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Fig. 1. We present Dress Anyone, a novel, automated method to fit a garment to different body shapes and sizes. We use a differentiable simulator to drape a
3D garment onto a body and adjust the corresponding 2D sewing pattern (bottom row) such that the garment fits appropriately while preserving garment
design. As a result, our method produces physically draped garments with their corresponding sewing patterns. Here we demonstrate high quality refitting
results for a wide variety of humanoid body shapes for a complex multi-component garment pattern.

Well-fitted clothing is essential for both real and virtual garments to enable
self-expression and accurate representation for a large variety of body types.
Common practice in the industry is to provide a pre-made selection of
distinct garment sizes such as small, medium and large. While these may
cater to certain groups of individuals that fall within this distribution, they
often exclude large sections of the population. In contrast, individually
tailored clothing offers a solution to obtain custom-fit garments that are
tailored to each individual. However, manual tailoring is time-consuming
and requires specialized knowledge, prohibiting the approach from being
applied to produce fitted clothing at scale. To address this challenge, we
propose a novel method leveraging differentiable simulation for refitting
and draping 3D garments and their corresponding 2D pattern panels onto
a new body shape, enabling a workflow where garments only need to be
designed once, in a single size, and they can be automatically refitted to
support numerous body size and shape variations. Our method enables
downstream applications, where our optimized 3D drape can be directly
ingested into game engines or other applications. Our 2D sewing patterns
allow for accurate physics-based simulations and enables manufacturing
clothing for the real world.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Clothing is an essential aspect of daily life. Given the vast popula-
tion, the majority of the garment manufacturing industry primarily
focuses on producing clothes in a limited series of discrete sizes
(e.g. small, medium and large) rather than custom-made pieces for
individuals. Although these garments may not provide a perfect fit,
they are more economical and satisfactory for a large portion of the
population. However, this approach limits the types of fabrics used
and is not inclusive of all possible body variations — certain indi-
viduals will require additional tailoring. Similarly, a discrete set of
predetermined sizes do not translate well to digital characters where
the character body shapes and sizes can vary even more widely. In
fact, virtual representations may even be fantastical of nature. Rely-
ing on preset clothing sizes will not work on many such characters.
While digital artists possess the capability to manually refit these
garments, such a task is laborious, time consuming, requiring both
access to, and proficiency in specialized software. Therefore, there is
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a high demand for automated tailoring algorithms that are capable
of refitting garments to a wide variety of body types.
To address this, we propose a computational technique, which

creates custom-fitted garments for any humanoid character model
by adjusting the 2D sewing patterns of the garment directly. By
adjusting the 2D sewing patterns in conjunction with the draped
3D model, rather than solely manipulating the 3D clothing mesh,
it becomes possible to replicate these garments physically. It also
provides ground-truth rest shape information for downstream ap-
plications such as cloth simulation, virtual try-on, fashion design
and telepresence applications where garments need to be adapted
automatically at scale to various avatar representations. Therefore,
making it a valuable tool for fashion designers and animators alike.
Our complete representation of combined physically draped 3D gar-
ments and associated 2D patterns also enables other post-processing
pipelines such as garment remeshing where important informa-
tion such as seam line locations can be preserved in the remeshed
topology. We demonstrate effectiveness across a diverse range of
garments and body shapes ranging from humanoid to fantastical
which do not conform to humanoid proportions. We demonstrate
the efficacy of our method for both loose and tight-fitting clothing.
In summary, our main contributions are
• An end-to-end garment refitting method that uses differentiable

simulation to produce physically-simulated 3D draped garments,
complete with their corresponding 2D sewing patterns. Our ap-
proach can refit to different body shapes and sizes with varying
body mesh topologies.

• Awell-designed control cage formulation for 2D pattern optimiza-
tion for which we show that it outperforms recent state-of-the-art
methods [Li et al. 2024a; Wang 2018].

• A carefully selected combination of loss function components
which enable high quality, design preserving results on a variety
of clothing items ranging from tight to loose items.

2 RELATED WORK
Cloth Simulation. Physics-based simulation of clothing has made

incredible strides in the last decades starting with the seminal work
of Terzopoulos et al. [1987] and that of Baraff and Witkin [1998] on
implicit integration enabling stable simulations with large time steps.
Since then, many novel methods [Choi and Ko 2002; Etzmußet al.
2003] have been proposed such as the optimization formulation of
implicit Euler [Gast et al. 2015; Martin et al. 2011]. Different ap-
proaches provide varying trade-offs between stability, speed and
accuracy such as Projective Dynamics [Bouaziz et al. 2014], Position
Based Dynamics [Müller et al. 2007] and its extension XPBD [Mack-
lin et al. 2016] and most recently Vertex Block Descent [Chen et al.
2024a]. Guo et al. [2018] presented a novel approach leveraging
the material point method to simulate thin shells. Stuyck [2022]
provides an overview.

Differentiable Simulation. There has been a renewed interest in
the development of differentiable simulation methods for the pur-
pose of inverse design, system identification [Chen et al. 2022a;
Larionov et al. 2022] and for integration with learning-based frame-
works [Liang et al. 2019] to allow for seamless gradient propaga-
tion between simulation models and neural networks. Early work

proposed the use of the Adjoint method to differentiate through
implicit simulation of clothing [Wojtan et al. 2006] with applications
to keyframe control. This idea has been applied to several other sim-
ulation frameworks such as DiffXPBD [Stuyck and Chen 2023] and
DiffPD [Du et al. 2021], which has been extended by DiffCloth [Li
et al. 2022] to address frictional contact for clothing.

Pattern Generation. High quality clothing patterns are key for ac-
curate clothing simulations as they contain ground truth rest shape
information which is often compromised in the 3D drape due to
strain in the material. Additionally, they are required for fabrication
and they enable custom tailored clothing design using computer
systems. Several works have focused on pattern representation and
generation using synthetic data. NeuralTailor [Korosteleva and Lee
2022] presents a learning-based pipeline and a unified model for dif-
ferent garment types, which allows estimating sewing patterns from
3D point clouds. Follow up work GarmentCode [Korosteleva and
Sorkine-Hornung 2023] presents a programming-based framework
for garment pattern construction. DressCode [He et al. 2024] intro-
duces a GPT-based architecture for generating sewing patterns with
text guidance. ISP [Li et al. 2024b] focuses on multi-layered clothing
where sewing patterns are represented as signed distance fields.
Given 3D garments, patterns can be extracted using computational
methods [Bang et al. 2021; Pietroni et al. 2022].

Garment Recovery. Recently, several advances have been pro-
posed for recovering clothing items from limited real data such as
images [Halimi et al. 2022; Yang et al. 2018] and scans [Li et al. 2024a].
Numerous works [Chen et al. 2024b, 2022b; Liu et al. 2023] present
deep neural networks to parameterize the space of garment sewing
patterns, which allows them to predict sewing patterns from images
of clothing. Similarly, Li et al. [2023] introduce a fitting method that
leverages shape and deformation priors derived from synthetic data
to obtain 3D garment reconstruction from static images. Sarafianos
et al. [2024] presents a method to generate simulation-ready 3D
clothing from images or text prompts leveraging generative neural
networks. DiffAvatar [Li et al. 2024a] uses differentiable simulation
to optimize the 2D garment pattern to recover clothing assets from
static scans of clothed people. Follow up work PhysAvatar [Zheng
et al. 2024] extends this work to enable avatar recovery from multi-
video data. A separate line of work focuses on garment appearance
recovery [Xiang et al. 2022].

Garment Refitting. A popular line of research focuses on refit-
ting garments from one body shape to another target shape. Some
methods operate on the 3D shape of the garment directly [de Goes
et al. 2020] leveraging an iterative optimization approach. Brouet
et al. [2012] proposed a geometric constrained optimization problem
that produces refitted 2D patterns but does so without consider-
ing simulated draping effect. Wang [2018] also uses differentiable
simulation to optimize for 2D patterns, but its functionality has
only been demonstrated to work on a smaller range of body shape
variations compared to our work. Bartle et al. [2016] proposed a 2D
pattern optimization procedure which enables direct edits to the 3D
garment geometry. Recent work considers body movement and its
effect on personalized garment fits [Wolff et al. 2023].
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Compared to prior research, our method is the first to demon-
strate refitting with corresponding 2D patterns, taking into account
physical drape across a broad spectrum of body shapes, rather than
a limited set of pre-determined template bodies.

3 BACKGROUND
We use differentiable cloth simulation to drape a 3D garment on a
static body shape in A-pose. This allows us to obtain a physically-
based drape that is in an equilibrium state resting on the body under
external forces. The rest shape of the 3D triangles are provided
by the 2D sewing pattern. We provide a concise overview of gar-
ment simulation, including its differentiable formulation and the
subsequent application in optimizing 2D sewing patterns.

3.1 Garment Simulation
Our contributions can be used in combination with any differen-
tiable simulation method. Here, we use XPBD [Macklin et al. 2016]
to produce the garment drapes on a given body shape because it
provides fast and stable results.
We formulate the energy𝑈 (x) as a set of constraints functions

C = [𝐶1 (x), · · ·,𝐶𝑚 (x)]⊤ and inverse compliance matrix 𝜶 −1 as

𝑈 (x) = 1
2
C(x)⊤𝜶 −1C(x). (1)

The system is solved iteratively with the introduction of constraint
multipliers 𝝀 which is computed under the implicit Euler time
scheme as

(∇C(x)⊤M−1∇C(x) + �̃� )Δ𝝀 = −C(x) − �̃�𝝀, (2)

where �̃� = 𝜶 /Δ𝑡2, andM is the mass matrix. Given Δ𝝀, the position
update is then computed as

Δx = M−1∇C(x)Δ𝝀 (3)

With external forces denoted by fext acting on the system, the state
q𝑛 = (x𝑛, v𝑛) at time step 𝑛 consisting of positions x ∈ R3𝑉 and
velocities v ∈ R3𝑉 is updated as

x𝑛+1 = x𝑛 + Δx (x𝑛+1) + Δ𝑡
(
v𝑛 + Δ𝑡M−1fext

)
v𝑛+1 =

𝜏

Δ𝑡
(x𝑛+1 − x𝑛)

(4)

Note that compared to the original formulation, we incorporate
additional velocity damping to ensure that the garment attains a
stable drape on the body, where 𝜏 is the velocity damping coefficient,
which is set to 0.95 in our simulations.

3.2 Differentiable Simulation
Ourwork largely follows the structure proposed inDiffXPBD [Stuyck
and Chen 2023] which provides a differentiable formulation of
the XPBD simulation method. To optimize the loss function L
over the control variables u, we compute the gradient through
the full dynamic sequence. We leverage the Adjoint method for
efficient gradient computation by first computing intermediate Ad-
joint states q̂𝑛 = (x̂𝑛 ∈ R3𝑉 , v̂𝑛 ∈ R3𝑉 ) for all simulation steps N.
Let Q = [q0, · · ·, q𝑚] be the concatenation of states q𝑛 = (x𝑛, v𝑛)
over time. Then, we can represent the advancement of the state as

Q = F(Q, u), where F contains all of the time step formulae from
Eq. 4.

Following the Adjoint method, the gradient is computed as
𝑑L
𝑑u

= Q̂⊤ 𝜕F
𝜕u

+ 𝜕L
𝜕u

, (5)

where Q̂ is the concatenation of all Adjoint states q̂𝑛 . Applying Eq. 5
to our modified XPBD integration scheme in Eq. 4 results in a slight
variation of the Adjoint state computation

x̂𝑛 = x̂𝑛+1 +
(
𝜕Δx
𝜕x

)⊤
x̂𝑛 + 𝜏 v̂𝑛

Δ𝑡
− 𝜏 v̂𝑛+1

Δ𝑡
+ 𝜕L

𝜕x

⊤

v̂𝑛 = Δ𝑡 x̂𝑛+1 +
𝜕L
𝜕v

⊤
,

(6)

where we assume the external forces are not dependent on the
position and there are no velocity dependent energy terms. Once
all Adjoint states have been computed using Eq. 6, we can compute
the gradient with respect to the control variable u as presented in
Eq. 5. In practice, this entails computing and storing 𝜕Δx

𝜕u for any
control variable for which gradients are required.

4 METHOD
Given a reference garment designed and fitted to a specific body
shape and its corresponding 2D sewing pattern, our method auto-
matically optimizes for a custom fitted and physically simulated 3D
garment, draped on a new body shape along with its correspond-
ing and optimized 2D sewing patterns. We first generate a target
3D shape for the garment item leveraging prior work [de Goes
et al. 2020] (Sec. 4.2) to serve as an optimization target later in the
method. We propose an additional statistical body model fitting
step to alleviate limitations in prior work (see Sec. 4.1). Given this
target shape, we employ differentiable simulation to optimize for
the 2D sewing pattern such that the 3D garment, which is draped
using differentiable physics-based simulation, matches the target
shape as closely as possible (see Sec. 4.3). The 2D sewing pattern
is parameterized using a number of control points on the sewing
patterns that enforce conformal changes with every update. Our
choice of pattern representation significantly aids in regularizing
the deformation space to preserve the shape and design intent of
the sewing patterns of the garment when being custom fit to novel
body shapes and sizes. Fig. 2 visualizes the different components of
our computational method.

4.1 Target Body Template Fitting
The target shape generation method [de Goes et al. 2020] requires
a common mesh connectivity between body geometries. However,
meshes can come from a variety of asset generation sources with
varying topologies. Therefore, we fit a statistical body model [Loper
et al. 2015] to the target body shape, making our proposed method
compatible with novel body topologies. Given the recovered model
parameters, we pose the fitted body to the canonical A-pose.

4.2 Target Shape Generation
Provided with a garment fitted to a certain body, we first estimate
a 3D target shape of the refitted garment to a novel body with-
out accompanying 2D sewing patterns using the refitting pipeline
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Fig. 2. Given a draped input garment and body, Dress Anyone produces refitted 2D patterns and a 3D draped garment to fit a provided target body shape. We
first fit a template body model to the target body to make the method robust against topology differences between body meshes. We the produce a target 3D
garment shape [de Goes et al. 2020] which we use as a target shape. We then use differentiable simulation to optimize for a refitted 2D pattern that fits the
target body. We leverage a robust and efficient control cage formulation which preserves the garment design. Our refitted garments can be used for several
downstream applications such as novel motion generation.

from de Goes et al. [2020]. Note that this method only provides a 3D
shape without physics-based simulation, which means the garment
is not in any draped equilibrium state; even more importantly, it
does not produce the required 2D patterns. This 3D target shape is
subsequently used in our differentiable pipeline as the target drape
for which we optimize the garment sewing patterns. Note that be-
cause the target shape is not physically simulated, we do not expect
to match this shape exactly.

4.3 Sewing Pattern Optimization
Our method optimizes for the 2D sewing pattern by minimizing a
loss in 3D space through the use of differentiable simulation. For our
initial estimate, we establish a global scaling factor by computing
the average scale between the area of the target shape and the
reference pattern area across each triangle. We then uniformly scale
the reference pattern using this factor. At every iteration, we drape
the current best estimate of the sewing pattern onto the body and
simulate until equilibrium is reached. This allows us to evaluate our
loss formulation (Sec. 4.4), which compares the simulated result to
our target shape (Sec. 4.2). After loss evaluation, we can compute
the gradient of the final simulated state of the 3D vertices with
respect to the 2D sewing pattern vertices. This quantity can then be
transformed to the control cage vertices, which allows us to update
our best estimate through the use of gradient descent.

Rest Shape Control Cage. Although it would be possible to optimize
for the 2D sewing pattern vertices directly, this would produce noisy
results which do not preserve the original design of the garment as
documented by Li et al. [2024a]. Instead, it is desired to regularize the
optimization representation through the use of a lower-dimensional
control cage as illustrated in Fig. 2. Observing that the boundary of
the sewing patterns are composed of smooth curves and to constrain
the parametric space, we propose to use Green coordinate [Lipman
et al. 2008] control points to modify the change in the pattern space.
Our selection of the Green coordinate control cage, in contrast to the
Harmonic control cage [Wang 2018] and the mean value coordinate
control cage [Li et al. 2024a], imposes restrictions on the degrees of
freedom, requiring the patterns to deform in a smooth and conformal
way. The pattern is enclosed by the control points such that there are
no discontinuity at the boundaries. Given 𝐶 control points 𝜻 ∈ R3𝐶

and 𝑉 vertices, where 𝐶 ≪ 𝑉 , we can express the vertex positions
x̄ on the 2D sewing patterns as x̄ =𝑾1𝜻 +𝑾2n(𝜻 ), where n is the
outward normal of the edge of the control cage, and W1 and W2
are 3𝑉 × 3𝐶 constant weight matrices. We compute the gradient as
in Eq. 5. Therefore, we need to compute 𝜕F

𝜕𝜁
, which requires us to

compute 𝜕Δx
𝜕𝜻 . The gradient of each control point is the sum of the
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weighted gradient from the interior points. We thus find

𝜕Δx
𝜕𝜻

=
𝜕Δx
𝜕x̄

(
𝑾1 +𝑾2

𝜕n
𝜕𝜻

)
(7)

where 𝜕Δx
𝜕x̄ is computed by differentiating through the position

update of the in-plane stretching and shearing formulation of the
cloth triangle constraint.

4.4 Loss
We propose a weighted combination of several loss components,
each with its own purpose. We leverage feature matching terms to
match the provided 3D target shape as closely as possible. However,
doing so without any additional regularizing terms produces low
quality garment patterns that no longer preserve the original design
of the garment. To produce desired results, we augment our loss
function with several regularizing terms.

4.4.1 Target Shape Matching Terms. We observe that the position of
the boundary and seam lines play a crucial role in determining the
style and fit of an outfit, such as the shoulder line. These elements
serve as vital indicators for assessing the quality of a refitted outfit.
Consequently, our method strives to minimize the discrepancy in
the 3D positions of the boundary and seam lines between the target
shape and the simulated result. In addition, to maintain the fit, our
loss functions impose penalties on the difference between the inte-
rior points. We aim for a close match at the boundary and the seams.
However, given that the target shape is not physically simulated,
we allow for some slack in the interior by applying a smaller weight.
The loss is formulated as

L𝑆𝑀 = 𝛼
∑︁
𝑥∈𝜕Ω

∥x−x∗∥2 +𝛽
∑︁

𝑥∈Seam
∥x−x∗∥2 +𝛾

∑︁
𝑥∈Ω

∥x−x∗∥2, (8)

where x∗ is the target position, and 𝛼 , 𝛽 , and 𝛾 are the weights, with
𝛾 ≪ 𝛼, 𝛽 .

4.4.2 Boundary Curvature Term. Although the Green coordinates
guarantee conformal changes of the interior, the curvature at the
boundary can be distorted under large displacement of the control
points and deviates from the reference design. To alleviate the prob-
lem, we impose an additional loss to penalize the change of the
curvature on the boundary vertices [Li et al. 2024a; Wang 2018].
We seek a scaled rotation matrix T𝑖 = 𝑠R𝑖 ∈ R2×2 at each point
x𝑖 with least curvature distortion to its connected boundary edges,
T𝑖 = arg minT | |e𝑖1 − Tē𝑖1 | |2 + ||e𝑖2 − Tē𝑖2 | |2 with e𝑖1 = x𝑖+1 − x𝑖
and e𝑖2 = x𝑖−1 − x𝑖 . The loss is defined as the accumulation of the
curvature distortion as

Lcurvature =
∑︁
𝑖∈𝜕Ω

∥(e𝑖1 − T𝑖 ē𝑖1) + (e𝑖2 − T𝑖 ē𝑖2)∥2, (9)

4.4.3 Pattern Matching Term. The optimization on each panel are
done independently, and can lead to mismatch pattern boundaries.
To ensure the pieces can be sewn together without artifacts such as
cloth gathering at the seams, we introduce an additional loss term
to enforce the boundary of the corresponding sewing pieces to have
the same length.

LPM =
∑︁

𝑖∈Seam edges
∥x𝑖 − x𝑖+1 | |2 − ||x′𝑖 − x′𝑖+1∥

2 (10)

Table 1. Quantitative Comparisons. Measuring a triangle quality indica-
tor [Shewchuk 2002], we find that we produce the best results for the refitted
sewing patterns shown in Fig. 8. Higher values indicate better quality.

Ours DiffAvatar [Wang 2018]

Min ↑ 0.263922 0.195618 0.10746
Avg ↑ 0.944209 0.938846 0.944205

4.4.4 Total Area Loss. We include an additional area term in our
loss, which measures the difference of the target total surface area
and the total surface area of the simulated shape of each panel. This
term is especially important for loose fitting garments where the
gradient of the interior points becomes noisy due to wrinkles and
folds.

L𝑇𝐴 =
∑︁

𝑝∈panels
(A𝑝 −

∑︁
𝑖∈T𝑝

A𝑖 )2 (11)

4.5 Pattern Symmetry
Most garments are designed to be symmetric, with flip symmetry
in the sewing patterns. When desired, we enforce symmetry during
our optimization process. We first detect the corresponding pairs
of patterns with flip symmetry, and enforce the update to be the
average of the gradient on the pair of control points. However, most
people have some degree of body asymmetry and therefore, truly
custom fits may require intentional asymmetry in garment design.

5 RESULTS
We evaluate our method by refitting various clothing items to a
wide variety of body shapes. All results are obtained with symmetry
enforcement. Our results demonstrate that our method is capable
of generalizing to new body shapes, where refitted garments retain
their original design intend. We produce simulation-ready garment
assets, which enables downstream applications such as the novel
animations shown in Fig. 3.
Figures 1 and 7 demonstrate results for a variety of garments,

both tight and loose fitting, refitted onto different body shapes and
sizes. Note that our method is capable of handling complex garment
designs. The garment in Fig. 1 consists of a total of 28 individual
sewing pattern panels. We show examples of refitting garments
with significantly non-uniform changes in the body shapes, see for
example the pregnant woman in Fig. 7 or the alien in Fig. 1 with
disproportionate limb sizes where the arms are much shorter com-
pared to the reference. Additionally, notice that in Fig. 8, the curvy
body has a much smaller waist line compared to their upper torso.
Yet, our method produces a properly refitted pattern to generate a
custom fit. To showcase that our approach produces manufacturable
clothing items, we created a T-shirt garment from refitted patterns
provided by our method and compare the virtual drape to the real
drape in Fig. 6. The shirt is made from non-stretchable fabric and
would highlight any areas of poor fit. However, our result shows
that it aligns very well with the target body.

5.1 Comparison to Related Work
Our approach is most similar to DiffAvatar but differs in several key
aspects. DiffAvatar is designed to fit template garments to incom-
plete scans of clothed people whereas ours provides an end-to-end
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Fig. 3. Animated sequences of refitted clothing.Our method produces custom fit garments, allowing them to be directly draped and simulated. The incorporation
of 2D sewing patterns provides an accurate rest shape which significantly improves garment simulation realism. 3D draped geometries do not provide an
accurate rest shape because they frequently contain deformations such as stretching or sagging under gravity which are already integrated into the mesh.
This can lead to inaccuracies during the simulation process. Additionally, it allows for our garments to be manufactured from real fabrics. We showcase a
select number of frames of a yoga sequence, demonstrating that the fitted garments allow for rich dynamics and diversity in body pose.

method to refit garments onto any body shape producing a 3D
drape with associated 2D sewing patterns. Our approach provides
better regularization through our choice of control cage formulation
and enables symmetry in the produced patterns, resulting in more
realistic sewing patterns. As a result, our method’s capability to
refit a wider array of body shapes is improved, as demonstrated
in Fig. 8. Using the same loss function, we optimized the sewing
patterns with the use of the three different control cages, and only
our proposed Green coordinate control cage finds a desirable high-
quality result. Since the other two control cages do not guarantee
conformal changes, the updated patterns often result in shapes that
deviate from the reference design and introduce poorly-shaped nar-
row triangles, which can lead to numerical instability for both the
forward and backward simulation, see Tab. 1 for a quantitative com-
parison. As a result these approaches cannot further reduce the
loss. We provide a comparison of the 2D pattern quality using the
triangle quality metric provided by Shewchuk [2002], and the result
shows that our method has the best quality, which is important to
physically simulate the refitted garment.

5.2 Ablation Studies
We validate our method with ablation studies to verify that the terms
in Sec. 4.4 assist in producing high quality refits. We demonstrate
an ablation of the seam line vertex matching term and the total
area matching term on the 3D results in Fig. 4. This shows that

without these terms, the optimization converges to a suboptimal
state where it cannot reach the reference shape at the bottom of
the pants. At the top of Fig. 5 we compare the 2D patterns with and
without enforcing symmetry on the patterns, and it is evident that
the patterns are more desirable with the enforced symmetry. Lastly,
at the bottom of Fig. 5, we compare the patterns with and without
the loss term on the boundary curvature. Note that while Green
coordinates guarantee conformal mapping and thus maintain good
triangle quality at largely deformed areas, without the boundary
curvature loss the pattern contains less pleasant geometry with a
largely curved boundary that is uncommon for regular patterns.

5.3 Performance and Implementation Details
We implemented our algorithm in C++. All experiments were run
on CPU using the AMD Ryzen Threadripper PRO processor. The
method takes between 1 to 5 minutes for each optimization iteration,
which includes forward simulation and gradient back propagation.
The total refitting time depends on optimization iteration count
and is typically between 5 to 30 minutes depending on the mesh
resolution of the garment.

6 LIMITATIONS AND FUTURE WORK
The scope of this work is limited to single layer garments. How-
ever, we believe our method to be directly applicable to multi-layer
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Fig. 4. 3D Ablation. We provide a visual ablation of the resulting 3D physi-
cally simulated drapes when omitting loss term regularizers. Far left shows
a visualization of the individual garment panels, highlighting the seam
locations used for the seam location matching. We then show the target
3D shape obtained by de Goes et al. [2020] which does not produce 2D
sewing patterns. Our full method closely matches the target drape, including
the faithful recreation of the ankle cuffs, with custom fit sewing patterns.
Note that we do not expect an exact match since the target drape is not
physically simulated under external forces such as gravity or body and cloth
self collisions. Omitting either of the regularizers produces lower quality
fits that do not match the target as closely. Note especially that the ankle
cuffs are only preserved with our full approach. The target location of the
crotch seam line (highlighted by the red line) is only matched with our full
method.

Fig. 5. 2D Ablation.We assess the importance of our proposed symmetry
enforcing approach (ski suit, top) and boundary curvature regularization
(pants, bottom) by analyzing the sewing patterns in 2D space. Top : Symme-
try enforcement naturally leads to realistic garments patterns to how an
experienced tailor would produce them. Bottom : We additionally see the
importance of boundary curvature regularization. Omitting this term pro-
duces curved pattern boundaries, drastically changing the intended design
of the original fit.

Fig. 6. We demonstrate a real world example of a garment refitted using
our approach where we manufactured a physical shirt given the refitted
sewing patterns. Left shows the original garment fitted to the original body.
Middle shows our virtual refitted garment which is physically draped on the
new body. The body geometry was obtained using a 3D scan. Right shows
the real garment draped on the real person from whom the scan was taken.
Note how the real drape matches the virtual resized garment.

garments provided that the differentiable simulator is able to accu-
rately resolve all cloth interactions. Due to the refitting approach
of our method, we preserve the garment design, a limitation of
this method is that we can not adapt to virtual characters where
additional pattern pieces are required such as adding additional
sleeves.

As future work, we would like to include differentiable soft-tissue
simulation of the underlying flesh to additionally optimize for com-
fort when wearing the garments. A natural extension would be
to include several different body poses in the optimization loss in
order to obtain a better fit under movements as proposed by Wolff
et al. [2023]. Our proposed end-to-end differentiable physics-based
method allows for the direct integration of such physics-based losses
into the computational framework.

7 CONCLUSION
We introduced Dress Anyone, a novel computational approach that
leverages differentiable simulation and a well-suited pattern repre-
sentation for optimization to improve on the long standing problem
of automated tailoring. Our method incorporates 3D physics-based
draping and rest shape optimization to obtain a full representation
of garment assets enabling automatic processing for downstream
applications. Garments need to be designed only once and can be
reused for different body shapes and sizes, including fantastical
body types. Our method allows artists to focus their creativity on
garment design without burdening them with the laborious and
repetitive task of garment refitting.
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Fig. 7. Optimization Results.We showcase a collection of refitted garments onto different body shapes. We demonstrate that our automatic computational
method is effective at fitting garments for numerous garment types, both loose and tight fitting, without requiring any garment specific modifications or
tuning. We demonstrate results on a wide range of body types and sizes.
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Fig. 8. Comparison to Related Work.We compare our proposed method with several other recent state-of-the-art techniques. For reference, we also showcase a
manually obtained result, produced by a skilled artist using professional specialized tools. Note that out of all computational methods, our method most
closely matches the desired 3D target shape shown on the far left. The mismatch is highlighted by the red line and arrows in the top row. The enlarged inset
figures highlight that DiffAvatar produces slim elongated features and Wang [2018] produces noisy features. Both produce sub optimal triangle meshes as
highlighted by a quantitative comparison on triangle mesh quality provided in Table 1.
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