in Sections II and III,
respectively. Section IV presents the analysis, motivation, and
details of our approach. Section V demonstrates the exper-
imental results and ablation study on text-to-3D generation.
Section VI presents the results of other 3D generative appli-
cations. Conclusions and limitations are drawn in Section VII.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Text-to-Image Diffusion Models

The field of text-to-image generation has experienced rapid
development in recent years, largely thanks to advances in
diffusion models [11], [16], [17] and CLIP [18]. Being trained
on a rich text-to-image dataset such as [19], large diffusion
models [2], [3], [20] are capable of generating impressive
images consistent with a given text prompt conditioned on
CLIP, becoming one of the core components for numerous
currently-emerged generation and editing techniques. Beyond
basic text-conditioning, diffusion models can be further condi-
tioned by various modalities. One example is ControlNet [21],
which can enhance the generation quality through the priors of
depth or segmentation maps. However, diffusion generation is
inherently slow as it relies on an iterative sampling process
for denoising. This limits the development of downstream
applications that require intensive queries, leading to massive
training costs, especially in text-to-3D generation.

B. Differentiable 3D Representations

Creating a photorealistic 3D entity from discrete samples
has been a long-standing research problem in the field of com-
puter vision and graphics. One of the commonly used solutions
is Neural Radiance Fields (NeRF) [1]. By utilizing standard
volumetric rendering [22] and alpha compositing techniques
[23], NeRF builds a differentiable rendering pipeline, yielding
impressive novel view synthesis from conventional photos. A
series of follow-up works extend NeRF [1] to the various

applications, such as generative 3D modeling [4], [24], 3D-
editing [25], [26], surface reconstruction [27], and medi-
cal imaging [28]. Other methods aim to enhance NeRF on
training efficiency and reconstruction quality, e.g., few-view
reconstruction [29], acceleration [30], and anti-aliasing [31].
Recently, 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) [15] has become
a hot method in this field, achieving remarkable training
efficiency. In this paper, we introduce 3DGS to build the 3D
rendering pipeline of our framework.

C. Text-to-3D Generation Models

With the breakthrough of key technologies in the fields of
text-to-image generation and 3D representations, text-to-3D
generation has become a reality. As a pioneer, DreamFusion
[4] first extracts the 3D priors given by pre-trained 2D text-to-
image diffusion models to generate 3D NeRF objects. Its core
component is the Score Distillation Sampling (SDS), which
facilitates 3D distillation by capturing the updating direction
that conforms to text guidance, allowing for training a 3D
model based on the 2D knowledge from diffusion models. Mo-
tivated by SDS, numerous follow-up works [5]–[10], [32]–[34]
quickly sprout up to improve text-to-3D generation pipelines in
various ways. Specifically, a group of methods [6]–[9] focus on
better visual quality by modifying NeRF or introducing other
efficient 3D representation techniques. Other improvements
aim at seeking an optimal distribution [5] or solving the
Janus problems [32]. Albeit promising, SDS has shown over-
smoothing effects in many papers [4], [6], [33], while its
improvements like Interval Score Matching (ISM) [10] gen-
erates semantically-inconsistent details (e.g., color deviation),
and others require a time-consuming sampling process [5],
[34]. Our work is intrinsically different in the sense that it
provides a theoretical analysis of the inconsistency and low-
quality generation caused by SDS and ISM. We propose a
universal approach Consistency Distillation Sampling (CDS),
which can achieve superior generation quality with the same
sampling costs as SDS and ISM, significantly addressing the
above inherent bottleneck in text-to-3D generation.

III. PRELIMINARIES

A. Diffusion Models

Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Model (DDPM). DDPM
[16] assumes the inversion as a diffusion process according to
a pre-defined schedule βt on timestep t as:

p(xt|xt−1) = N (xt;
√

1− βtxt−1, βtI ). (1)

The posterior is modeled by a neural network ϕ as:

pϕ(xt−1|xt) = N (xt−1;
√
αt−1µϕ(xt), (1− αt−1)Σϕ(xt)),

(2)
where αt := (

∏t
1(1 − βt)), while µϕ and Σϕ(xt) denote the

predicted mean and variance of xt, respectively.
Denoising Diffusion Implicit Model (DDIM). Given an in-
version trajectory {0, k, 2k, · · · , t−k, t}, DDIM [35] predicts
invertible noisy latents as a deterministic diffusion trajectories:

xt =
√
αtx̂

t−k
0 +

√
1− αtϵϕ(xt−k, t− k, ∅), (3)
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“A bichon frise wearing 

academic regalia”

Point Cloud 
Generator

3D Gaussian

DDPM / DDIM  

Inversion

Noise

Few-step PCDS

PseudoGTs PseudoGTs ViewsViews

Sampling

Diffusion Process

Fig. 2. An overview of VividDreamer. We employ 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) [15] as 3D representation, and initialize it using the pre-trained Point-E
[37] with given text prompts. In training, given a camera pose c, we render the corresponding view x0 = g(θ, c) by the rendering pipeline of 3DGS, and
disturb it to 2D diffusion models using DDPM/DDIM inversion. Then, we employ the proposed Pose-dependent Consistency Distillation Sampling (PCDS)
to map noise xt to the pseudoGTs x̃t

0 (i.e., the denoised images) through few-step (1∼3) sampling. Finally, we calculate the Mean Square Error (MSE) loss
LPCDS between the rendered views x0 and pseudoGTs x̃t

0, and update the parameter of 3D Gaussians θ by the gradients ▽θLPCDS in Eq. (13).

where x̂t−k
0 = 1√

αs
xt−k −

√
1− αtϵϕ(xt−k, t− k, ∅) denotes

the pseudoGTs directly estimated from xt−k using 1-step
sampling. Thus, any point within that deterministic diffusion
trajectory can be non-randomly estimated iteratively.

B. 3D Gaussian Splatting

3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) [15] is a recent groundbreak-
ing method for novel view synthesis. Unlike NeRF [1] and
its variants that render images based on volume rendering
[22], 3DGS renders images through splatting [36], allowing
extremely fast optimization and rendering speed. Specifically,
3DGS represents the scene through a set of 3D Gaussians.
These 3D Gaussians can be defined with its center position
µ ∈ R3, covariance Σ ∈ R7, color c ∈ R3, and opacity
α ∈ R1, which can be queried as:

G(p) = exp(−1

2
(p)TΣ−1(p)), (4)

where p denotes the distance between µ and the query point.
For computing the color of each pixel, 3DGS uses neural
point-based rendering [36], i.e., simulating a ray r casting from
the center of the camera to the end based on the corresponding
camera pose c, which can be formulated as:

C(r) =
∑
i∈N

ciσi

i−1∏
j=i

(1− σj), σi = αiG(pi), (5)

where N indicates the samples on the ray r, while σi, ci, αi

and pi denote the density, color, opacity, and distance of the
i-th 3D Gaussians, respectively. Since the rendering process is
differentiable, 3D Gaussians can be optimized using gradient
descent. After optimization, 3DGS projects 3D Gaussians to
2D for rendering, yielding photorealistic novel views. Given a
viewing transformation W , the covariance matrix Σ′ in camera
coordinates can be acquired as:

Σ′ = JWΣWTJT , (6)

where J is the Jacobian of the affine approximation of the
projective transformation.

IV. METHODS

In this section, we first analyze the limitations of Score Dis-
tillation Sampling (SDS) and Interval Score Matching (ISM) in
text-to-3D generation. Subsequently, inspired by Consistency
Models [11], [12] we propose Pose-dependent Consistency
Distillation Sampling, a novel yet efficient objective that can
acquire accurate gradients with minimal step sampling (1∼3),
significantly addressing the bottleneck of previous works in
generation quality. Finally, we propose a two-stage framework
for efficient text-to-3D generation, allowing high-fidelity 3D
asset creation in a short training time. Figure 2 depicts the
overall framework of our VividDreamer, and the subsequent
techniques are described in the following subsections.

A. Review of SDS and ISM.

Given a 3D representation with learnable parameter θ, the
differentiable rendering x0 = g(θ, c) denotes to render 2D
images x0 based on the corresponding camera poses c. As
shown in Fig. 3 (a), the true gradients can be calculated as:

▽θLtrue(θ) = Et,c

[
ω(t)

γ(t)
(x0 − x̃t

0)
∂g(θ, c)

∂θ

]
, (7)

where ω(t) and γ(t) =
√
1−ᾱt√
ᾱt

are the weight w.r.t different
timesteps. x̃t

0 denotes the pseudoGTs obtained by full denois-
ing sampling from the noise xt to the timestep 0. Since the
acquisition of x̃t

0 takes considerable sampling costs, SDS and
ISM objectives aim to skip such a time-consuming process,
which can be detailedly analyzed as follows:
Score Distillation Sampling (SDS). As shown in Fig. 2 (b),
SDS objective can be formulated as:

▽θLSDS(θ) = Et,c

[
ω(t)

γ(t)
(x0 − x̂t

0)
∂g(θ, c)

∂θ

]
, (8)

where x̂t
0 denotes the pseudoGTs directly estimated from the

noise xt using 1-step DDPM sampling based on Eq. (2). Due
to the intrinsic randomness brought by DDPM, SDS faces
two inherent limitations: i) inconsistent x̂t

0 across different
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timesteps t; and ii) inaccurate 1-step estimation for all t,
leading to blurred and sketchy results.
Interval Score Matching (ISM). Unlike SDS, Liang et al.
non-randomly estimate xt using DDIM inversion in Eq. (3),
and thus Eq. (7) can be rewritten as:

▽θLtrue(θ)≜Et,c[(ω(t)[ϵϕ(xt,t,y)−ϵϕ(xs,s,∅)︸ ︷︷ ︸
interval score

]+ηt)
∂g(θ,c)

∂θ
],

(9)
where s = t − k, and the bias term ηt is a weighted sum of
interval scores w.r.t a series of timesteps. To skip full denoising
sampling, ISM objective▽θLISM directly omits the bias term
ηt and only maintains the interval score at timestep t as:

▽θLISM (θ) = Et,c[(ω(t)[ϵϕ(xt, t, y)−ϵϕ(xs, s, ∅)])
∂g(θ, c)

∂θ
],

(10)
Since such omission changes the magnitude and direction
of the true gradients ▽θLtrue, it leads to implausible out-
comes, e.g., color deviation, Janus problems, and semantically-
inconsistent details in 3D models (see Figs. 4 and 7).

B. Pose-dependent Consistency Distillation Sampling

To mitigate the above problems exposed by SDS and ISM,
we propose a novel sampling strategy dubbed Pose-dependent
Consistency Distillation Sampling (PCDS) for text-to-3D gen-
eration. As analyzed in Sec. IV-A, the core problem of ISM
is how to efficiently obtain consistent estimation x̃t

0 from any
xt. To this end, we only need to build a consistency function
that can output consistent estimation x̃t

0 from any xt on a
certain trajectory with few-step (1 ∼ 3) sampling (see Fig. 3
(c)). Inspired by [12], this function can be formally defined as
fϕ : (xt, t, y)→ x̃t

0, which can be further parameterized by:

fϕ = fin(t)x0 + fout(t)Cϕ(xt, t, y), (11)

where fin and fout are differentiable functions with fin(0) =
1 and fout(0) = 0, and Cϕ is a neural network that outputs a
tensor with the size of xt. Concretely, we set Cϕ(xt, t, y) as:

Cϕ(xt, t, y) =
xt√
ᾱt
− γ(t)ϵ̂ϕ(xt, t, y), t > 0, (12)

which can be regarded as 1-step DDIM sampling [35]. Since
x̃t
0 can be accurately estimated from xt through few-step

PCDS sampling, we can obtain an accurate and fast approxi-
mation of the true gradient ▽θLtrue as:

▽θLPCDS(θ) ≜ Et,c

[
ω(t)

γ(t)
(x0 − x̃t

0)
∂g(θ, c)

∂θ

]
. (13)

Though classifier-free guidance (CFG) [14] has been widely
used to construct ϵ̂ϕ(xt, t, y) in text-to-image generation, di-
rectly applying it to text-to-3D generation may bring about the
notorious Janus problem, e.g., yielding multi-faced objects. To
further alleviate this problem, we incorporate pose-dependent
prompts following Perp-Neg [13] into our PCDS. Specifically,
given a camera pose c, we generate its pose-dependent text

(c) PCDS Gradient (Ours)

View Noise
DDPM / DDIM Inversion 

Data
Few-Step (1~3) PCDS Sampling

(a) True Gradient 

View Noise
Adding Noise

Data
Full Denoising Sampling

(b) SDS Gradient 

Data

1-Step DDPM Sampling

View Noise
DDPM Inversion

Fig. 3. Examples of different objectives. Visually, the acquisition of “true”
gradient (a) is time-consuming work, requiring the full denoising sampling
in each iteration. To skip such a lengthy process, Score Distillation Sampling
(SDS) [4] (b) directly maps the noise to data i.e., pseudoGTs using 1-step
DDPM sampling, but SDS struggles to acquire accurate gradients due to the
intrinsic randomness brought by DDPM. On the contrary, our PCDS builds
the pose-dependent consistency function fϕ from any timestep t to the origin
0 within diffusion trajectories, allowing to generate accurate pseudoGTs and
acquire precise gradients via minimal sampling steps (1∼3).

embedding with the interpolation technique proposed in Perp-
Neg. Then, we construct ϵ̂ϕ(xt, t, y) as follows:

ϵ̂ϕ(xt, t, y) = ϵϕ(xt, t) + wg

ϵposϕ −
Nneg∑
i=1

w(i)
c ϵneg

(i)⊥
ϕ

 ,

(14)
where Nneg denotes the number of negative prompts em-
beddings w.r.t camera pose c, while wg and w

(i)
c indicate

the weighting coefficients of positive and negative prompts
embeddings, respectively. And ϵpos and ϵneg

(i)

ϕ are constructed
from the unconditional term ϵϕ(xt, t) as:

ϵposϕ = ϵϕ(xt, t, y
pos
c )− ϵϕ(xt, t),

ϵneg
(i)

ϕ = ϵϕ(xt, t, y
neg(i)

c )− ϵϕ(xt, t),
(15)

where yposc and yneg
(i)

c denote the positive and negative
prompt embeddings w.r.t camera pose c, respectively. Thus,
the perpendicular gradient ϵneg

(i)⊥
ϕ of ϵposϕ on ϵneg

(i)

can be
estimated as:

ϵneg
(i)⊥

ϕ =

ϵneg
(i)

ϕ −

〈
ϵposϕ , ϵneg

(i)

ϕ

〉
∥ϵposϕ ∥2

ϵposϕ

 . (16)

In practice, our PCDS first obtain the pose-dependent scores
by Eq. (14), and then iteratively estimates the pseudoGTs in
a CFG manner, which achieves robust sampling against Janus
problem, enabling high-fidelity 3D object creation.
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C. Coarse-to-Fine Optimization

As discussed, PCDS enables directly mapping the noise to
pseudoGTs through 1-step sampling, while also allowing few-
step (2∼3) sampling to trade compute for higher generation
quality. For efficient text-to-3D generation, we tailor a two-
stage optimization strategy, which can generate 3D assets from
coarse to fine, achieving high training efficiency. For clarity,
we also provide pseudo codes in Algorithm 1.
In Coarse Stage, we aim to rapidly create an initial 3D
structure from the given point cloud. For fast convergence,
we first map the rendered views x0 to noise xt using DDPM
inversion in Eq. (1), and then directly predict the pseudoGTs
via a 1-step PCDS sampling. Thanks to the proposed PCDS,
only 1-step sampling can acquire precise gradients for 3D
object initialization, yielding better generation quality than
SDS (see Fig. 7). The coarse stage only takes 4 minutes of
training to create a nice structure from initial point clouds as
shown in Fig. 1, effectively alleviating bizarre shapes caused
by intrinsic randomness in the early training.
In Fine Stage, we aim to refine the 3D structures and generate
fine-grained details. Specifically, to acquire more precise gra-
dients, we utilize the DDIM inversion Eq. (3) instead of the
DDPM inversion to non-randomly map the rendered views
x0 to noise xt. We also gradually increase the sampling
steps of PCDS from 1 to 3 with the increasing optimization
steps, allowing the model to learn more fine-grained details
from the diffusion-based 3D priors. As a result, VividDreamer
can create ready-to-use 3D assets within 10 minutes, and
producing photorealistic objects within 30 minutes (see Fig. 1).

D. Advanced Generation Pipeline

We also explore some factors that would affect the gen-
eration quality and propose an advanced pipeline with our
PCDS. Specifically, we propose an efficient 3D representation
technique and utilize ControlNet [21] for enhancement.

1) Efficient Initialization: Existing 3DGS-based methods
usually adopt initial point cloud provided by text-to-point
generative models [37], [38] for fast convergence. However,
these text-to-point generative models cannot understand com-
plex text prompts, usually yielding strange and irregular point
clouds. Thus, the acquisition of the initial point cloud is a
labor-consuming task because it requires manual conversion
of text prompts into simple words, e.g., converting “A hi-poly
model of a yellow supercar” into “car”. To address this issue,
we utilize Chain-of-Thought (COT) [39] to teach the ChatGPT
[40] how to extract simple prototypes from a complex text
description. After training, ChatGPT can simplify a complex
text description into one or two simple words. These words
can be directly fed into the text-to-point generative models,
obtaining point clouds with similar semantics, allowing to
liberate researchers from heavy labor in manual conversions.

2) ControlNet-based Enhancement: Janus problem is a
great challenge in text-to-3D generation tasks. Though our
PCDS significantly alleviates the Janus problem caused by
inaccurate gradients, it still cannot completely solve this
problem because the text-to-image diffusion models do not
truly understand the 3D objects in the real world. To achieve

ALGORITHM 1: Coarse-to-Fine Optimization
Input : Consistency model Cϕ, Coarse-stage iteration

number Nc, Fine-stage iteration number Nf ,
DDIM inversion stepsize δt, and Target
prompt embedding y.

for i ∈ {0, 1, · · · , Nc +Nf − 1} do
if i < Nc then

Sample: x0 = g(θ, c) and t ∼ U [600, 700];
/* 1-step DDPM inversion */
xt =

√
ᾱtx0 +

√
1− ᾱtϵ, ϵ ∼ N (0, I);

x̃t
0 = Cϕ(xt, t, y);// 1-step PCDS sampling

end
else

Sample: x0 = g(θ, c) and t ∼ U [300, 500];
Initialize: xt = x0;
Let Ninv = ⌈t/δt⌉;
/* DDIM inversion in Eq. (3) */
for j ∈ {0, 1, · · · , Ninv − 1} do

Let tf =min(⌊(j + 1)δt⌋, t) and tn=⌊jδt⌋;
x̂tn
0 = 1√

ᾱtn
(xt −

√
1− ᾱtnϵϕ(xt, tn, ∅));

xt←
√
ᾱtf x̂

tn
0 +

√
1−ᾱtf ϵϕ(xt,tn,∅);

end
Initialize: x̃t

0 = Cϕ(xt, t, y);
Let Np ∈ [1, 3] denote PCDS steps;
/* Gradually increasing Np */
if Np > 1 then

Let δp = t/Np;
for k ∈ {Np − 1, Np − 2, · · · , 1} do

Let tf = ⌊kδp⌋ and tn = ⌊(k + 1)δp⌋;
xtf=

√
ᾱtf x̃

t
0 +

√
1− ᾱtf ϵϕ(xtn , tn, y);

x̃t
0 ← Cϕ(xtf , tf , y);

end
end

end
Update θ according to Eq. (13);

end

better 3D consistency, we optionally introduce ControlNet [21]
to guide diffusion models, where the ControlNet priors are
based on the depth maps related to the camera poses. This
can successfully alleviate the Janus problem that appears in
some specific text prompts, enabling better robustness against
various situations.

V. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we conduct extensive experiments and in-
depth analysis to demonstrate the superiority of our Vivid-
Dreamer in text-to-3D generation.

A. Implementation Details

In our framework, we adopt 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS)
[15] as 3D representation and Stable Diffusion [2] fintuned by
Latent Consistency Model [12] as diffusion-based 3D priors.
We utilize the cloud point provided by the pre-trained Point-E
[37] for initialization, and feed the camera-dependent prompts
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DreamFusion (SDS)

(~1h)

DreamGaussian (SDS)

(~3mins)

GaussianDreamer (SDS)

(~9mins)

LucidDreamer (ISM)

(~45mins)

VividDreamer (Ours)
(~30mins)

“A DSLR photo of a wizard raccoon casting a spell”

“A DSLR photo of a chow chow puppy”

“A DSLR photo of a tray of Sushi containing pugs”

“A goat drinking beer”

“A DSLR photo of a baby dragon drinking boba”

“A DSLR photo of a terracotta bunny”

Fig. 4. Visual comparisons between our framework and 4 state-of-the-art methods for text-to-3D generation. Experimental results show that our approach is
capable of creating high-fidelity 3D assets that maintain consistent semantics with the given text prompts, significantly alleviating the color deviation, Janus
problem, and semantically inconsistent details caused by inaccurate gradient estimation. The training time is evaluated on a single A100 GPU.

suggested in Perp-Neg [13] into diffusion models. To further
alleviate the Janus problem using ControlNet [21], we first
render the depth maps related to the camera poses using 3DGS,
and then feed these rendered depth maps into ControlNet to
guide the generation of diffusion models. The batch size is set
to 4, and the iteration numbers of coarse stage Nc and fine
stage Nf are set to 500 and 2500, respectively. The DDIM
inversion stepsize δt is fixed as 200, and the iteration numbers
of 1-, 2-, and 3-step PCDS sampling are set to 1000, 800, and
700, respectively. Note, we can acquire ready-to-use 3D assets
within 10 minutes (nearly 1500 iterations), and obtaining high-
fidelity objects within 30 minutes (3000 iterations).

B. Comparison Results

We primarily compare with four baselines, including
DreamFusion [4], DreamGaussian [9], GaussianDreamer
[9] and LucidDreamer [10], where DreamFusion is re-
implemented by [41] using NGP [30] and Stable Diffusion [2],
and the rest methods are built by 3DGS and Stable Diffusion.

1) Qualitative Comparisons: We provide qualitative com-
parisons on text-to-3D generation in Fig. 4. As shown, our
VividDreamer outperforms the competitors especially w.r.t
high-quality visual appearance, significantly alleviating the
color deviation caused by inaccurate gradients. We also found
that directly using Perp-Neg [13] can only alleviate the Janus
problem that appears in some text prompts. For example,
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“A DSLR photo of a piglet 
sitting in a teacup”

“A red panda”“A red panda”
“A DSLR photo of a shiba inu 

wearing golf clothes and hat”
“A DSLR photo of a shiba inu 

wearing golf clothes and hat”
“A DSLR photo of a cocker 
spaniel wearing a crown”
“A DSLR photo of a cocker 
spaniel wearing a crown”

“A DSLR photo of a piglet 
sitting in a teacup”

“A red panda”
“A DSLR photo of a shiba inu 

wearing golf clothes and hat”
“A DSLR photo of a cocker 
spaniel wearing a crown”

“A DSLR photo of a mandarin 
duck swimming in a pond”

“A zoomed out DSLR photo of a 
kingfisher bird”

“A DSLR photo of a squirrel 
dressed like a clown”

“A DSLR photo of a 
pomeranian dog”

“A DSLR photo of a mandarin 
duck swimming in a pond”

“A zoomed out DSLR photo of a 
kingfisher bird”

“A DSLR photo of a squirrel 
dressed like a clown”

“A DSLR photo of a 
pomeranian dog”

“A capybara wearing a top 
hat, low poly”

“A capybara wearing a top 
hat, low poly”

“A plush toy of a corgi nurse”
“A zoomed out DSLR photo of 
an origami hippo in a river”

“A zoomed out DSLR photo of a 
hippo made out of chocolate”

“A capybara wearing a top 
hat, low poly”

“A plush toy of a corgi nurse”
“A zoomed out DSLR photo of 
an origami hippo in a river”

“A zoomed out DSLR photo of a 
hippo made out of chocolate”

“A DSLR photo of  phoenix 
made of splashing water”

“A 20-sided die made out of 
glass”

tt “A beautiful dress made out of 
cherries, Studio lighting”

“A beautiful dress made out of 
cherries, Studio lighting”

“A zoomed out DSLR photo of a 
lion's mane jellyfish”

“A zoomed out DSLR photo of a 
lion's mane jellyfish”

“A DSLR photo of  phoenix 
made of splashing water”

“A 20-sided die made out of 
glass”

t “A beautiful dress made out of 
cherries, Studio lighting”

“A zoomed out DSLR photo of a 
lion's mane jellyfish”

“An all-utility vehicle driving 
across a stream”

“A Panther De Ville car” “An erupting volcano”“An erupting volcano”
“A DSLR photo of a steam 

engine train, high resolution”
“A DSLR photo of a steam 

engine train, high resolution”
“An all-utility vehicle driving 

across a stream”
“A Panther De Ville car” “An erupting volcano”

“A DSLR photo of a steam 
engine train, high resolution”

Fig. 5. Visual results generated by our VividDreamer framework with 30 minutes of training on a single A100 GPU. As shown, our approach creates
high-fidelity 3D assets based on various text prompts. More visual results can be found in our Project page.

though GaussianDreamer [9] and LucidDreamer [10] incorpo-
rate Perp-Neg into their 3D generation pipeline, they still pro-
duce multi-faced and 3D-inconsistent objects. Thanks to PCDS
that neatly combines Perp-Neg into the built-in consistency
function, VividDreamer can effectively alleviate the Janus
problem brought by inaccurate gradients and the intrinsic lim-
itation of text-to-image diffusion models, yielding lifelike 3D
assets with high-fidelity geometric structures. Moreover, Vivid-
Dreamer generates semantically consistent results, faithfully
restoring the details overlooked by the compared methods. We
also provide more visual results in Fig. 5, and more visual
comparisons can be found in our Project page.

To better exhibit our training efficiency, we further compare
the results against baselines under a 10-minute training. As
shown in Fig. 6, LucidDreamer [10] falls short in good con-
vergence within 10 minutes of training, yielding sub-optimal
results. While GaussianDreamer [9] can be well-converged
in 10 minutes, it is limited by the inaccurate gradient esti-
mation from SDS, producing low-quality 3D objects. On the
contrary, VividDreamer achieves superior generation quality
with the same optimization time, presenting a noteworthy
training efficiency. It also demonstrates that VividDreamer
significantly addresses the bottleneck in existing text-to-3d
generation methods, proving the correctness and effectiveness

https://narcissusex.github.io/VividDreamer
https://narcissusex.github.io/VividDreamer
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GaussianDreamer (SDS)

(~9mins)

LucidDreamer (ISM)

(~10mins)

VividDreamer (Ours)
(~10mins)

“A pig wearing a backpack”

“A DSLR photo of a corgi puppy”

“A DSLR photo of a yellow schoolbus”

Fig. 6. Visual comparisons between our VividDreamer and 2 state-of-the-
art methods: LucidDreamer [10], and GaussianDreamer [9] for text-to-3D
generation, where the results are generated by ∼10 minutes of training on
a single A100 GPU. Visually, our framework enables high-fidelity 3D object
creations within a such short time, presenting a noteworthy training efficiency.

SDS ISM PCDS (Ours)

“A llama wearing a suit”“A llama wearing a suit”

“A DSLR photo of a chow chow puppy”“A DSLR photo of a chow chow puppy”

“A capybara wearing a top hat, low poly”“A capybara wearing a top hat, low poly”

Fig. 7. Visual comparisons between our Pose-dependent Consistency
Distillation Sampling PCDS and 2 existing objectives: Score Distillation
Sampling (SDS) [4] and Interval Score Mathcing (ISM) [10]. The results
are generated by incorporating these objectives into our framework with a
30-minute training without any modifications and extra processing.

of our motivation and model design.
2) User Study: We conduct a user study to provide a

comprehensive evaluation of text-to-3D generation quality.
Specifically, we randomly select 50 prompts from a total of
414 ones for evaluation, and generate 3D objects using 5
different methods (including our 10- and 30-minute versions)
with each prompt. For fair comparisons, we anonymize all
the methods, and exhibit each 3D asset by its 360◦ rendered
video. Users are invited to fill out the questionnaire online,
and asked to rank the 3D objects based on the fidelity and
the degree of alignment with the given text prompt. Table I
reports the results summarized from 98 questionnaires on
the internet, where we evaluate users’ preferences using the
average ranking. As shown, our VividDreamer achieves the

TABLE I
WE SURVEY THE AVERAGE RANKING OF USERS’ PREFERENCE ON 50 SETS

OF TEXT-TO-3D GENERATION RESULTS PRODUCED BY THE
STATE-OF-THE-ART AND OUR 10- AND 30-MINUTE VERSIONS,

RESPECTIVELY. OUR RESULTS ARE PREFERRED BY MOST USERS. THE
TRAINING TIME IS EVALUATED ON A SINGLE A100 GPU.

Methods Avg. Rank ↓ Training Time ↓

DreamGaussian [8] 4.74 3 mins
GaussianDreamer [9] 3.41 9 mins
LucidDreamer [10] 2.65 45 mins
VividDreamer10 (Ours) 2.26 10 mins
VividDreamer30 (Ours) 1.43 30 mins

DDPM + 1-step PCDS Coarse-to-Fine StrategyDDIM + 3-step PCDS

“A teddy bear in a shopping cart full of fruits and vegetables”

“A DSLR photo of a raccoon stealing a pie”

Fig. 8. Visual comparisons between different ablations of our framework.
The results are generated under 10 minutes of training on a single A100 GPU.
Visually, the proposed coarse-to-fine optimization strategy acquires superior
generation quality to the competitors in the same training time, achieving
better training efficiency.

highest average ranking, demonstrating that users consistently
favored the 3D objects generated by our framework. This
also demonstrates that VividDreamer achieves a high training
efficiency, only 10 minutes of training on a single A100 GPU
can outperform the competitors.

C. Ablation Study

In this subsection, we carry out ablation studies to investi-
gate the effectiveness of the proposed modules.

1) Different Objectives: We evaluate the visual quality of
our framework based on different objectives: SDS, ISM, and
our PCDS. Specifically, for each objective, we incorporate it
into our framework and conduct training of 3000 iterations. All
the hyperparameters and model settings are consistent. During
training, we gradually increase the sampling steps of our
PCDS from 1 to 3. As shown in Fig. 7, PCDS achieves better
generation quality than SDS and ISM, producing high-fidelity
and semantically-inconsistent 3D assets. This also proves that
our PCDS can alleviate the color deviation and Janus problem
caused by the inaccurate gradient estimation.

2) Different Optimization Strategies: In Fig. 8, we evaluate
the training efficiency of the following optimization strategies:
only 1-step PCDS, only 3-step PCDS, and our coarse-to-
fine strategy, i.e., gradually increasing the sampling steps of
PCDS from 1 to 3. With the same training time (10 minutes),
our coarse-to-fine results achieve higher generation quality,
producing 3D-consistent structures and finer details, which
proves the effectiveness of our designs.
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“Robert Pattinson, head, HDR, 
photorealistic, 8K”

“A portrait of young norwegian 
woman, steampunk, long hair”
“A portrait of young norwegian 
woman, steampunk, long hair”

“A portrait of Iron man, white 
hair, head, 8K, HDR”

“A portrait of Iron man, white 
hair, head, 8K, HDR”

“A boy with facial painting, 
head, HDR, photorealistic, 8K”
“A boy with facial painting, 

head, HDR, photorealistic, 8K”

“Iron Man”“Iron Man” “Batman”“Batman” “Sun Wukong”“Sun Wukong”
“A young man wearing 

a turtleneck”
“A young man wearing 

a turtleneck”

Fig. 9. Visual examples of 3D portraits and avatars. As shown, our approach can create high-quality 3D avatars and portraits within 30 minutes of training
on a single A100 GPU.

“A DSLR photo of a 
chow chow puppy”

“A DSLR photo of 
a bicon frise”

PCDS

“A red panda” “A panda”

PCDS

“A DSLR photo of a 
corgi puppy”

“A DSLR photo of 
a cat”

PCDS

;

Fig. 10. Visual examples of editing the given 3D assets with user-guided prompts using the proposed PCDS. As shown, our approach can create user-desired
3D objects while maintaining the basic structure of the prototypes.

VI. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we further explore the effectiveness of our
work on other 3D generative applications, such as zero-shot
3D avater and portrait generation, and zero-shot 3D editing.

A. Zero-shot 3D Avatar & Portrait Generation

We expand our VividDreamer to generate 3D avatars and
portraits from text descriptions. To generate 3D avatars, we
utilize the Skinned Multi-Person Linear Model (SMPL) [42]
to generate the point cloud of the human body as a geometry
prior to 3DGS initialization. We also employ ControlNet [21]
conditioned on depth maps to offer more robust supervision
during training. For 3D portrait creation, 3DGS is initialized
by the point cloud of “head” provided from Point-E [37].
As shown in Fig. 9, only following such a simple process,
VividDreamer can generate high-fidelity 3D avatars (row 1)
and portraits (rows 2 and 3) that consistent with text prompts.

B. Zero-shot 3D Editing

In addition to text-to-3D generation tasks, our PCDS
can also be simply extended to 3D editing tasks. Because
PCDS can acquire updating direction that consistent with text
prompts, it enables editing the textures of an arbitrary 3D asset
based on a user-guided text prompt in a zero-shot manner.

Specifically, given a 3D asset and a text prompt, we first
transform the 3D asset into a point cloud to initialize 3DGS.
Then, we employ the depth map-prior ControlNet [21] to guide
the optimization. As shown in Fig. 10, the edited results show
high-quality details consistent with the given text prompts,
while maintaining the basic structure of original 3D objects.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we present VividDreamer, a text-to-3D gener-
ation framework that significantly improves the efficiency of
3D content creation. We design an efficient Pose-dependent
Consistency Distillation Sampling (PCDS) objective, and pro-
pose a coarse-to-fine optimization framework, enabling high-
fidelity 3D object creation in a short time. Thanks to the
proposed modules, our approach can first create ready-to-use
3D assets within 10 minutes, and then produce high-fidelity
3D structures and fine-grained details within 30 minutes.
Extensive experiments demonstrate that our VividDreamer
favorably outperforms the state-of-the-art in generation quality
and training efficiency. Its outstanding performance paves the
way for a wide range of 3D generative applications, such
as text-to-3D editing and zero-shot avatar creation, making it
possible to facilitate numerous applications in the real world.
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