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Abstract

Recent improvements in visual synthesis have signifi-
cantly enhanced the depiction of generated human pho-
tos, which are pivotal due to their wide applicability and
demand. Nonetheless, the existing text-to-image or text-
to-video models often generate low-quality human photos
that might differ considerably from real-world body struc-
tures, referred to as “abnormal human bodies”. Such ab-
normalities, typically deemed unacceptable, pose consider-
able challenges in the detection and repair of them within
human photos. These challenges require precise abnormal-
ity recognition capabilities, which entail pinpointing both
the location and the abnormality type. Intuitively, Visual
Language Models (VLMs) that have obtained remarkable
performance on various visual tasks are quite suitable for
this task. However, their performance on abnormality de-
tection in human photos is quite poor. Hence, it is quite
important to highlight this task for the research commu-
nity. In this paper, we first introduce a simple yet chal-
lenging task, i.e., Fine-grained Human-body Abnormality
Detection (FHAD), and construct two high-quality datasets
for evaluation. Then, we propose a meticulous framework,
named HumanCalibrator, which identifies and repairs ab-
normalities in human body structures while preserving the
other content. Experiments indicate that our HumanCali-
brator achieves high accuracy in abnormality detection and
accomplishes an increase in visual comparisons while pre-
serving the other visual content.

1. Introduction
Visual content generation models have demonstrated the ca-
pacity to create highly realistic representations within hu-
man photos, which hold considerable importance across
various downstream tasks such as virtual reality, augmented
reality, and the entertainment industry. Recent develop-
ments in text-to-image [3, 46, 47, 50] and text-to-video
models [25, 42, 62] have enhanced both the quality and the
realistic of generated human photos. However, these mod-
els frequently struggle to accurately replicate human body
structures as they exist in the real world, leading to human
photos with abnormalities such as absent or redundant body
parts. Compared to low-quality, this abnormality is more
unacceptable because it is more noticeable and has a larger
gap with the real-world human body structure.

Some methods try to solve this problem by adding ad-
ditional constraints, such as Pose-ControlNet [66], Hu-
manSD [22], and T2I-Adapter [38]. However, these meth-
ods are always hard to use due to their extra input or addi-
tional training. HumanRefiner [14], in another way, tack-
les the problem as a post-process method. It detects abnor-
malities in the generated human photos and then regener-
ates the whole content. However, this coarse-grained detec-
tion method can only detect which existing visual content
is abnormal, ignoring the absent part. Furthermore, such a
method can not preserve the background information of the
original photo, which also limits its generalizability.

To detect abnormalities, it is intuitive to use a Vision-
Language Model (VLM), which processes strong percep-
tion and reasoning capabilities and has been applied to var-
ious downstream perception tasks [10, 28, 43], as the back-

ar
X

iv
:2

41
1.

14
20

5v
1 

 [
cs

.C
V

] 
 2

1 
N

ov
 2

02
4



Generated Human

GPT4V

Qwen2 VL 
72B

There is a 
redundant hand.​Abnormal 

Analysis
(Human)

Current Powerful VLMs

... there is no visible abnormality in 
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Figure 1. Fine-Grained Human-body Abnormality Detection
(FHAD). Human body structures in AIGC often exhibit signifi-
cant deviations from humans existing in the real world, making
them easily recognizable as abnormal to human observers. How-
ever, current powerful VLMs, typically struggle with this abnor-
mality perception despite excelling in various downstream percep-
tual tasks, which presents a challenge for fine-grained abnormality
detection and motivates our research.

bone. However, when we test current powerful VLMs on
our proposed Fine-grained Human-body Abnormality De-
tection (FHAD) task (Sec. 3), as shown in Figure 1, their
performance is surprisingly poor, though the task is simple
for humans. Quantitative analysis across multiple models in
Figure 6 further demonstrates the lack of abnormality per-
ception capabilities in existing VLMs.

With the observation, we review the capabilities required
to detect abnormalities. For absent body parts, detection re-
lies on existing body parts and the correlation among them
to infer the absent bodies. In contrast, for redundant body
parts, this detection depends more on the overall perception
of visual contents, as such redundant abnormalities may ap-
pear anywhere and are unrelated to the existing body parts.

With the aforementioned observation, we train a detec-
tion model that leverages the correlation of body parts to
detect absent abnormalities. Furthermore, to tackle the re-
dundant body parts, we employ a diffusion-based model
that boasts strong capabilities in comprehending overall vi-
sual content. By integrating these approaches, we develop
“HumanCalibrator”, a fine-grained framework for the de-
tection and repair of abnormalities in human body structure.
Our HumanCalibrator precisely pinpoints the abnormalities
within the human body structure and repairs the abnormal
region while preserving other regions.

Our contributions can be summarized as follows: (i) To
the best of our knowledge, we are the first to propose a
simple yet challenging task, Fine-grained Human-body Ab-
normality Detection (FHAD) with two datasets across two
main-stream domains (Sec. 3); (ii) Our extensive and com-
prehensive experiments demonstrate that it is a challenging
task for the VLMs to understand abnormalities, despite be-
ing trained on large datasets and possessing strong ability

in multiple downstream tasks (Sec. 5). Then, leveraging the
features of the human body structure, we propose a solution
for absent and redundant body part abnormalities, which in-
cludes a detection model trained based on the correlation of
human body structure (Sec. 4.1) and an approach focusing
on the overall visual perception via diffusion-based model
(Sec. 4.2); (iii) We further propose an effective framework,
i.e., HumanCalibrator, which includes detecting and repair-
ing the abnormalities in the body structure while preserving
the rest of the visual content (Sec. 4.3).

2. Related Work
Vision-Language Model: Leveraging extensive pre-
training datasets and benefitting from Large Language
Models (LLMs) [1, 4, 5, 9, 21, 54, 56, 57, 61, 64] along
with powerful Vision Encoders [13, 17, 29, 55], VLMs [8,
11, 17, 19, 29, 30, 33, 45, 55, 60] have achieved suc-
cess in a range of visual tasks. These models excel at
various perception and reasoning tasks [20, 23, 35, 52],
prompting research that fine-tunes VLMs for specific appli-
cations [7, 48, 49, 67]. However, due to these VLMs being
mainly based on text-image alignment training strategies,
our experiments demonstrate that even the most powerful
VLMs(such as OpenAI’s GPT4o) still fall short of detec-
tion abnormalities.

Detection in AIGC: Detection within AIGC comprises
various tasks; some initiatives aim to discern AIGC prod-
ucts [6, 34, 36, 40, 44]. Recently, [14] tried to fix the abnor-
malities in the existing body parts, although it is limited to
providing only coarse-grained results, leading to inconsis-
tencies with the original visuals. In contrast, we introduce a
novel task in abnormality detection,i.e., the FHAD. To the
best of our knowledge, this is the first attempt at such Fine-
Grained abnormality detection in AIGC products.

Evaluation in AIGC: Other methodologies interpret de-
tection as a quality assessment exercise, evaluating AIGC
products from diverse angles [27, 31, 41]. For instance,
VideoPhy [2] assesses videos based on physical common
sense, DEVIL [32] focuses on dynamic quality, and some
studies assess the overall quality of AIGC videos with text-
image alignment and video characteristics. Our proposed
method, distinct from these, strives to ascertain whether
the generated human body structure could occur in the real
world. Figure 2 presents a comparative analysis of our
task objective across three aspects: (i) distinguish AIGC-
produced content by identifying AIGC products involves
verifying whether the content originated from AIGC mod-
els; (ii) assess the AIGC content’s quality; (iii) detect the
abnormality of AIGC content by spotting variances between
generated outputs and real-world objects.

Visual Content Generation: The realm of visual con-
tent generation has undergone considerable evolution. Ini-
tial endeavors, such as GAN-based architectures [15, 37, 59,
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Figure 2. Fine-Grained Human-body Abnormality Detection
(FHAD) (⋆) is a novel task. It is distinct from AIGC detection
and the assessment of AIGC product quality, as its objective is to
identify the abnormality of content generated by AIGC methods in
relation to the real world. Additionally, detection at a fine-grained
level necessitates methods capable of providing detailed informa-
tion about the abnormalities and their locations.

65] and autoregressive methodologies [12, 46, 63], provide
foundational breakthroughs but encountered issues like low
resolution and stability concerns. Then, with the advent of
diffusion models including text-to-image [39, 47, 50, 51]
and text-to-video [18, 25, 42, 53, 62] , the quality of visual
content has been further developed. However, the content
generated by these models is often quite different from the
real world, especially in the structure of the human body
which limits their widespread downstream use.

3. Task Definition
Fine-grained Human-body Abnormality Detection
(FHAD): The goal of FHAD is to identify the differences
in body structure from real-world humans in any given
visual content that includes human photos. To achieve
FHAD, the method needs to output the following two parts:
(1) the semantic flag of abnormality Sa ⊆ A, that is, what
type of body part abnormality a exists. (2) the location
of the abnormality a, output in the form of a bounding
box Ba. For the input visual content within body part
abnormalities X and the pre-defined abnormalities set A,
we consider any detection method as Md, the task can be
formatted as:

[Ba, Sa] = Md(X). (1)

As shown in Figure 1, for a given human photo, the method
needs to detect the redundant hand in the red bounding box.

Human-body Abnormality Define: After reviewing a
large number of generated human photos, we conduct an
analysis of body part abnormalities and identified 12 dis-
tinct body part abnormalities which often create a signifi-
cant gap between the real-world human body structure. It
contains two types, the absent and redundant body parts.
For the class of body parts, we identify the following body

Examples In AIGC Human-Aware 1K

Annotation

AnnotationAnnotation

Annotation

All Well

An absent 
hand

A redundant 
arm

A redundant 
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An absent 
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Figure 3. Examples in AIGC Human-Aware 1K. We manually
annotate the abnormalities in frames from generated AIGC videos.
Since the location of the abnormalities is ambiguous, we do not
annotate the bounding box. Instead, we evaluate the accuracy of
the bounding box location by assessing the repair quality.

parts, i.e., head, ear, hand, arm, leg, and foot for P. Our fol-
lowing experiments are all conducted based on predefined
abnormalities (e.g., absent hand, redundant hand... ⊆ A ).

FHAD Dataset: We propose two datasets for the pro-
posed FHAD task, i.e., the COCO Human-Aware Val and
the AIGC Human-Aware 1K. For COCO Human-Aware
Val, we adopt an automated dataset construction method
to construct images with pre-defined absent abnormalities
from the full COCO Val split. We replace one body part
with the background to make an absent body part abnor-
mality. For AIGC Human-Aware 1K, it is a cross-domain,
meticulously hand-labeled dataset with inherent body part
abnormality. In order to enhance the generalization of the
AIGC Human-Aware 1K. We build up this dataset based
on the large generated video dataset VidProM [58]. To
ensure the basic quality of the generated videos, we ran-
domly choose the videos from the PIKA split with human
photos. Then, we manually annotate 1K samples with the
same body part classification in frame level, some cases are
shown in Figure 3. Please note that compared to the COCO
Human-Aware Val, AIGC Human-Aware 1K is a more chal-
lenging dataset for VLM as it comes from the AIGC domain
and contains both absent and redundant body parts, which
is the main evaluation dataset for our task. We provide a
detailed dataset construction process in Appendix D, and
we highly recommend reading this section, as it will be of
great help in understanding our task. We also provide cases
in COCO Human-Aware Val in Appendix F.

4. Methodology
4.1. Solution for Absent Body Part Detection
Within a detection pipeline, suppose the predefined human
body classes of the whole body part as P with the cor-
responding bounding box B for the given visual content



within human photo X . The existing body parts are rep-
resented as a set Pe ⊆ P with their corresponding bounding
boxes Be ⊆ B. The evaluated method Ma should present
the absent body part pa and the absent area ba. Note that,
X also includes context for situations, e.g., obstructions, to
avoid misjudgments of absent body parts. It can be repre-
sented as follows:

{⟨pai , bai ⟩}ni=0 = Ma(Pe,Be;X), (2)

where n denotes the number of absent body parts.
For this task, the VLM is an intuitive choice since it is

trained on a vast dataset and exhibits strong capabilities
across a wide range of downstream tasks. However, the
results demonstrate that (Sec. 5), though VLMs have been
trained with a large quantity of normal data like ours, they
still lack awareness of the abnormality on COCO Human-
Aware Val which is based on real-world images and only
contain absent abnormalities. We discuss this phenomenon
in Appendix C. To solve this problem, the simplest and most
intuitive method is to manually annotate a large training
dataset on real AIGC data like [2, 14]. However, for the
tasks we propose, extensive manual annotation is unrealis-
tic and extremely costly (we perform the detailed annota-
tion process in Appendix D). Furthermore, data annotated
based on a specific generative model will inevitably contain
certain biases. Therefore, our goal shifted towards automat-
ing the construction of these training data from a real-world
dataset, which is also more aligned with our target.

Inspired by the process of humans detecting absent ab-
normalities, we propose the following body part corre-
lation training strategy. For the given visual content X
with a normal human, we first ground all its body parts
{⟨pi, bi⟩}ni=0, where n is the number of grounded body
parts, based on our predefined set P. For each body part
representation ⟨pi, bi⟩, we apply a mask operation to ob-
tain:

Xi = mask(X, ⟨pi, bi⟩), (3)

where mask replaces the area bi with the background of
X . For each masked image, we maintain:

{(Xi, ⟨pai , bai ⟩)}ni=0 = {(Xi, ⟨pi, bi⟩)}ni=0, (4)

to get the absent body part training sample (Xi, ⟨pai , bai ⟩).
Similar to the current training objective of VLMs and
LLMs, for each masked image Xi and its corresponding
absent body part representation ⟨pai , bai ⟩, we optimize the
following auto-regressive objective:

p(⟨pai , bai ⟩ |Xi, Ia) =

L∏
j=1

pθ(xj |Xi, Ia,<j , ⟨pai , bai ⟩ ,<j ),
(5)

where θ represents the trainable parameters of the VLM, L
is the length of the concatenated instruction Ia and the per-
ception and position of the current absent body part ⟨pai , bai ⟩.

① An arm at [0.43, 0.31, 0.67, 0.93]  ② An arm at [0.45, 0.12, 0.94, 0.33] 
③ A hand at [0.56, 0.75, 0.61, 0.93]  ④ A hand at [0.81, 0.13, 0.93, 0.27]

①

④②

③
Replace ③ with 
background  

①

② ④

VLM
Based on         (①, ②, ④).

Body

Is there any         absent in        ?

Target

There should be a  ③.

Bouding box

Input

Figure 4. Absent Human-body Detector (AHD) training strategy.
In the real world, many objects within the visual content are inter-
connected, meaning that based on the other objects, one can infer
the presence of certain objects in specific locations. Our proposed
training strategy leverages the correlation between body parts to
facilitate this training process.

This training process sequentially replaces body parts in
normal images with the background, as shown in Figure 4,
allowing the VLM to learn the correlation between absent
and existing body parts in terms of position and class based
on the existing body parts.

Based on this training method, we develop a VLM
named Absent Human-body Detector (AHD), represented
as D, which is capable of detecting absent abnormalities
of the body part. The AHD can infer from a given human
photo whether there is any absent body, as well as identify
the location and content of these absent body parts.

4.2. Solution For Redundant Body Part Detection
Compared to absent body part abnormality, the situation of
redundant body part abnormality is more diverse, which is
reflected in the following two parts: (1) The position of
the redundant body parts, which can appear in any area of
the given photo. (2) The number of redundant body parts,
which can be arbitrary. These two factors make the judg-
ment no longer dependent on the existing body parts Pe.
For each redundant body parts pr with its corresponding
area br, for given visual content X and the detection method
Mr can be formalized as:

{⟨pri , bri ⟩}ni=0 = Mr(X), (6)

where n is the number of redundant body parts. In contrast
with Eq. 2, Eq. 6 indicates that addressing redundant bodies
relies more on global visual information X rather than the
existing body parts Pe within X . Based on this, we utilize
a diffusion-based inpainting model R with strong contex-
tual understanding capabilities, combined with the ground-
ing model G, to detect redundant body parts. In detail, for
the given X , the model G can ground all body parts pgi ∈ P
with their locations bgi , as:

{⟨pgi , b
g
i ⟩}

n
i=0 = G(X,P), (7)

where n is the number of body parts in the given X . Then
for each ⟨pgi , b

g
i ⟩, we use the model R to re-generate the
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Figure 5. The illustration of our HumanCalibrator. The HumanCalibrator consists of two parts: perception and regeneration. In the
perception stage, HumanCalibrator initially uses an inpainting model to re-generate various bodies based on its overall understanding of
human body structure, determining the redundant bodies by comparing semantic differences before and after inpainting. Subsequently,
relying on our Absent Human-body Detector (AHD) to assess the perception of absent abnormalities, our HumanCalibrator employs a
cyclical strategy to identify absent bodies via AHD. Finally, by the results of the perception stage into the inpainting model as prompts, our
HumanCalibrator can repair the detected abnormalities while preserving the visual content of the remaining areas.

content of bgi with the text-condition pgi , represented as pR.
Trained on large datasets of normal body structure without
any redundant bodies, given the ⟨pr, br⟩ as mask location
and text-condition for R, the semantic pR of model R’s
output content at br tend to exihibit a significant difference
from the original pr. For example, when a mask is applied
to the location of a redundant arm, R is more likely to gen-
erate background in that area rather than the redundant arm
itself. To determine if the original body part bgi is indeed the
redundant body br, we compare the corresponding seman-
tics pgi to pR. If a significant semantic difference is detected
(with the assistance of G), it indicates that the body part
⟨pgi , b

g
i ⟩ is redundant.

This process can be formalized as:

{⟨prk, brk⟩}jk=0 = {G(R(pgi , b
g
i ), p

g
i )}

n
i=0 < τ, (8)

where j is the number of the detected redundant body parts
and τ is the grounding threshold.

4.3. HumanCalibrator

By leveraging the proposed Absent Human-body Detector
D with absent body part abnormality perception in Sec 4.1,
and our proposed method for handling redundant body parts
in Sec 4.2 we develop a comprehensive framework named
HumanCalibrator, for the proposed Fine-Grained Human-
body Abnormality Detection (FHAD) task. Furthermore,
leveraging the ability of fine-grained detection, our Human-
Calibrator can repair abnormalities of body parts while pre-
serving other visual content unchanged. The details of Hu-
manCalibrator are shown in Figure 5. In detail, our pro-
posed framework can be divided into the following three

steps:
• Step I: Detect redundant body parts in the given visual

content X . The first step is to obtain the set of redundant
body parts in X via Eq. 7, Eq. 8,i.e., {⟨prk, brk⟩}

j
k=0, where

k is the number of redundant body parts. Identifying re-
dundant body parts first serves two purposes. (1) Provide
a better image base for addressing absent body part abnor-
malities. (2) Self-refine during the process of addressing
absent human body abnormalities. If it is found that the
detected absenting body part is the same as the previously
identified redundant bodies, it can be considered that this
is a wrongly resolved redundant body, thereby improving
the accuracy of the entire framework.

• Step II: Detect cyclically absent body parts in the given
visual content X . We use D to detect the absent body part
in the current X and obtain the detection result ⟨pa, ba⟩.
Subsequently, we utilize the inpainting prompt template
T , which is predefined according to P, to obtain the cor-
responding repair prompt T (pa). By combining pa and
ba, we use the inpainting model R to obtain a new image
X ′. The resulting X ′ is then used as the image for the
next detection cycle. This process continues until D de-
termines that there are no new ⟨pa, ba⟩ in the current X ′,
which can be formalized as:

Xt+1 =

{
R(Xt, T (p

a), ba), if ⟨pa, ba⟩ = D(Xt) ̸= ∅
Xt, otherwise.

(9)
Through this loop, we can obtain all the absent bodies

in the image, denoted as {⟨pai , bai ⟩}ni=0, where n is the
number of detected absent body parts.

• Step III: Repair the abnormality detected above. After
detecting the redundant and absent body parts separately,
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Figure 6. Comparison of accuracy in COCO Human-aware Val.
We evaluate Open-source VLMs (InternVL2) and Closed-source
VLMs (GPT-4o and GPT-4o mini), CLIP and our Absent Human-
body Detector (AHD). The powerful VLMs demonstrate signif-
icant limitations in perceiving abnormalities in body parts, with
results often comparable to random guessing, even though the
COCO Human-aware Val is built upon real-world images that are
similar to their training data set.

we can repair the detected abnormalities through the In-
painting model R. We start with the original image X and
repair these abnormalities one by one. We also use the
pre-defined inpainting prompt template T to repair differ-
ent types of abnormalities, which can be formalized as:

X0 = X

Xt+1 = R(Xt, T (pt), bt), for t = 0, . . . , j + n

where⟨pt, bt⟩ =

{
⟨prt , brt ⟩, if 0 ≤ t ≤ j

⟨pat−j , b
a
t−j⟩, if j < t ≤ j + n,

(10)

where j and n represent the number of redundant and ab-
sent body parts, respectively. The final Xt+j is the image
after all abnormalities have been repaired.

5. Experiment
Experiments on Exploring Current VLMs. To objec-
tively verify the ability of the existing VLM to detect the
abnormalities of body structure, we employ the automati-
cally generated COCO Human-Aware Val to test the VLMs.
It is important to note that the COCO Human-Aware Val is
automatically produced based on the entire COCO Val Split.

We compared different vision-language models (VLMs),
including the state-of-the-art Open-source VLM InternVL2
and Closed-source VLM GPT4o and GPT4o-mini, along
with contrastive learning-based models such as CLIP, as
presented in Figure 6. The results demonstrate that despite
their strong performance in many visual tasks, these mod-
els struggle with abnormal perceptions of body parts, dis-
playing accuracies close to random guesses. Interestingly,
even though humans and these VLMs are exposed to simi-
lar volumes of normal data, abnormality detection remains

markedly easier for human cognition. The intricacies of our
comparative analysis are further discussed in Appendix C,
and the specifics of the baseline models we test are detailed
in Appendix B.

Details of Human Calibrator: For the absent body part
detector, we finetune the LLaVAv1.5 7B [33] on COCO
Train Split via Eq. 5. The format of the training data is sim-
ilar to the COCO Human-Aware Val, some cases are shown
in Appendix F. All training runs on 4 NVIDIA A800 GPUs.
It takes around 30 hours to fine-tune 2 epochs with a learn-
ing rate of 2×10−5. We also test its ability on the COCO
Human-Aware Val, the results are shown in Figure 6. For
the other pretrained models used in our HumanCalibrator,
we list more details in the Appendix A.

Body Part Abnormality Detection. We evaluate the ac-
curacy of our Human Calibrator’s perception ability of ab-
normalities on the AIGC Human-Aware 1K dataset. Similar
to the assessment on the COCO Human-Aware Val, we also
benchmark several recent powerful VLMs as our baseline,
the results are shown in Table 1, and we provide the acc and
false detection rate (FDR) for each specific category. Simi-
lar to the results on the COCO Human-Aware Val, existing
VLMs have difficulty in accurately perceiving abnormali-
ties. In the aspect of absent detection, the trained Absent
Human Detector effectively detects the existing abnormal-
ities while maintaining a low FDR. In terms of absences,
even under training-free conditions, our method achieves
better results compared to the baseline. We analyze these
results in detail in Appendix B.

5.1. Body Part Abnormality Repair

Metrics. The goal of the task we proposed is to detect
and locate the abnormality of body parts that make the hu-
man different from real-world humans, to comprehensively
evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed HumanCalibra-
tor in solving the task, we adopt six metrics for quantitative
evaluation: (1) accuracy and FDR of abnormality detection,
which calculate the detection results for each category of
absent and redundant body parts. (2) Clip Score, the simi-
larity between the image and the original prompt. (3) Hu-
man CLIP Score, the similarity between the image and the
prompt which only contains only descriptions related to the
human. (4) Human Concept Score, the similarity to the con-
cept of ‘human’. (5) FID, we use the origin image as the
real image and the repaired image as the generated image to
assess the extent to which our repair method preserves the
original information. (6) Latent Consistency, consistency
between the original and repaired image in the latent space.

Repair Quality provides insight into the overall perfor-
mance from two aspects. (1) The accuracy of the detected
bounding boxes, due to the worse repair results caused by
inaccurate re-generation to the detected areas compared to
the original image. (2) Whether our repair makes the per-



Type Human Body

Absent

Method
hand leg ear foot arm head Avg

Acc ↑ FDR ↓ Acc ↑ FDR ↓ Acc ↑ FDR ↓ Acc ↑ FDR ↓ Acc ↑ FDR ↓ Acc ↑ FDR ↓ Acc ↑ FDR ↓
LLaVA-34B 0.42% 0.92% 15.00% 2.14% 0.47% 0.00% 0.00% – 6.90% 5.26% 36.00% 5.74% 9.80% 2.34%

InternVL2-26B 2.95% 2.75% 10.00% 5.51% 5.69% 2.41% 3.03% 2.46% 42.53% 35.71% 52.00% 8.31% 19.37% 9.53%
GPT-4o 8.02% 2.49% 0.00% – 0.47% 0.13% 10.61% 0.00% 12.64% 3.83% 20.00% 0.62% 8.62% 1.38%

CLIP-Large-14 14.35% 6.55% 15.00% 4.59% 17.06% 16.22% 19.70% 2.68% 44.83% 16.10% 44.00% 5.74% 25.82% 8.65%
HumanCalibrator(Ours) 79.75% 12.19% 75.00% 6.22% 79.15% 10.14% 90.91% 4.39% 79.31% 12.92% 80.00% 5.03% 80.69% 8.48%

Redundant

Method
hand leg ear foot arm head Avg

Acc ↑ FDR ↓ Acc ↑ FDR ↓ Acc ↑ FDR ↓ Acc ↑ FDR ↓ Acc ↑ FDR ↓ Acc ↑ FDR ↓ Acc ↑ FDR ↓
LLaVA-34B 3.16% 0.44% 33.33% 2.33% 0.00% – 0.00% – 48.57% 18.76% 14.29% 1.91% 16.56% 3.97%

InternVL2-26B 2.11% 1.10% 0.00% – 16.67% 0.60% 0.00% – 20.00% 5.70% 57.14% 0.70% 15.99% 1.64%
GPT-4o 7.37% 0.88% 0.00% – 0.00% – 1.71% 0.20% 25.71% 3.83% 14.29% 0.60% 8.18% 1.00%

CLIP-Large-14 21.05% 6.08% 25.00% 2.94% 33.33% 15.90% 0.00% – 57.14% 17.41% 0.00% – 22.75% 7.96%
HumanCalibrator(Ours) 65.26% 3.87% 33.33% 0.81% 83.33% 2.31% 66.67% 0.70% 45.71% 2.49% 57.14% 5.03% 58.57% 2.54%

Table 1. Detection accuracy of body part abnormalities. We evaluate performance via acc and false discovery rate (FDR). The – implies that
when the acc is zero, the FDR loses its statistical significance. The test is performed on open-source VLM (LLaVA-34B and InternVL2-
26B), closed-source VLM (GPT4o), CLIP, and our HumanCalibrator. Compared to the best-performing existing VLM, our framework
significantly improves accuracy across almost all abnormality types with low FDR. We provide a detailed evaluation process for the
baseline and an analysis of the reasons for their poor performance in the Appendix B.

‘Absent’ 
Abnormality

Type Human CalibratorOrigin Image Detect Repair

‘Absent 
Hand’

‘Redundant’ 
Abnormality

‘Redundant 
Arm’

‘Absent 
Ear’

‘Redundant 
Arm’

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 7. Case study of the image repair quality of HumanCalibrator. In (a), the HumanCalibrator detects the absent hand of the woman and
repairs it with a hand in the correct pose and shape. In (b), an absent ear is identified, and the HumanCalibrator regenerates the ear without
altering the man’s face or expression. In (c), the redundant arm of the woman is detected and removed without affecting the background.
In (d), the redundant arm of the person is corrected while preserving the rest of his body. Compared to the original images, our method
achieves high-quality repair of the human body structure while preserving the remaining visual content.

son in the visual content more similar to a real-world hu-
man, which is the motivation of our proposed task. CLIP
Score and Human CLIP Score are used to evaluate the qual-
ity of the repairs, with the Human CLIP Score focusing on
the prompt describing the person, which is more closely re-
lated to our task. The Human Concept Score measures the
distance between the human in the image and a ‘human’ in
the real world. As shown in Table 2. Compared to the orig-
inal visual content, the repaired images show a certain de-
gree of improvement in various metrics. The extent of our

improvement is not significant, which is due to our good
maintenance of consistency outside the abnormal parts of
the image. To evaluate this consistency, we further mea-
sured the metrics on visual consistency.

Visual Consistency. A key advantage of our pro-
posed fine-grained anomaly detection is its ability to repair
only the abnormalities while maintaining the consistency of
other information. We compare our method with the pose-
condition-based abnormality repair method [14] in FID and
Latent space, as shown in Table 2. It can be observed that



Origin Video

No Repaired 
Re-Generation

Repaired 
Re-Generation

Time First Frame Mid Frame 1 Mid Frame 2 Mid Frame 3 Last Frame

Figure 8. Case study of the video repair quality of HumanCalibrator. The first row shows frames from the original video, which contain
noticeable abnormalities; the second row shows the video generated by a keyframe interpolation model using the original first and last
frames, which preserves most of the visual information but still exhibits abnormalities; the third row shows the video regenerated with re-
paired first and last frame by HumanCalibrator, efficiently addressing the abnormalities while preserving the remaining visual information.

Metric Original Ours

Human Concept Score ↑ 22.59 22.77
CLIP Score ↑ 41.87 41.97
Human CLIP Score ↑ 26.36 26.42

Metric Pose Condition Ours

FID ↓ 98.86 16.55
Latent Consistency ↑ 0.668 0.964

Table 2. Repair quality and visual consistency evaluation. Re-
pair quality is assessed via: (1) Human Concept Score, measur-
ing the similarity between the person in the visual content with a
real-world human. (2) CLIP Score, and (3) Human CLIP Score,
focuses on the prompt describing the person, that is more relevant
to our target. The repaired images show improvements over the
original ones across these metrics. The modest improvement in
the metrics is due to our effectiveness in preserving the remaining
visual content. For visual consistency, we compare our method to
a pose-conditioned method [14] via FID and Latent Consistency
showing that our approach maintains strong visual consistency.

our HumanCalibrator maintains good visual consistency at
both metrics. The details of the evaluation are shown in
Appendix E.

Case Study. We present three levels of case studies:
image-level, video-level, and generalization-level. (1) Im-
age Case Study: As shown in Figure 7, owing to the fine-
grained abnormality detection of our HumanCalibrator, it
repairs the abnormalities in the human body structure within
images while preserving other normal and unrelated infor-
mation. (2) Video Case Study: As illustrated in Figure 8,
due to the detecting and repairing ability of our HumanCal-
ibrator, we can repair the first and last frames of a video and
regenerate the intermediate frames with a keyframe interpo-
lation model. It shows that with the repaired first and last

Pyramid Flow

An absent ear

An absent hand

An absent hand
An absent arm

T2VZ

A redundant hand
AnimateDiff

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 9. Examples of HumanCalibrator applied to frames
generated by other SOTA Video generation models (frames
in (a),(b),(c),(d) are produced by CogVideoX [62], Pyramid-
Flow [26], T2VZ [24] and AnimateDiff [16], respectively). Each
model generates human photos with distinct abnormalities, which
are subsequently addressed by our HumanCalibrator. In (a), the
HumanCalibrator detects and repairs an absent ear on the singer.
In (b), an absent hand is identified, with HumanCalibrator iden-
tifying the positions and completing the restoration. In (c), the
HumanCalibrator locates and repairs an absent hand and arm. In
(d), the girl’s redundant hand is detected and corrected.

frames and the original prompt, our Human Calibrator can
repair abnormalities while maintaining the other content of
the video. (3) Generalization-level: Our HumanCalibrator
also demonstrates strong performance on outputs generated



by other generative models, with the results shown in Fig-
ure 9. More cases are shown in the Appendix G.

6. Conclusion
In this paper, we propose HumanCalibrator, a fine-
grained level abnormal detection and repair framework
in AIGC visual content with two datasets across dif-
ferent domains. It can detect abnormal body parts,
and repair the abnormality while maintaining the other
visual content. However, there are still limitations to
our proposed framework, e.g. the predefined abnor-
mal human body class limits the generalizability. In
the future, we plan to extend our method to support
more visual categories and more types of abnormalities.
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Is this Generated Person Existed in Real-world? Fine-grained Detecting and
Calibrating Abnormal Human-body

Supplementary Material

We highly recommend watching the supplementary
video, as it comprehensively demonstrates our proposed
task and the results of our proposed HumanCalibrator.

Disclaimer: The supplementary material includes im-
ages that may be unsettling or discomforting to some read-
ers. We have removed all personal information from the
cases and applied mosaic to some images that may cause
discomfort.

A. Details in HumanCalibrator

A.1. Model Usage

In addition to using LLaVAv1.5-7B as the base model
for the Absent Human-body Detector, the other mod-
els employed in the HumanCalibrator are as fol-
lows: (1) The inpainting model R, which utilizes
StableDiffusion2-Inpainting1, (2) the grounding model G,
which adopts GroundingDINO2, and (3) the video inter-
polation model, which employs CogVideoX-Interpolation3

based on CogVideoX [62].

A.2. Other Implementation Details

Additional details in our HumanCalibrator are as follows:
(1) To improve the repair quality of the overall human
photo, we expand the bounding box of the abnormal re-
gion before applying inpainting. This ensures better visual
quality between the inpainted and surrounding regions. (2)
Since the inpainting model inevitably leads to a decline in
overall image quality, we apply 2× super-resolution pro-
cessing to the inpainted images. It is worth noting that, for
a fair comparison, no super-resolution processing is applied
in any of the comparisons in Table 2. (3) To better adapt the
Absent Human-body Detector, trained on real-world COCO
datasets, for application in AIGC, we perform semantic de-
tection on each absent region identified by the detector us-
ing the Grounding Model G. If the same semantic content is
detected, the result from this iteration of the Absent Human-
body Detector is discarded.

1https://huggingface.co/stabilityai/stable-diffusion-2-inpainting, Rom-
bach, R. et al. (2022). High-Resolution Image Synthesis With Latent Dif-
fusion Models. In Proc. CVPR2022.

2https://github.com/IDEA-Research/GroundingDINO, Liu, S. et al.
(2023). Grounding dino: Marrying dino with grounded pre-training for
open-set object detection. arXiv

3https://huggingface.co/feizhengcong/CogvideoX-Interpolation

B. Details of Baselines and Analysis

B.1. Baseline for COCO Human-Aware Val

The COCO Human-Aware Val dataset only contains absent
abnormalities caused by masking out body parts. Since it is
derived from real-world images and includes only the “ab-
sent” category of abnormalities, our comparisons on this
dataset primarily focus on two objectives: (1) demonstrat-
ing the deficiency of existing VLMs in abnormality percep-
tion and (2) evaluating the performance of our trained Ab-
sent Human-body Detector (AHD).

Evaluating the baseline of CLIP on COCO Human-
Aware Val: Similar to other methods, we transform the dif-
ferent types of abnormalities into a classification problem.
The CLIP model selects the text with the highest matching
score to the image as its predicted answer. The specific text
categories are as follows:
• “The person in the picture has absent head.”
• “The person in the picture has absent ear.”
• “The person in the picture has absent arm.”
• “The person in the picture has absent hand.”
• “The person in the picture has absent foot.”
• “The person in the picture has absent leg.”
• “The person in the image has no abnormalities.”

Evaluating the baseline of Generative VLMs, we use the
following prompt to like VQA tasks [8, 33] to prompt the
VLMs:
• “Are there any absent body parts in the person shown

in the image? If yes, please answer from ‘head’, ‘arm’,
‘leg’, ‘foot’, ‘hand’, or ‘ear’; otherwise, please answer
‘no’. Answer the question using a single word:”

B.2. Baseline for AIGC Human-Aware 1K

Unlike the COCO Human-Aware Val dataset, the AIGC
Human-Aware 1K dataset includes all categories of abnor-
malities. For CLIP, we directly add additional abnormal cat-
egories and use a similar classification approach to evaluate
its performance. For Generative VLMs, we adopt a simpler
method tailored to VLMs. Specifically, we separately ask
whether there were abnormalities in the “redundant” cate-
gory and the “absent” category. Additionally, since the ab-
normalities in AIGC Human-Aware 1K are diverse in num-
ber, we do not constrain the model’s responses to a single
word, i.e., we do not use “answer the question using a sin-
gle word”. After receiving the responses, we use an LLM
for post-processing to produce formatted data suitable for
accuracy calculation. Since these baseline VLMs perform



weakly on FHAD, we try various prompts per model to op-
timize performance in our experiments. The prompts that
yielded the best performance are displayed below:
• For LLaVA-34B:

– In “Absent Abnormality Detection”: “Are there any
missing body parts in the person shown in the image?
If so, please answer the precise part:”

– In “Redundant Abnormality Detection”: “Are there
any extra body parts in the person shown in the image?
If so, please answer the precise part:”

• For Intern VL2-26B:
– In “Absent Abnormality Detection”: “According to the

human anatomical structure, are there any missing
body parts in the person shown in the image? If so,
please answer the precise part:”

– In “Redundant Abnormality Detection”: “According to
the human anatomical structure, are there any extra
body parts in the person shown in the image? If so,
please answer the precise part:”

• For GPT-4o:
– In “Absent Abnormality Detection”: “It is a common

sense that all human being has one head, two ears,
two hands, two arms, two legs and two foots, are there
any missing body parts which I discussed in the person
shown in the image? If so, please answer the precise
part:”

– In “Redundant Abnormality Detection”: “It is a com-
mon sense that all human being has one head, two ears,
two hands, two arms, two legs and two foots, are there
any extra body parts which I discussed in the person
shown in the image? If so, please answer the precise
part:”

For the post process for the response of VLMs (Note that,
we use the GPT4o-mini to post-process the response) as
shown in Figure S1.

B.3. Baseline Analysis

Our work is based on a key assumption: that existing pow-
erful VLMs fail to perform abnormality detection, a task
that is exceptionally simple for humans. We provide a de-
tailed case analysis of their poor performance. Specifically,
there are two primary reasons for this under-performance:
(1) a lack of understanding of human body structure, and
(2) a misinterpretation of abnormalities. We present exam-
ples from real test in Figure S2.

B.4. Pose Condition

Since the code for HumanRefiner [14] is unavailable and
our objective differs fundamentally, we only reproduce its
step of using pose as an additional constraint to ensure no
abnormalities in the number of body parts. Specifically,

Please analyze the model's response about extra or missing body parts and output 
only a list of the specifically mentioned body parts that are confirmed as extra or 
missing. Return the result as a simple list of individual words wrapped in 
<output> tags (e.g. <output>['arm']</output>, <output>['leg', 'hand']</output>). If 
the response indicates uncertainty, normal body parts, or no abnormalities, return 
<output>[]</output>.

Input: "The image depicts a person with one visible arm. The other arm appears 
to   be missing or obscured."
Output: <output>['arm']</output>

Input: "The image shows the upper half of a person. All visible body parts like 
the    head, ears, arms, and hands seem present. Legs and feet are not visible in 
this image, so a determination about them cannot be made."
Output: <output>[]</output>

Input: "The person in the image appears to have an extra hand"
Output: <output>['hand']</output>

Input: "The person in the image appears to have an extra arm and an extra leg"
Output: <output>['arm','leg']</output>

Input:

Figure S1. Prompt for post-processing the VLM output.

for the input human photo, we use MMPose4 to extract the
human pose and then employ Stable-Diffusion-v1.55 with
t2iadapter keypose6 as a pose-conditioned method to regen-
erate the entire image.

C. Why do current VLMs lack the ability to
perceive abnormality?

Our extensive experiments demonstrate that existing VLMs
are unable to perceive human abnormalities (some cases are
shown in Figure S2), even though this task is very simple for
humans, and both we humans and the models are trained on
a large amount of normal data. We believe that the draw-
backs arise from the simplistic image-text alignment ap-
proach of existing VLMs, which lacks perception of content
and, consequently, an understanding of human body struc-
ture. Additionally, the existing VLMs underutilize the data
and are undertrained, and the proportion of human subjects
in the training data may not be substantial. In our work, we
utilize the correlation among human body structures to train
our absent human-body detector.

D. AIGC Human-Aware 1K Annotation
The target of our proposed task, “Fine-grained Human Ab-
normality Detection”, is to detect whether the human photos
in AIGC exhibit abnormalities that render them impossible
to exist in the real world. This imposes two requirements on

4MMPose Contributors. (2020). OpenMMLab Pose Estimation
Toolbox and Benchmark. Retrieved from https://github.com/open-
mmlab/mmpose

5https://huggingface.co/stable-diffusion-v1-5/stable-diffusion-v1-5,
Rombach, R. et al. (2022). High-Resolution Image Synthesis With Latent
Diffusion Models. In Proc. CVPR2022.

6https://github.com/TencentARC/T2I-Adapter, Mou, C. et al. (2023).
T2i-adapter: Learning adapters to dig out more controllable ability for text-
to-image diffusion models. arXiv



Failure Cases In COCO Human-Aware Val Failure Cases In AIGC Human-Aware 1K
Question: Are there any absent body parts in the person shown in the image? 
If yes, please answer from 'head', 'arm', 'leg', 'foot', 'hand', or 'ear'; 
otherwise, please answer 'no'. Answer the question using a single word:

Answer: No Answer: No

Answer: No Answer: No

Question: Are there any missing body parts in the person shown in the 
image? If so, please answer the precise part:

Replace Hand 
with background

Replace Leg 
with background

Replace Head 
with background

Replace Foot 
with background

Answer: The person in the image appears to have all 
the body parts discussed: one head, two ears, two 
hands, two arms, two legs, and two feet.

Label for Absent: Absent hand

Label for Redundant: Redundant Leg

Answer: The person in the image does not appear to 
have any extra body parts.

Question: Are there any extra body parts in the person shown in the image? 
If so, please answer the precise part:

Figure S2. Failure cases of the powerful VLM (GPT-4o) on COCO Human-Aware Val and AIGC Human-Aware 1K. For COCO Human-
Aware, it is observed that despite generating distinctly anomalous images, GPT-4o still responds with a definitive “No”. In the case of
AIGC Human-Aware 1K, even though GPT-4o is aware of the components that constitute a normal human body, it fails to recognize or
respond to abnormalities. Note that our prompt includes the category of abnormalities, which simplifies the task; however, GPT-4o still
struggles to perform effectively, resulting in poor baseline performance.

our evaluation data: (1) The annotated abnormalities must
be objective, avoiding controversial cases caused by ambi-
guity or other factors. (2) The human photos in the annota-
tions must appear in real-world environments, which neces-
sitates selecting realistic styles for annotation and exclud-
ing sci-fi or cartoon-style images. In Figure S3, we demon-
strate examples of cases that are manually filtered out dur-
ing the annotation process. After the initial annotation, to
ensure data objectivity, we conduct multi-round and multi-
reviewer checks on the data labels, removing any remaining
controversial annotations. This process ensures the quality
of our proposed AIGC Human-Aware 1K dataset. We pro-
vide statistics on the number of different annotation types
in AIGC Human-Aware 1K, as shown in Table S3.

E. Metric Details
It is essential to emphasize that a comprehensive evalua-
tion of our proposed task requires the integration of mul-
tiple metrics. Specifically, we employ Accuracy (ACC)
and False Discovery Rate (FDR) as detection metrics to
ascertain the correct identification of existing abnormali-
ties. Furthermore, we utilize perceptual metrics to evaluate
the reasonableness of the identified abnormal locations and
to assess the quality of the repairs to these abnormalities.
Additionally, we use the Fréchet Inception Distance (FID)
and Latent Consistency to examine the similarity between
our repaired human photos and the original human photos,

Type Absent Redundant No Abnormality

Number 649 158 343

Table S3. Statistics on the Number of Annotation Types in AIGC
Human-Aware 1K

demonstrating the granularity of our repairs; i.e, we only re-
pair the abnormal areas while preserving the other content.

E.1. Human CLIP Scores

Since our task focuses on repairing the human body in a
given human photo, directly using the original prompt to
calculate the CLIP score is not ideal, as it includes substan-
tial background and camera-related information. Instead,
we utilize GPT4o-mini to extract prompts specifically re-
lated to the human body to evaluate whether our repair im-
proves the correlation with human-related prompts, a metric
we refer to as the Human CLIP Score. An example case is
shown below:
• Original Prompt: “A girl with long hair is walking on the

avenue in the forest, with a gentle breeze blowing her hair
and falling leaves fluttering in the wind. The girl looks
melancholy in the distance.”

• Processed Human Prompt: “A girl with long hair is walk-
ing on the avenue in the forest, looking melancholy into
the distance.”

E.2. Human Concept Scores

Compared to the Human CLIP Score, which focuses more
on the quality of the human body in the repaired hu-
man photo, the Human Concept Score emphasizes evalu-
ating whether the repaired human conceptually aligns more
closely with the distribution of “human” as understood by
CLIP, trained on extensive real-world data. To verify this,
we use a straightforward method: calculating the similarity
between the human photo before and after repair and the
prompt “an image contains human” to examine whether the
repaired human better matches CLIP’s concept of a human
existing in the real-world which learned from diverse real-
world training data.



Filtered samples
Science fiction Too Low-quality Abnormality is not objective Horrible and other NSFW....Cartoon

Figure S3. Categories and examples filtered out during the annotation process for AIGC Human-Aware 1K. The goal of our proposed task,
“Fine-grained Human-body Abnormality Detection”, is to determine whether the body structure in a given human photo could exist in the
real world. Thus our annotated data are grounded in real-world contexts, leading us to exclude images of genres such as science fiction
and cartoons. Additionally, to enhance the dataset’s quality, we filter out samples where the specific abnormality cannot be ascertained or
where the abnormality is controversial, labeled as “Too Low-quality” or “Abnormality is not objective”. All NSFW images have also been
excluded, and the displayed samples have been processed with mosaic. These rigorous criteria not only ensure the quality of our AIGC
Human-Aware 1K dataset but also explain why annotating a large number of data for the training process directly from AIGC is costly.

E.3. Visual Consistency

For the FID, we treat the repaired images as generated im-
ages and calculate the distributional discrepancy between
them and the original images. For Latent Consistency, we
encode the images into the latent space via the CLIP Vi-
sual Encoder and compute the cosine similarity between the
original and repaired images.

F. Cases in COCO Human-Aware Val
We also provide examples of the Absent Human-body De-
tector’s performance on the COCO Human-Aware Val, as
shown in Figure S4. It shows that the trained Absent
Human-body Detector accurately identifies the locations
and the type of artificially created abnormalities.

G. More Cases
In Figure S5 (a), we provide additional examples, including
results for test cases with no abnormalities or in complex
scenarios. Additionally, we present several failure cases,
which primarily fall into two categories: the first involves
incorrect abnormality identification by the HumanCalibra-
tor, and the second involves inaccurate localization of ab-
normalities, leading to reduced repair quality. These are
illustrated in Figure S5 (b).

Cases in COCO Human-Aware Val

replace <head> with 
background

replace <foot> with 
background

replace <foot> with 
background

replace <ear> with 
background

Figure S4. Examples of the AHD on COCO Human-Aware Val.
The red boxes indicate the predictions made by AHD. It is ob-
servable that AHD, trained utilizing the correlation within human
body structures, can accurately identify the location and type of
artificially created abnormalities. Note that all personal informa-
tion has been removed from the cases displayed. The training set
created from the COCO Train Split is in a similar format.



Human CalibratorOrigin Image Detect Repair

‘Absent 
Ear’

‘Redundant 
Hand’

‘Absent 
hand’

‘Redundant 
Ear’

‘Redundant 
Hand’

‘Absent 
Foot’

‘No 
Abnormality’

Incorrect abnormality identification

Label: 
‘Redundant

Arm’
Prediction:
‘Redundant

hand’

Inaccurate localization of abnormality

Label:
‘Redundant

Hand’
Prediction:
‘Redundant

hand’

(a)   More Cases In HumanCalibrator

(b)   Failure Cases

Incorrectly identifying a redundant arm as a 
redundant hand.

Inaccurate localization results to poor repair 
results.

‘Redundant 
Arm’

Figure S5. More Cases in HumanCalibrator and some failure cases.


	. Introduction
	. Related Work
	. Task Definition
	. Methodology
	. Solution for Absent Body Part Detection
	. Solution For Redundant Body Part Detection
	. HumanCalibrator

	. Experiment
	. Body Part Abnormality Repair
	. Conclusion
	. Details in HumanCalibrator
	. Model Usage
	. Other Implementation Details

	. Details of Baselines and Analysis
	. Baseline for COCO Human-Aware Val
	. Baseline for AIGC Human-Aware 1K
	. Baseline Analysis
	. Pose Condition


	. Why do current VLMs lack the ability to perceive abnormality?

	. AIGC Human-Aware 1K Annotation
	. Metric Details
	. Human CLIP Scores
	. Human Concept Scores
	. Visual Consistency
	. Cases in COCO Human-Aware Val

	. More Cases



