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Abstract
This paper proposes a method to estimate the locations of grid handles in free-form deformation (FFD) while preserving the
local shape characteristics of the 2D/3D input model embedded into the grid, named locality-preserving FFD (lp-FFD). Users
first specify some vertex locations in the input model and grid handle locations. The system then optimizes all locations of grid
handles by minimizing the distortion of the input model’s mesh elements. The proposed method is fast and stable, allowing
the user to directly and indirectly make the deformed shape of mesh model and grid. This paper shows some examples of
deformation results to demonstrate the robustness of our lp-FFD. In addition, we conducted a user study and confirm our lp-
FFD’s efficiency and effectiveness in shape deformation is higher than those of existing methods used in commercial software.

CCS Concepts
• Computing methodologies → Graphics systems and interfaces;

1. Introduction

Free-form deformation (FFD) [SP86, MJ96] is a popular way to
smoothly deform 2D/3D models, and is widely applied in well-
known commercial software, for example, Adobe AfterEffect Mesh
Warp†, Adobe Photoshop Warp Grid‡, Blender Lattice Modifier§,
and Clip Studio Paint Mesh Transformation¶. In 2D cases, the user
first places an M ×N regular grid (e.g., an axis-aligned bounding
box) on an input model. The system then parameterizes each vertex
of the input model into the grid and computes each location v⃗ ∈R2

while moving the grid handles P⃗mn ∈ R2 as follows:

v⃗(u,v) =
M

∑
m

N

∑
n

BM
m (u)BN

n (v)P⃗mn (1)

where M and N are the number of grid handles and the Bernstein
polynomial Bb

a(x) is given by

Bb
a(x) =

(
b
a

)
xa(1.0− x)b−a (2)

Since FFD has a fast computation speed and geometric continu-
ity (e.g., C1 and C0 features), FFD can be used in various tasks

† https://www.adobe.com/products/aftereffects.html
‡ https://www.adobe.com/products/photoshop.html
§ https://www.blender.org/
¶ https://www.clipstudio.net/en/
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Figure 1: The problem with FFD. The user must indirectly de-
forms vertices on the input model by manipulating grid handles
(red points). The model is designed with reference to Frog from
[IMH05].

such as texturing characters’ garments in a photograph and transfer-
ring a deformation for one model to other objects. However, stan-
dard FFDs are unsuitable for specifying certain vertex locations in
the input model since users can only manipulate the grid handles
(i.e., indirect manipulation), as shown in Figure 1. Then, Hsu et
al. [HHK92] have developed a system which allows users to di-
rectly manipulate the vertices on the model based on the inverse
of Equation 1, but they ignore characteristics of the input model.
To make good deformations, users must add many constraints for
vertex locations or grid handles (details are given in section 4).

Against this background, several approaches that deform an
input model based on some vertex specifications without a
grid, called Differential Geometry Processing (DGP) [IMH05,
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Figure 2: Workflow of our proposed method. The user first places a coarse regular grid (red) on the input mesh model. The user can iteratively
manipulate the vertex handles (yellow points) and the FFD grid handles (blue points) while preserving the local shape characteristics of the
input model until the grid and model are deemed complete (#P = 8×8). The dinosaur model is from [FMIY23].

SCOL∗04,SA07], have been proposed. Their advantage is to make
deformed results that preserve local details of the input model,
such as Laplacian vectors and triangle shapes, and DGPs have been
available on commercial software (e.g., After Effects Puppet Tool).
However, their calculation depends on the number of the input
model’s vertices, so we need to simplify the input model [LGC∗23]
for speeding up its calculation. Also, the deformed results by DGP
are not even C1 continuous unlike FFD, and contain noticeable dis-
continuities on mesh edges when texture-mapping. In summary,
DGP does not fundamentally solve the FFD problems described
above.

One solution for FFD is to estimate the locations of grid handles
based on the deformed models with DGP, as an “inverse” prob-
lem [NI21]. However, this approach often produces distorted mesh
shapes, where the estimated grid is not suitable for user editing. The
reasons are that DGP is difficult to apply to mesh models consisting
of multiple isolated meshes, and FFD does not consider the shape
characteristics of the input model embedded in the regular grid. In
other words, the deformed results gained by using DGP are very
different from those that can be generated using FFD, so DGP and
FFD cannot be switched freely (details are given in section 4). Fur-
thermore, this approach requires two-step process with (i) the DGP
optimizer and (ii) the inverse FFD optimizer. Even if the number
of location constraints on the vertices of the input models is small,
the optimizers are dependent on the resolution of the input model;
hence, this calculation is not suitable for interactive use.

In this paper, we propose a linear optimizer that incorporates the
FFD mechanism into a DGP framework for estimating locations of
grid handles from a small number of vertex manipulations while
preserving the local details of the input model, named locality-
preserving free-form deformation (lp-FFD), as shown in Figure 2.
We evaluated the proposed method based on visual comparison and
existing distortion measures [WLZS16], and found that the pro-
posed method can better preserve localities. We also confirmed the
intuitiveness of the proposed method through a user study. The
proposed method can pre-compute matrices representing the lo-
cal details and the FFD parameterization, making it suitable for
interactive use. Our system allows users to export the deformed
grids, making it possible to reuse them for various tasks, such as
image manipulation and transferring the deformation effects. Our
core idea can also be applied to other subspace deformers in 2D
and 3D.

2. Related Work

This section reviews prior work on frameworks for (1) FFD and
(2) DGP and describes what makes our work different.

2.1. Free-form Deformation

FFDs [SP86, MJ96] have been thoroughly investigated, and many
improved versions have been developed, such as triangle sets-
based [KO03] and point-based types [MQ07]. The common feature
of these methods is that the input models are parameterized in ad-
vance, so the deformation qualities are dependent on the parameter-
ization and the amount of handles P must be increased to perform
detailed deformations, which is labor-intensive (e.g., 100 × 100
grids).

Some methods have been proposed to estimate the positions
of handles based on sparse user-specified constraints [HHK92,
LLH04, MZX14]. In the 2D context, Lévy [Lév01] proposed a
method to interactively build correspondence points between input
drawings (or photos) and 2D texture patterns, and generate textured
results. This method employs a conjugate gradient method, which
is fast enough for interactive operations. In addition, Kraevoy et
al. [KSG03] and Seo et al. [SC10] extended Lévy’s method to
improve the quality of texture mapping by setting additional con-
straints, such as gradient properties. While these methods enable
users to produce smoother results, they are unsuitable for includ-
ing the shape characteristics of input models. In the 3D context,
Hirota et al. [HML00] incorporated a physics-based idea (a mass
spring network) into FFD to preserve one shape characteristic, the
volume of the input model, during grid handle operation. However,
even though the original FFD is linear, the volume constraint is
nonlinear, forcing the use of a nonlinear optimizer and making the
calculation unstable.

We therefore propose a linear optimizer to stabilize the compu-
tation of grid handle estimations.

2.2. Differential Geometry Processing

DGP is a method that focuses on the connection of the input mod-
els’ vertices v⃗i and estimates the position coordinates of each vertex
v⃗′i directly by minimizing the distortion of one-ring neighborhoods
(or triangle shapes) before and after the deformation. For example,
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Sorkine et al. [SA07] defined the following energy function Edgp:

Edgp =
M

∑
i=1

∑
j∈L (i)

∥(⃗v′i − v⃗′j)−Ri(⃗vi − v⃗ j)∥2 (3)

where M is the number of vertexes, L (i) is the set of all ver-
tices connected with the i-th vertex, and Ri is the approximate rigid
transformation that fits the edges. Please see the detail of existing
method.

Since DGP can be applied to other shape characteristics (e.g.,
triangle shapes [IMH05, ACOL00, BBA08, BBA09b, BBA09a]
and strokes [WNS∗10, FM16]), various linear/nonlinear con-
straints (e.g., length/area/volume [JZCW14] and injective map-
ping [SKPSH13]), and some applications (e.g., blending weight
computation [JBPS11] and collision handling [MCKM15]) have
been proposed. However, since these methods have been studied
separately from the FFD approaches, their results (which have been
studied in the past) have not been applied in the field of FFD. In ad-
dition, these methods may become slow since the number of vari-
ables tends to be larger than that of the grid handles. And, unlike
FFD, the deformed results by DGPs are not C1 continuous, so the
lack of smoothness is clearly visible when applying a texture map-
ping algorithm to them.

Therefore, we bridge DGP and FFD techniques by estimating
locations of FFD handles while minimizing the distortion of the in-
put model’s shape. Taking a somewhat similar approach, Huang et
al. [HSL∗06] optimized cage shapes (indirect deformer) based on
characteristics of the input model. However, since their goal was
to speed up the DGP process under nonlinear constraints, they did
not discuss the qualities of the estimated cage shape and it remains
difficult for users to manipulate the cage. In addition, since their
algorithm is nonlinear, the solution depends on the number of it-
erations and initial conditions. It remains difficult for users to it-
eratively edit the locations of grid handles, as in texture mapping
process [NI21, FSNI22].

Based on their work, we attempt to estimate a natural-looking
grid shape in FFD methods by using linear approximation to make
it easier for users (including amateur artists and novices) to itera-
tively manipulate the grid and mesh models.

3. Method

Since an FFD (see Equation 1) is linear, a weight matrix W ∈
RM×N can be constructed to compute each vertex location in the
input model V = (⃗v1, v⃗2, · · · , v⃗M)T based on the locations of the
grid handles P = (P⃗1, P⃗2, · · · , P⃗N)

T by assigning coefficient values
of the Bernstein polynomials. Note that to simplify the FFD equa-
tion, the index of each grid handle in FFD (= width× height) is
represented as a single variable. v⃗1

...
v⃗M

=W

P⃗1
...

P⃗N

 (4)

Note that the matrix W can be replaced with other linear blending,
such as a barycentric energy that reflects the relative position of a
vertex in a specific cell.

(a) (c)(b)

𝑎𝑛𝑔𝑢𝑙𝑎𝑟, 𝑎𝑟𝑒𝑎 = 0.03307,  0.02808 𝑎𝑛𝑔𝑢𝑙𝑎𝑟, 𝑎𝑟𝑒𝑎 = 0.15791,  0.07653 𝑎𝑛𝑔𝑢𝑙𝑎𝑟, 𝑎𝑟𝑒𝑎 = 0.06151, 0.03724

Figure 3: The comparison of regularization methods. The de-
formed results were obtained (a) without any regularization,
(b) with Noh et al. [NI21], and (c) with Egr (#P = 10×10). The an-
gular and area distortions are computed by [WLZS16]. The model
is designed with reference to Girl from [SDC09].

We then re-visit the DGP formulas Edgp (see Equation 3). These
methods are based on linear optimization to find the mesh vertex
locations V ′ = (⃗v′1, v⃗

′
2, · · · , v⃗′M)T that locally minimize distortions

under given handle constraints. Therefore, by substituting Equa-
tion 4 into V ′ in Equation 3, we define a new problem that solves
the locations of the grid handles P′ while integrating shape charac-
teristics of the input model, as follows:

Eml = ∥LV ′−T LV∥2

= ∥(LW )P′−T LV∥2 (5)

where L ∈RM×M is the Laplacian matrix computed from the input
model and T is a matrix that stores a set of approximated rigid
transformation matrices of one-ring neighbors [SA07]. Please refer
to previous studies for more details. Note that it is possible to apply
this idea to other DGP contexts, such as triangle-based [IMH05,
BBA09b] and stroke-based schemes [FM16].

In addition, as with Hsu et al. [HHK92], when specifying the lo-
cations of a few mesh vertices directly, this vertex setting can be
considered as location constraints, named vertex handles, by us-
ing the variables of grid handles P′. Let C = {⃗ci} be the set of
user-specified vertex handles (= target locations); the vertex handle
constraint term is represented as follows:

Emp = ∑
i∈C

∥⃗v′i − c⃗i∥2

= ∑
i∈C

∥W⃗iP
′− c⃗i∥2 (6)

where W⃗i ∈ RN is the i-th weight row vector of W for computing
the location of the i-th mesh vertex. Note that since our system is
based on an FFD scheme, vertex constraints can also be added to
arbitrary locations in the regular grid.

Similarly, for manipulating some grid handles (i.e., indirect ma-
nipulation), we add a constraint term of user-specified grid handle
locations D = {d⃗i} as follows:

Egp = ∑
i∈D

∥P⃗′
i − d⃗i∥2 (7)

However, the above terms are not sufficient for user editing since
the estimated locations of grid handles may significantly stick out
of the screen even if natural-looking mesh shapes can be obtained
(Figure 3(a)). Noh et al. [NI21] have examined a smoothing term
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based on the relative location relationship between grid handles,
but often make stretched (or shrinked) shapes (Figure 3(b)). In this
paper, we add a simple regularization term Egr as constraints on
grid handles not edited by users:

Egr = ∑
i /∈D

∥P⃗′
i − P⃗0

i ∥2 (8)

where P⃗0
i denotes the initial position of the vertices of the regular

grid. Figure 3(c) shows an example of the effect of this constraint.
From the distortion measures [WLZS16], we confirm Egr is still
simple but can balance grid handles and local detail preservation.

To balance between preserving the input mesh’s local detail and
setting vertex/grid handle locations, we define the following energy
function:

argmin
P′

{λmlEml +λmpEmp +λgpEgp +λgrEgr} (9)

where λml , λmp, λgp, and λgr are a weight values (we empirically
set them as λml = 1.0, λmp = 1.0e+02, λgp = 1.0e+02, and λgr =
1.0e−02, respectively).

As in the existing DGP techniques [SA07, LG14], we iteratively
optimize Equation 9. At each iteration, we compute the matrix T
based on the intermediate shape, solve the locations of the grid han-
dles P′ with LU decomposition, and employ a forward FFD (see
Equation 4) to update the model shape based on the estimated grid
handles.

The advantage of our lp-FFD is that the local shape characteris-
tics of the input mesh model embedded into the 2D/3D regular grid
can be accounted for, but the locations of the grid handles P′ can be
optimized. That is, lp-FFD makes it easy to interactively repeat the
direct manipulation of vertex handles and the indirect manipulation
of grid handles (see Figure 2). In addition, the number of variables
in the formula can be the number of grid handles in FFD only and
W can be pre-computed, like the Laplacian matrix L, making it suit-
able for interactive uses.

4. Results

We build on animation authoring tools [SKPSH13, FM22] and add
several functions to deform the input model. Our prototype system
was implemented on a 64-bit Windows 11 laptop (Intel R⃝CoreT M

i7-8500U CPU@1.50GHz and 16.00GB RAM) using standard
OpenGL and GLSL. Figure 4 and Figure 5 show some examples
of deforming 2D/3D models (with estimated grid handles) using
our lp-FFD.

4.1. Comparison of Shape Deformation

Various shape deformation methods (e.g., point-based and skeletal-
based) have been proposed, but for comparison, it is necessary to
select appropriate existing methods. In this paper, we selected the
following three deformation methods that can be used to estimate
the locations of grid handles in FFD and applied both the pro-
posed method (lp-FFD) and some existing methods to a 2D layered
model, “Ginger Man” consisting of right and left eyes, a mouth, and
body parts (i.e., triangulated meshes). To quantify how well these
methods can preserve local details after deforming mesh models V ′,

OutputInput

Figure 4: Examples of deforming 2D layered models with lp-FFD
(#P = 10×10). The models are from [FM22] and [FMIY23] re-
spectively.

OutputInput

Figure 5: Examples of deforming the Stanford Bunny (#V = 502)
and the Stanford Armadillo (#V = 1502) with lp-FFD (#P = 5×
5×5).

we compute the angular and area distortion measures, as defined
in [WLZS16].

The first method is a direct manipulation technique proposed by
Hsu et al. [HHK92], plus the regularization term (see Equation 8)
for stable computation. We denote this method’s idea is similar to
Lewis et al. [LA10], which estimates the parameters in blendshape
deformers under vertex constraints. As shown in Figure 6(a) and
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(c)

(a)Input

(d)

(b)

DGP

𝑖-th vertex

𝑖-th vertex

Figure 6: Comparing a deformed model and grid (#P = 10×10)
using (a) Hsu et al. [HHK92], (b) Schaefer et al. [SMW06], (c)
DGP [SA07] + inverse FFD [NI21], and (d) lp-FFD. The model
was designed with reference to Ginger Man from [IMH05].

Table 1, the deformed result was unnatural but the area distortion
score became low. A possible reason is that the areas affected by
vertex handle manipulations are small and the undeformed areas
(e.g., the Ginger Man’s body) reduced the score. Also, this method
cannot preserve local details of the input model embedded into
the grid, so the angular distortion score was high. Therefore, it is
thought that many additional constraints are needed to make good
deformation effects.

The second method is a 2D grid deformer based on Moving Least
Squares [FSNI22,SMW06]. It can deform a 2D grid while account-
ing for the rigidity of the regular grid, but it does not take into
account any characteristics of the input model embedded into the
grid. As a result, applying the estimated locations of grid handles to
the input model may produce distorted deformations, such as mesh
vertices being far from user-specified locations (yellow) and a thin-
ning of the Ginger Man’s leg (see Figure 6(b)), and both angular
and area distortions tend to be high, as shown in Table 1.

The third method is to (i) deform input models using DGP and
then (ii) estimate the locations of grid handles P′ using inverse
FFD [NI21]. In the original inverse FFD paper, input models were
generated using Hashimoto’s method [HFI20] (which is based on
a DGP technique), and a baricentric energy that reflects the rela-
tive vertex position in a particular cell and its four control points
were used for FFD. In this comparison, to match the conditions
with ours, we used Sorkine’s DGP (see Equation 3) in the first step
and FFD (see Equation 1) in the second step. From Figure 6(c)
and Table 1, we can see that this approach outputs distorted mesh
shapes and both distortion measures are high. We denote that the
user-specified locations of grid handles are far from the correspond-
ing mesh vertices in the deformation results. The main reason is
that DGP is not suitable for deforming a mesh model consisting of

Table 1: Comparison of angular distortion and area distortion
measures on the Ginger Man model (#P = 10×10).

Method Angular Area
Hsu et al. [HHK92] 0.21808 0.14608
Schaefer et al. [SMW06] 0.21793 0.15529
DGP [SA07] + inverse FFD [NI21] 0.20432 0.24516
lp-FFD (Ours) 0.14694 0.11644

Table 2: The computation time using single-threaded computing
[ms]. Note that matrices L and W were not pre-computed in this
time measurement.

Model #V #P [SA07] + [NI21] Ours

Ginger Man 225
5×5

15.6
3.00 3.20

10×10 6.80 6.40
15×15 19.2 16.4

Frog 315
5×5

23.8
4.00 4.40

10×10 8.60 8.80
15×15 26.2 25.8

Panda 444
5×5

31.8
5.40 6.20

10×10 15.0 15.0
15×15 34.0 32.2

Unicorn 549
5×5

34.2
6.60 6.60

10×10 22.6 16.4
15×15 42.2 34.0

Girl 637
5×5

51.6
8.00 11.8

10×10 31.6 21.8
15×15 67.0 43.0

Dinosaur 734
5×5

69.8
9.40 15.6

10×10 36.6 26.8
15×15 81.4 44.2

multiple isolated meshes, so the deformation results with DGP are
not suitable as input data for solving the inverse problem. In ad-
dition, the inverse FFD forcibly estimates the grid handles P′ from
the DGP results and outputs final deformations through FFD. How-
ever, FFD cannot take into account any shape characteristics of the
input model embedded in a regular grid. In summary, the shapes
that can be generated in the first stage (DGP) and in the second
stage (FFD) are different, making it unsuitable for both grid and
vertex handle manipulations. Moreover, this approach requires the
solution of two optimizations (i.e., solving mesh vertex V ′ and grid
handles P′), and the total computation speed tends to increase ac-
cording to the number of vertices on the input mesh model even if
the grid size is small (see Table 2).

In contrast, the proposed method can estimate relatively sta-
ble grid handle locations and natural-looking deformed models, as
shown in Figure 6(d). And, as is evident in Table 1, our method
(lp-FFD) consistently gives the best balance between the angular
distortion and the area distortion. In addition, lp-FFD requires only
one optimization step for estimating grid handle locations, which is
computationally light (see Table 2), and allows a pre-computation
of each matrix. We denote when the number of grid handles is small
compared to the number of mesh vertices (M > N), our lp-FFD has
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DGPInput lp-FFD

Figure 7: Deforming a flag image with DGP (with linear texture
mapping) and lp-FFD. The number of mesh vertices #V and grid
handles #P is 21 and 25(= 5×5) respectively, and eight vertex
handles (yellow points) are attached.

a faster computation speed compared with standard DGPs, as with
Huang et al [HSL∗06].

4.2. Comparison of Image Deformation

We compare image manipulations with DGP and lp-FFD. Exist-
ing approach with DGPs [IMH05, ACOL00, BBA09b, BBA09a,
FSNI22, HFI20] first generates a triangulated mesh from an input
image. Next, users deforms the mesh and maps the image to the
deformed mesh. However, their results depend on triangulation and
texture mapping algorithm, and often have noticeable discontinu-
ities in the deformed image, as shown in Figure 7(middle). On the
other hand, the output of our lp-FFD is locations of grid handles in
FFD, so users can easily obtain smoother results (i.e., C1 continu-
ous) based on the deformed grid even if low-resolution mesh were
used (see Figure 7(right)).

4.3. User Study

To investigate the effectiveness of our method (lp-FFD), we con-
ducted a user study where people compare the three existing meth-
ods with lp-FFD (see subsection 4.1).

4.3.1. Procedure

We invited 9 participants (P1, . . . , P9) aged 20s-30s (Avg = 28.33,
SD = 4.74). Each participant was asked to fill out a form ask-
ing about their experience with manipulating images and 2D/3D
mesh models using commercial software. P1 (female) had exten-
sive experience in creating 2D/3D models with Autodesk Maya
and Rhinoceros/Grasshopper (> 15 years), and image manipula-
tion tools with Adobe Photoshop (> 20 years). P2 - 4 (3 male)
were casual users who had at least a few year’s experience of using
Blender and Adobe Photoshop. P5 - 9 (3 male and 1 female) had an
interest in designing images and 2D/3D mesh models but no prior
experience.

We provided them with several videos recording of the authors’
manipulations on the Ginger Man model (see Figure 6), and asked
them to visually compare the above methods. For each participant,
the order of the method (for example, the first is Hsu et al., the next
is Schaefer et al., . . . ) was randomly shuffled, and we did not tell
him/her which method was lp-FFD. At the end of the comparison,
the participants filled out a questionnaire consisting of two ques-
tions about their impressions using a seven-point Likert scale (from

Hsu et al.

Schaefer et al.

DGP + inverseFFD

lp-FFD

Figure 8: The boxplot of participant response to the post-
experiment questionnaire. The cross mark and the thick gray line
are the average and the median respectively.

1 = “extremely dissatisfied” to 7 = “extremely satisfied”). The pur-
pose of these questions was to analyze their subjective impression.
The two questions were as follows: (Q1) “I think that manipulating
pin handles was intuitive (= ease of specifying locations of mesh
vertex)” and (Q2) “I satisfied with the deformation results.” The
total evaluation process took approximately 15 minutes per partic-
ipant.

4.3.2. Observations and User Feedback

Figure 8 shows the post-experiment questionnaire results. Accord-
ing to these results, the participants rated lp-FFD more positively.

We will now discuss the comments about the reasons for this
answer in more detail. When using Hsu et al. [HHK92], some par-
ticipants had some trouble finding grid handles’ locations and gen-
erating the deformed model. For example, “The mesh deformation
is somewhat unexpected in that the width of the arm is not main-
tained” (by P1, P3, P6, P8, and P9), and “Since only the mesh near
the pins (yellow) is deformed, I had to manipulate many handles to
achieve the desired deformation” (by P3). From these comments,
Hsu et al. enables users to easily specify locations of few mesh
vertices using vertex handles (> 4), but the estimated results tend
to be distorted, making it difficult to use (< 4). In the case of 2D
grid deformer [SMW06], two participants answered that “I think
the deformation is more global than expected, which results in un-
intended editing results” (by P1, P8, and P9), “Some regions may
become particularly large or small” (by P4 and P6), and “When
deforming the mesh model, it was noticeable that the deformed re-
sults do not match the location of the vertex handle” (by P9). That
is, it is thought that although this approach can naturally deform the
2D grid, the participants were not satisfied with the deformation re-
sults of the mesh model and preferred to control the locations of the
mesh vertex using vertex handle. In the case of using DGP [SA07]
+ inverse FFD [NI21], four participants stated, “Compared to the
method A (= Hsu et al.) and B (= Schaefer et al.), the deformed
shapes seem natural at a glance. But the shape of facial region
was partially distorted” (by P1, P3, and P4) and “I could not make
the desired deformation since the vertex handle locations did not
match the mesh vertices (i.e., point constraints)” (by P4 and P5),
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OutputInput

Diagonal ViewDiagonal View

Figure 9: An example of screen-space lp-FFD. By corresponding
the input 3D model (the Utah Teapot: #V = 530) with a 2D regular
grid, the user can simply deform it through the 2D-space manipu-
lation and optimization (#P = 10×10).
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lp-FFD

OutputInput

Figure 10: An example of deformation transfer. The deformation
policy of the source mesh model computed by our lp-FFD (i.e.,
the deformed grid: #P = 15 × 15) can easily be reused across
different objects (e.g., character image). The character image is
from [WLPF17].

and “The calculation speed is a little slow” (by P3 and P8). On
the other hand, when using lp-FFD, several participants answered
that I can directly set the vertex locations in the input mesh, and
the deformed result was the most natural (by P1, P3, P4, P8, and
P9) and “The deformation results are very consistent with the orig-
inal model. Compared to the method C (= DGP + inverseFFD),
the process is smoother” (by P6). In summary, it is thought that our
lp-FFD not only has low distortion values and faster computation
speed (see subsection 4.1), but also allows users to design intended
deformations (> 6).

4.4. Application

We investigated applications of the proposed method by users who
frequently use FFD in commercial software. One group of consu-
mate artists commented, “In cartoon production, artists use mesh
warping in Adobe AfterEffect to soften the impression of rendered
3D animations in post-processing. This idea is very simple but
can create inbetweening-like effects while reducing the 3DCG-like
look.” From this comment, our lp-FFD can help design such effects
by corresponding 3D scenes with the 2D screen, as shown in Fig-
ure 9. Note that this idea is similar to transferring 2D-space editing
to 3D models [ZHS∗05, OYN∗20].

DGPInput lp-FFD

Figure 11: Failure case. When manipulating a single-layered
model (blue bird: #V = 204) using one vertex handle only, the result
with lp-FFD (#P = 5×5) is partially stretched, unlike with DGP.

We also think that our lp-FFD can reduce the effort of con-
sumate artists to perform the repetitive deformation work. The
DGPs are generally model-specific [JBPS11], meaning that the ef-
fort put into obtaining a desired deformation for one model can-
not be transferred to make a similar deformation for other objects
(e.g., varying geometries or images). In contrast, our lp-FFD en-
ables users to not only perform both direct and indirect manip-
ulations, but also reuse the deformation effects easily since the
system’s outputs are locations of grid handles (see Figure 10), as
with [JZvdP∗08, CHSB10, LLFA21].

In the future, we will take this opportunity to branch out our
lp-FFD into the artist’s field. Our core idea can be applied to
not only 2D/3D FFDs but also to other deformers such as cage-
based [LD17] and radial-basis function-based types [NFN00] since
they are indirect methods which embed all vertexes of input models
into a subspace.

5. Limitations and Future Work

Although our lp-FFD is suitable for deforming input models con-
sisting of multiple isolated meshes, it loses rotational invariance
due to Egr. Note that this cannot be solved by replacing Egr with
the smoothing term in Noh et al. [NI21]. In addition, when only one
mesh handle is placed, lp-FFD outputs a partially-stretched shape,
while DGP outputs a result as if the input model had been translated
rigidly (see Figure 11). Therefore, we plan to explore more efficient
constraints by rotating and translating the input model based on the
user-specified handle locations in the future [MHTG05,MBCM16].

Since our system does not estimate the rotational information of
each grid handle, it remains difficult to apply it to skeletal-based
controllers [JBK∗12, OYN∗20]. In addition, such controllers re-
quire not only handles’ information but also model-specific weights
computations like [JBPS11]. To address this issue, we plan to ex-
tend our idea to automatically optimize the rotation matrix and the
weight of each grid handle.

Existing FFDs are computed by embedding the input model into
the pre-defined regular grid. It might be interesting to explore ways
to freely resize the grid structure in the deformation step. In ad-
dition, we plan to apply our idea to various tasks, such as non-
rigid image registration [SDC09, LLFA21] and collision handling
for lattice-based dynamics [RJ07].
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6. Conclusion

This paper has proposed lp-FFD, which allows users to manipulate
both vertex handles (i.e., direct manipulation) and grid handles of
FFD (i.e., indirect manipulation) while preserving the local details
of the input model and making the natural-looking grid shape. We
have defined a single linear optimizer to solve the locations of grid
handles by assigning the FFD formula to a DGP framework. We
can easily export the deformed grids in a common format for com-
mercial software, allowing them to be used in existing workflows.
There is thus a promising future opportunity to adapt our frame-
work to solve other deformation problems.

References
[ACOL00] ALEXA M., COHEN-OR D., LEVIN D.: As-rigid-as-possible

shape interpolation. In Proceedings of the 27th Annual Conference on
Computer Graphics and Interactive Techniques (New York, NY, USA,
2000), ACM, pp. 157–164. doi:10.1145/344779.344859. 3, 6

[BBA08] BAXTER W., BARLA P., ANJYO K.-I.: Rigid shape inter-
polation using normal equations. In Proceedings of the 6th Interna-
tional Symposium on Non-photorealistic Animation and Rendering (New
York, NY, USA, 2008), ACM, pp. 59–64. doi:10.1145/1377980.
1377993. 3

[BBA09a] BAXTER W., BARLA P., ANJYO K.: N-way morphing for
2D animation. Computer Animation and Virtual Worlds (CAVW) 20, 2-3
(2009), 79–87. doi:10.1002/cav.310. 3, 6

[BBA09b] BAXTER W., BARLA P., ANJYO K.-I.: Compatible embed-
ding for 2D shape animation. IEEE Transactions on Visualization and
Computer Graphics (TVCG) 15, 5 (2009), 867–879. doi:10.1109/
TVCG.2009.38. 3, 6

[CHSB10] CHEN L., HUANG J., SUN H., BAO H.: Cage-based defor-
mation transfer. Computers & Graphics (C&G) 34, 2 (2010), 107–118.
doi:10.1016/j.cag.2010.01.003. 7

[FM16] FUKUSATO T., MORISHIMA S.: Active comicing for freehand
drawing animation. Mathematical Progress in Expressive Image Synthe-
sis III (2016), 45–56. doi:10.1007/978-981-10-1076-7_6. 3

[FM22] FUKUSATO T., MAEJIMA A.: View-dependent deformation
for 2.5D cartoon models. IEEE Computer Graphics and Applica-
tions (CG&A) 42, 5 (2022), 66–75. doi:10.1109/MCG.2022.
3174202. 4

[FMIY23] FUKUSATO T., MAEJIMA A., IGARASHI T., YOTSUKURA
T.: Exploring inbetween charts with trajectory-guided sliders for cutout
animation. Multimedia Tools and Applications 83, 15 (2023), 44581–
44594. doi:10.1007/s11042-023-17354-x. 2, 4

[FSNI22] FUKUSATO T., SHIBATA R., NOH S.-T., IGARASHI T.: In-
teractive texture editing for garment line drawings. Computer Ani-
mation and Virtual Worlds (CAVW) 33, 6 (2022), e2117:1–e2117:13.
doi:10.1002/cav.2117. 3, 5, 6

[HFI20] HASHIMOTO M., FUKUSATO T., IGARASHI T.: Neurally-
guided texturing for garment line drawings. In SIGGRAPH ASIA 2020
Technical Communications (New York, NY, USA, 2020), ACM, pp. 3:1–
3:4. doi:10.1145/3410700.3425428. 5, 6

[HHK92] HSU W. M., HUGHES J. F., KAUFMAN H.: Direct manipula-
tion of free-form deformations. ACM Siggraph Computer Graphics 26,
2 (1992), 177–184. doi:10.1145/142920.134036. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,
6

[HML00] HIROTA G., MAHESHWARI R., LIN M. C.: Fast volume-
preserving free-form deformation using multi-level optimization.
Computer-Aided Design (CAD) 32, 8–9 (2000), 499–512. doi:10.
1016/S0010-4485(00)00038-5. 2

[HSL∗06] HUANG J., SHI X., LIU X., ZHOU K., WEI L.-Y., TENG
S.-H., BAO H., GUO B., SHUM H.-Y.: Subspace gradient domain

mesh deformation. ACM Transactions on Graphics (ToG) 25, 3 (2006),
1126–1134. doi:10.1145/1141911.1142003. 3, 6

[IMH05] IGARASHI T., MOSCOVICH T., HUGHES J. F.: As-rigid-as-
possible shape manipulation. ACM Transactions on Graphics (ToG) 24,
3 (2005), 1134–1141. doi:10.1145/1073204.1073323. 1, 3, 5,
6

[JBK∗12] JACOBSON A., BARAN I., KAVAN L., POPOVIĆ J., SORKINE
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