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Please generate the SMPL pose from the
description: This person supports his body with
the right leg, stretches his left leg backward,
and extends his hands to both sides.

Pose Comprehension Pose Generation

The person is in a seated position with their
right leg crossed over the left leg. The right
arm is extended forward and the left arm is
extended to the side.

The person stands upright with both knees
straight. Their right arm is bent at a right
angle, parallel to the ground, while the left arm
is bent with the hand near the right shoulder.
The left foot is forward, and the right foot is
behind.

Given the SMPL pose <pose>,
please give the corresponding
text description.

Look at the image <image> and
generate a description of the
person's posture.

Take a look at the image <image>
and return the SMPL pose
parameters for the figure shown.

Pose Edit

Raise your body and stay in a squatting position,
raise your arms and place them in front of you,
and turn your head to face forward.

Turn slightly to the right. Bend your right knee
and elbow at 90 degrees, keeping your right
thigh parallel to the ground. Align your left hand
with your left thigh and knee, and shift your left
foot slightly left. Adjust your right hand to side.

Contrast the poses
shown in <image_1>
and <image_2>.

Clarify how the body
differs in poses <pose_1>
and <pose_2>.

Refine the given <pose> following the
guidance: Put down your left leg and
stretch it as straight as possible.
Extend your right arm forward and
your left arm backward.

Figure 1. UniPose can handle pose comprehension, generation and editing tasks under different instructions within a unified framework.

Abstract

Human pose plays a crucial role in the digital age. While
recent works have achieved impressive progress in under-
standing and generating human poses, they often support
only a single modality of control signals and operate in
isolation, limiting their application in real-world scenar-
ios. This paper presents UniPose, a framework employing
Large Language Models (LLMs) to comprehend, generate,
and edit human poses across various modalities, including
images, text, and 3D SMPL poses. Specifically, we apply a
pose tokenizer to convert 3D poses into discrete pose tokens,
enabling seamless integration into the LLM within a uni-
fied vocabulary. To further enhance the fine-grained pose
perception capabilities, we facilitate UniPose with a mix-
ture of visual encoders, among them a pose-specific visual
encoder. Benefiting from a unified learning strategy, Uni-
Pose effectively transfers knowledge across different pose-
relevant tasks, adapts to unseen tasks, and exhibits extended
capabilities. This work serves as the first attempt at building

a general-purpose framework for pose comprehension, gen-
eration, and editing. Extensive experiments highlight Uni-
Pose’s competitive and even superior performance across
various pose-relevant tasks.

1. Introduction

Human pose plays a pivotal role in various human-
centric applications such as VR and healthcare. Numerous
studies focus on single-pose comprehension, i.e., producing
posture-relevant description from a 3D body pose [14] or
human image [18], as well as pose generation, i.e., creating
complex 3D poses from textual descriptions [14, 27, 40] or
human images [9, 15, 19, 57, 70]. Recently, a few stud-
ies have explored the relationship between pairs of poses
[13, 21, 34]. These studies investigate pose-pair compre-
hension, where textual instruction is produced based on the
differences between two 3D poses, and pose editing, where
corrected 3D body pose is generated based on an initial pose
and modification instruction. However, a key limitation of
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Tasks Pose Comprehension Pose Generation Pose EditingPose-to-Text Image-to-Text Pose-Diff Image-Diff Text-to-Pose Pose Estimation

Input→Output Pose→Text Image→Text Pose Pair→Text Image Pair→Text Text→Pose Image→Pose Pose&Text→Pose

HMR 2.0 [23] ✘ ✘ ✘ ✘ ✘ ✔ ✘
PoseScript [14] ✔ ✘ ✘ ✘ ✔ ✘ ✘
PoseFix [13] ✘ ✘ ✔ ✘ ✘ ✘ ✔
ChatPose [18] ✘ ✔ ✘ ✘ ✔ ✔ ✘
ChatHuman [41] ✘ ✔ ✘ ✘ ✔ ✔ ✘

UniPose (Ours) ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔

Table 1. Comparison of recent methods across various pose comprehension, generation and editing tasks.

existing work is that pose comprehension, generation, and
editing are predominantly studied in isolation. In reality,
human pose cognition and communication inherently in-
volve seamless transitions between multiple pose-relevant
modalities, including 3D SMPL poses [45], textual descrip-
tions, and human images. This highlights the need for a
unified multimodal framework capable of simultaneously
handling pose comprehension, generation, and editing.

Recent years have witnessed a significant breakthrough
in large language models (LLMs) [25, 30, 67] and multi-
modal LLMs (MLLMs), enabling general-purpose analysis
of images [4, 43], videos [38, 73], motions [10, 31, 76], and
audios [72, 74]. In the area of human poses, ChatPose [18],
a recent innovation, leverages LLMs to generate 3D human
poses from images and textual descriptions. Nevertheless, it
focuses solely on single-pose generation, lacking the capac-
ity for pose comprehension and editing. Moreover, existing
MLLMs still fall short in providing comprehensive analysis
of human poses, particularly concerning fine-grained part
semantics and complex relationships between pose pairs.
Consequently, a unified multimodal LLM that enables finer-
grained pose comprehension, generation, and complex pose
editing is still in highly demand.

Two main challenges need to be solved for building such
a unified multimodal LLM framework. The first challenge
is creating a unified representation space across 3D poses
and texts, enabling the unification of diverse pose-relevant
tasks. Existing work [18] processes 3D poses and texts dif-
ferently, encoding 3D poses as continuous high-level fea-
tures while tokenizing linguistic texts into discrete token
sequences. This non-unified processing incurs an extra bur-
den on LLMs to model interactions between 3D poses and
texts, hindering the unifying of pose comprehension, gen-
eration and editing. The second challenge lies in achieving
fine-grained pose perception within the visual branch of the
multimodal framework. Most MLLMs [4, 18, 43, 65] em-
ploy CLIP [52] as their visual branch. While CLIP’s visual
encoder aligns well with the text embedding space through
image-text contrastive learning, it struggles to capture de-
tailed pixel-level information, such as keypoints and pars-
ing maps, due to the global supervision provided by image

captions. This limitation constrains MLLM’s capabilities in
fine-grained pose comprehension and generation.

To address these challenges, we propose UniPose, a uni-
form multimodal framework for human pose comprehen-
sion, generation and editing, which harnesses the power-
ful language generation abilities of LLMs to unify various
pose-relevant tasks (Tab. 1). UniPose comprises three tires.
Firstly, UniPose is equipped with a pose tokenizer for pro-
cessing 3D poses and texts uniformly. Inspired by the obser-
vation that human poses exhibit a semantic coupling similar
to language [31, 46, 68], we treat 3D pose as a specific lan-
guage. Akin to language, the pose tokenizer compresses
raw 3D pose into a sequence of discrete semantic tokens.
By encoding both 3D pose and language within a shared vo-
cabulary, we build a unified representation space across 3D
poses and texts, which enables LLMs to be easily adapted to
handle pose comprehension, generation, and editing. Sec-
ondly, unlike most MLLMs [4, 18, 43, 65] that solely
rely on CLIP’s visual encoder [52], we adopt a mixture-
of-visual-encoders that combines CLIP’s original visual en-
coder with a pose-specific visual encoder pre-trained on
pose estimation task. This dual-encoder setup not only
aligns visual representations with text embedding space but
also enhances fine-grained pose perception, enabling more
effective integration into the multimodal framework for im-
proved pose comprehension and generation. Thirdly, we
implement a mixed-attention mechanism within LLMs to
handle the distinct internal logical relationships between
pose and text tokens. Unlike text tokens, pose tokens en-
code spatial joint positions without causal dependencies,
making unified autoregressive modeling suboptimal. To
address this, we apply causal attention to text tokens and
bidirectional attention to pose tokens. This mixed-attention
strategy preserves LLM’s original reasoning capabilities
while enhancing contextual pose perception, enabling more
effective pose generation and editing.

To our knowledge, UniPose is the first approach to inte-
grate seven core tasks of pose comprehension, generation,
and editing into a uniform framework. Extensive experi-
ments demonstrate that UniPose achieves competitive per-
formance across multiple pose-relevant tasks. Additionally,
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through qualitative results, we demonstrate that UniPose
possesses zero-shot generalization capabilities, e.g., text-
enhanced pose estimation.

2. Related Work
Human Pose Comprehension. Pose comprehension in-
volves generating natural language descriptions of human
pose or differences between pose pairs. For single-pose
comprehension, traditional methods classify basic human
actions from images [77], videos [62, 63, 66], or skele-
tons data [2, 11, 22, 49]. However, these methods typi-
cally lack detailed descriptions of specific body part po-
sitioning. To address this gap, [14] introduces PoseScript
dataset which pairs human poses with detailed body parts
descriptions, and propose a pose-to-text generation model
that uses cross-attention to embed pose information within
a text transformer for nuanced pose descriptions. For pose-
pair comprehension, [13, 21, 34] describe differences be-
tween source and target poses based on images, videos, or
3D poses. For example, PoseFix [13] uses an MLP to fuse
source and target pose, then uses cross-attention in a text
transformer to generate descriptions of pose differences.
While these approaches enhance understanding of human
poses from multimodal data, they are typically task-specific,
with limited control conditions and application scenarios.
Human Pose Generation. Pose generation synthesizes hu-
man poses conditioned on text or images. Text-conditioned
pose generation generally falls into two categories: shape-
oriented [24, 56] and pose-oriented [8, 27, 40], which
generate 3D poses from descriptions of body attributes
(e.g., slim waist) and simple actions (e.g., running), re-
spectively. Image-conditioned pose generation (also re-
ferred to pose estimation) includes optimization-based and
regression-based approaches. Optimization-based methods
[7, 16, 17, 51, 54] iteratively estimate 3D pose parameters,
ensuring the projection of predicted 3D joints aligns with
2D keypoints. Regression-based methods [9, 15, 23, 33, 70]
use deep neural networks to directly predict 3D pose pa-
rameters from input images. Although these methods have
achieved promising results in pose generation, they lack the
capability of pose comprehension and editing.
Multimodal Large Language Models. Large Language
Models (LLMs) [25, 30, 58, 71] have shown remarkable
capabilities in textual comprehension and reasoning. These
models have been adapted for multimodal tasks, leading to
the development of multimodal large language models. For
example, models like mPLUG-Owl3 [73], MiniGPT-4 [79]
and LLaVA [37, 43, 44] uses a visual encoder to extract im-
age features and a projection layer to align image embed-
dings with text embeddings, enhancing general visual per-
ception. Moving towards task-specific applications, LISA
[36] and Video-LISA [5] extend MLLMs for segmentation
by integrating SAM [35] for generating fine-grained seg-

mentation masks. Additionally, Show-o [69] and Transfu-
sion [78] combine MLLMs with diffusion models [26] to
unify image understanding and generation. A recent work,
ChatPose [18], applies LLMs to pose-related tasks, aiming
to build a versatile pose generator. However, it remains lim-
ited in its capacity for pose understanding and editing.

3. Method
To equip LLM with the capability to comprehend, gener-

ate, and edit human poses, we propose a unified framework
named UniPose. As illustrated in Fig. 2, UniPose comprises
three main components: a pose tokenizer, which quantizes
original 3D poses (represented as SMPL [45] pose param-
eters) into discrete tokens (Sec. 3.1), a visual processor,
which extracts fine-grained, pose-relevant features from vi-
sual inputs, and a pose-aware LLM, which supports uni-
fied modeling across multiple modalities (Sec. 3.2). To
address pose-relevant tasks, we employ a four-stage strain-
ing scheme encompassing pose tokenizer training, pose-text
alignment pre-training, vision projector pre-training, and
instruction tuning (Sec. 3.3). During inference, pose tokens
are decoded back to their original SMPL format by asso-
ciated de-tokenizer, enabling various pose-relevant tasks to
be executed via instructions (Sec. 3.3)

3.1. Pose Tokenizer

To represent 3D pose in discrete tokens, we build the
pose tokenizer based on Vector Quantized Variational Au-
toencoders (VQ-VAE) [60], as shown in Fig. 2. The pose
tokenizer consists of an encoder E , a decoder D, along with
a learnable codebook Bp = {bm}Mm=1 containing M dis-
crete vectors. Formally, we represent a 3D pose p using
SMPL pose parameters, i.e., p = [γ,θ] where γ ∈ R6

denotes the root orientation and θ ∈ R6K denotes the ro-
tations with K joints. Then the pose encoder E that con-
sists of several 1-D convolutional layers projects p into a
latent embedding z = E(θ) with z ∈ RLp×dp , where Lp is
the number of pose tokens and dp is the latent dimension.
Next, we transform z into a collection of codebook entries
through discrete quantization. Specifically, the process of
quantization replaces each item of z with its nearest entry
in the codebook Bp, obtaining the quantized latent vector
ẑ ∈ RLp×dp as follows:

ẑ = argmin
bm∈Bp

∥z − bm∥2 . (1)

After quantization, the pose decoder D, consisting of sev-
eral 1-D deconvolutional layers, projects ẑ back to raw pose
space as p̂ = D(ẑ). Following [60], we train the pose tok-
enizer using the loss function Lvq = Lr + Le + Lc where
Lr, Le, and Lc denote reconstruction loss, embedding loss
and commitment loss respectively. Further training and ob-
jective details are provided in the Appendix.
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Figure 2. Method overview: UniPose comprises a Pose Tokenizer, Visual Processor and a pose-aware language LLM. Combining Pose
Tokens learned by pose tokenizer, Visual Embeddings from visual processor and Text Tokens from text tokenizer, UniPose enables joint
modeling of pose comprehension, generation and editing within a unified visual-language backbone.

After training the pose tokenizer, the pose p can be rep-
resented as a sequence of discrete codebook indices of the
quantized latent vector, namely pose tokens u ∈ RLp as:

u = argmin
m∈{1,...,M}

∥z − bm∥2 . (2)

3.2. Pose-aware Vision-Language Model

Visual Processor. Previous works [4, 43] commonly use
CLIP visual encoder [52] as the visual branch. However,
since CLIP is optimized by global and coarse-grained su-
pervision signals from image captions, it struggles to cap-
ture pose-relevant details. Differently, the pose estima-
tion task demands precise localization of human keypoints,
which encourages the visual encoder to capture fine-grained
pose features. Therefore, we integrate a pose-specific Vi-
sion Transformer [23], pretrained on the pose estimation
task, into the visual branch, as shown in Fig. 2. Specif-
ically, denote the CLIP visual encoder and pose-specific
vision transformer as fa and fb, respectively. Given an
input image x, we extract visual embeddings by CLIP as
va = fa (x) where va ∈ RLv×da , Lv is the number of vi-
sual patch tokens and da is its visual embedding dimension.
The embedding output by pose-specific vision transformer
is vb = fb (x) where vb ∈ RLv×db . Then we concatenate
the embedding output by these two encoders along the chan-
nel dimension, and apply a trainable projector layer (with
projection matrix W ∈ R(da+db)×d) to align the dimension
of the concatenated visual features to that of text features as
v = [va|vb]

T
W . Here v ∈ RLv×d with d as text embed-

ding dimensions of LLM. The fused visual features v can
be concatenated with pose or text tokens as input to LLM.
Mixed Attention Mechanism. Existing LLMs [30, 53, 58]
typically employ autoregressive modeling with causal atten-

tion, excelling at generating sequential data such as text and
audio [72, 74]. However, pose tokens, which encode spa-
tial positions of human joints, are inherently non-sequential,
making traditional autoregressive generation suboptimal.
To address this issue, we propose modeling pose tokens
as a whole. Inspired by [69, 78], we modify the standard
causal attention in LLM, integrating bidirectional attention
for pose tokens as depicted in Fig. 2. Specifically, we
apply casual attention to text sequence, but apply bidirec-
tional attention within the pose toke sequence. To avoid in-
formation leakage, we initialize Lp learnable pose queries
Q = {q1, ..., qLp

} during the generation and editing of 3D
poses, as shown in Fig. 2. These queries are used to predict
corresponding pose tokens in a single forward step. This
design enables each pose token to attend to others within
the same pose token sequence, while restricting access to
only previously encountered text tokens.
Unified Multimodal Language Model. As shown in
Fig. 2, equipped with a visual processor and pose tokenizer,
we can compress original visual data x and pose data p
into visual feature sequence v ∈ RLv×d and pose token
sequence u ∈ RLp , respectively. To incorporate pose dis-
crete tokens into LLMs, we expand the original text vocab-
ulary Vt of LLM with pose vocabulary Vp

1, forming a new
unified text-pose vocabulary V = {Vt,Vp}. Equipped with
the unified vocabulary V , various pose-related tasks can be
formulated in a general format, where both input and out-
put tokens are drawn from the same vocabulary, with the
input optionally combined with the visual feature v. These
discrete tokens can represent natural language, 3D pose, or
combination, depending on the specific task to be solved.

1The pose vocabulary Vp preserves the order of the pose codebook
Bp. In implementation, we add two special tokens, <p> and <p/>, which
denotes the start and end of a pose sequence, into the vocabulary Vp.
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Figure 3. The training paradigm of UniPose.

This naturally enables UniPose to unify pose comprehen-
sion, generation, and editing in a unified manner.

During training, denote the visual embedding sequence
as v =

{
vi ∈ Rd

}Lv

i=1
, the pose token sequence as u ={

ui ∈ V
}Lp

i=1
, the text token sequence of single-pose de-

scription as t =
{
ti ∈ V

}Lt

i=1
, and the text token sequence

of pose-difference description as d =
{
di ∈ V

}Ld

i=1
, we ap-

ply distinct optimization objectives for each task, tailored to
the specific type of input and the desired output, as follows:

• Single-Pose Comprehension. Single-pose comprehension
aims to generate a pose description from a 3D pose or im-
age. Formally, given the sequence v, u and t as defined
above, the LLM predicts the probability distribution of
potential next text token at each step, pθ

(
ti|v/u, t<i

)
,

conditioned on the visual or pose tokens in an autore-
gressive manner. The objective is to maximize the log-
likelihood of this predicted pose description distribution:

L1 =

Lt∑
i=1

log pθ
(
ti|v/u, t<i

)
, (3)

where θ represents the trainable parameters.
• Pose-pair Comprehension. Pose-pair comprehension

aims to generate a textural description of the difference
between a pair of 3D poses or images. Formally, given
visual features v1 and v2 for an image pair, pose to-
kens u1 and u2 for a 3D pose pair, and pose-difference
description tokens d, the LLM predicts the probabil-
ity distribution of the next pose-difference text token,
pθ

(
di| (v1,v2) / (u1,u2) , d

<i
)
, conditioned on the pair

of visual or pose tokens in an autoregressive manner. The
objective is to maximize the log-likelihood of this pre-
dicted pose-difference description distribution:

L2 =

Ld∑
i=1

log pθ
(
di| (v1,v2) / (u1,u2) , d

<i
)
. (4)

• Pose Generation. Pose generation aims to generate 3D
poses from pose textural descriptions or images. For this
task, we use a mixed attention mechanism where the input
pose tokens are replaced with predefined pose queries Q.

Formally, given v, t and u as defined above, LLM pre-
dicts the probability distribution of potential whole pose
tokens in a single step, pθ (u|v/t,Q), conditioned on the
visual or pose-description text tokens and pose queries.
The objective is to maximize the log-likelihood of this
predicted pose distribution:

L3 = pθ (u|v/t,Q) . (5)

• Pose editing. Pose editing aims to generate a corrected
3D pose based on an initial pose and modification instruc-
tion. Similar to pose generation, a mixed attention mech-
anism is used for this task. Formally, given u1, u2 and d
as defined above, LLM predicts the probability distribu-
tion of potential whole pose tokens for the corrected pose,
pθ (u2|d,u1,Q), conditioned on the initial pose tokens,
modification instruction tokens and pose queries. The ob-
jective is to maximize the log-likelihood of this predicted
corrected-pose distribution:

L4 = pθ (u2|u1,d,Q) . (6)

At the last, given a batch size of inputs with different task
types, the overall training loss is computed as the sum of the
individual objections: L = L1 + L2 + L3 + L4.

3.3. Training and Inference Paradigm

The training procedure comprises four stages, and the
training paradigm of the last three stages is shown in Fig. 3.
Pose Tokenizer Training. We first train a pose tokenizer
using the objective Lvq . The pose tokenizer encodes 3D
pose as a sequence of discrete tokens, enabling seamless in-
tegration with texts within LLM. To maintain stability dur-
ing LLM training, the pose tokenizer is kept frozen during
the subsequent stages of training.
Pose-Text Alignment Pretraining. To enable LLM to han-
dle discrete pose tokens, we train LLM on pose-text corpus.
This process aims to align the pose and text modalities for
unified reasoning within the LLM. In this stage, we consider
four pose-text relevant tasks in Tab. 1, i.e., 2 pose compre-
hension tasks (Pose-to-Text and Pose-Diff), 1 pose genera-
tion task (Text-to-Pose) and the Pose Editing task. Based
on these tasks, we train LLM using LoRA [28] with the ob-
jective L, as shown in Fig. 3a.
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Task Dataset Method R-Precision ↑ Linguistic metrics ↑

Top-1 Top-2 Top-3 BLEU-4 ROUGE-L METEOR

Pose-to-Text PoseScript [14]
PoseScript [14] 91.6 95.6 97.0 12.9 33.9 34.2
UniPose † 18.1 30.0 39.1 10.8 30.1 29.5
UniPose 85.6 95.2 97.6 12.1 33.3 30.8

Pose-Diff PoseFix [13]
PoseFix [13] 64.6 77.1 83.0 12.0 33.5 36.7
UniPose † 8.4 14.6 19.2 8.5 28.2 27.3
UniPose 67.9 81.8 88.6 13.8 33.7 31.2

Image-to-Text ImageScript

LLaVA [43] 5.7 12.0 18.9 3.2 21.8 32.9
Qwen-VL [4] 8.9 15.6 19.8 1.4 15.9 21.6
GPT4V [1] 17.7 24.0 32.3 7.1 29.1 34.2
UniPose † 22.4 32.8 41.2 18.2 42.4 45.2
UniPose 24.5 35.4 43.2 18.2 42.5 44.7

Image-Diff ImageDiff
GPT4V [1] 7,3 13.5 18.8 1.3 16.1 21.8
UniPose † 13.0 18.8 26.4 14.0 34.1 40.1
UniPose 13.5 25.0 33.8 15.9 36.5 39.6

Table 2. Comparisons on pose comprehension tasks. We compare the pose-retrieval precision (R-Precision) and linguistic metrics on
various datasets. UniPose † represents training UniPose on the single corresponding task.

Visual Projector Pretraining. After establishing align-
ment between pose and text modalities, this training stage
focuses on mapping images into the shared pose-text space.
In this stage, we consider three image-text relevant tasks in
Tab. 1, i.e., 2 pose comprehension tasks (Image-to-Text and
Image-Diff) and 1 pose generation task (Image-to-Pose).
Based on these tasks, we train the vision-language projector
to align visual data with language models with the objective
L, as shown in Fig. 3b.

Instruction Finetuning. To enhance the instruction-
following capability of UniPose, we construct a multitask,
multimodal instruction dataset with 200 templates for
each task from Tab. 1. For example, an instruction for
Image-to-Pose task could be “Could you estimate
the SMPL pose of the individual in this
image <image>”, with <image> standing for the image
embedding extracted by the visual processor. Using this
instruction data, we jointly train the visual projector and
LLM with LoRA, as shown in Fig. 3c.

Inference. During inference, we adopt tailored decod-
ing strategies according to task type. For pose compre-
hension tasks, we use a standard auto-regressive approach,
where text tokens are generated sequentially, step-by-step.
For pose generation and editing tasks, as shown in Fig. 2,
once the model predicts the start of pose token <p>, we
append Lp predefined pose queries to the conditional text
tokens, which is fed into LLM. Then LLM predicts the cor-
responding pose token for each query in parallel, which sig-
nificantly accelerates its inference speed.

4. Experiments

4.1. Experimental Setup

Datasets. For pose tokenizer training, we use the stan-
dard training split of AMASS [47] and MOYO [59], fol-
lowing TokenHMR [15]. For UniPose training, we integrate
three types of data: (1) Text-Pose Data. We use PoseScript
[14] and PoseFix [13] datasets to link language and pose
modality. PoseScript [14] provides natural language de-
scriptions paired with 3D human poses, allowing the model
to understand fine-grained pose semantics. PoseFix [13] in-
cludes pairs of 3D poses and textual descriptions that spec-
ify how to modify the source pose to achieve the target
pose. (2) Image-Pose Data. Following [15, 23], we use
standard human pose estimation training datasets, includ-
ing Human3.6M [29], MPI-INF-3DHP [48], COCO [42],
and the MPII [3] dataset, and evaluate on 3DPW [61] and
Human3.6M [29] test sets. (3) Image-Text Data. Since no
existing dataset combines human images with pose descrip-
tions, we create the ImageScript and ImageDiff datasets to
bridge this gap in visual-textual pose comprehension. Fur-
ther dataset details are provided in the Appendix.

Metrics. We adopt the evaluation metrics from PoseScript
[14] and PoseFix [13]. (1) Pose comprehension tasks. We
use two types of metrics. Pose-text retrieval metric: R-
Precision, which evaluates the accuracy of matching poses
with corresponding descriptions. We rank the Euclidean
distances between the query pose and 32 text descriptions
(1 ground truth and 31 randomly selected mismatched de-
scriptions), and report Top 1/2/3 R-Precision; Linguistic
metrics: BLEU-4 [50], Rouge-L [39] and METEOR [6],
which assess the quality of generated pose descriptions. (2)
Pose generation tasks. We use two types of metrics. Re-
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Method RT2P ↑ RP2T ↑ Pose Reconstruction Metric ↓

Top-5 Top-10 Top-20 Top-5 Top-10 Top-20 MPJPE PA-MPJPE FID

PoseScript [14] 73.3 82.5 89.4 70.0 82.5 87.4 318.0 161.3 0.075
ChatPose [18] 17.6 25.3 35.8 28.0 39.0 54.4 - - -
ChatHuman [41] 41.8 52.6 65.1 42.1 52.3 66.5 - - -
UniPose † 67.5 77.6 85.5 62.8 74.8 83.6 342.7 190.0 0.046
UniPose 73.7 82.4 89.6 70.9 80.5 89.6 308.6 171.1 0.038

Table 3. Comparisons on Text-to-Pose generation task. The retrieval and reconstruction metrics are reported on PoseScript [14] dataset.

Method 3DPW [61] ↓ H36M [29] ↓

MPJPE PA-MPJPE MPJPE PA-MPJPE

HMR [33] 130.0 76.7 88.0 56.8
PyMAF [75] 92.8 58.9 57.7 40.5
SMPLer [70] 73.7 43.4 45.2 32.4
HMR2.0 [23] 70.0 44.5 44.8 33.6
Zolly [64] 76.2 47.9 49.4 32.3
MEGA [20] 67.5 41.0 - -
TokenHMR [15] 71.0 44.3 - -

ChatPose [18] 163.6 81.9 126.0 82.4
UniPose † 97.4 61.2 65.8 39.4
UniPose 94.7 59.1 69.2 41.8

Table 4. Comparisons on pose estimation task. Reconstruction
metrics are reported on the 3DPW and Human3.6M datasets.

construction metrics: MPJPE and PA-MPJPE, which com-
putes the average per-joint position error between generated
and ground-truth pose; Pose-text retrieval metric: follow-
ing [18], we report Top 5/10/20 RT2P and RP2T, which
represents the text-to-pose and pose-to-text retrieval recall,
respectively. (3) Pose editing tasks. In addition to the re-
construction metrics, we also report the Frechet Inception
Distance (FID), which measures the distance between the
generated and ground-truth pose distribution. To calculate
these metrics, following [13, 14], we train a retrieval model
with pose and text feature extractors using contrastive loss,
which encourages matched pose-text pairs to have geomet-
rically close feature vectors.

Implementation Details. For pose tokenizer, we set the
codebook size to 2048 and each 3D pose is represented
with 80 discrete tokens. We utilize LLaVA-1.6V [43] as our
visual-language model backbone. For training the pose tok-
enizer, we use AdamW as the optimizer with a batch size of
256 and an initial learning rate of 2e-4. The pose tokenizer
is trained for 240 epochs on a single RTX 4090 GPU. Uni-
Pose is trained 6 epochs in the Pose-Text Alignment Pre-
training stage, and 2 epochs in the remaining stages using
4 A100 GPUs. Further implementation details are provided
in the Appendix.

4.2. Comparisons on Pose-relevant Tasks

Comparisons on Pose comprehension. We evaluate Uni-
Pose on 4 pose comprehension tasks, i.e., Pose-to-Text,
Pose-Diff, Image-to-Text and Image-Diff. The compari-
son results are shown in Tab. 2. As seen in the table,
UniPose achieves competitive performance across all evalu-
ated tasks, highlighting its capability to address diverse pose
comprehension tasks within a single model. (1) For Pose-
to-Text task, we compare UniPose with PoseScript [14] on
PoseScript dataset. As shown in Tab. 2, UniPose achieves
slightly lower performance than PoseScript. However, Pos-
eScript is tailored for single-pose description generation
and lacks the capacity to model relationships between dif-
ferent poses. (2) For Pose-Diff task, we compare UniPose
with PoseFix [13] on PoseFix dataset. As shown in Tab. 2,
UniPose outperforms PoseFix on most metrics, demonstrat-
ing its superiority in capturing relationships between pairs
of poses. (3) For Image-to-Text task, we compare UniPose
with existing visual-language MLLMs, including LLaVA
[43], Qwen-VL [4] and GPT4V [1], on ImageScript dataset.
As shown in Tab. 2, UniPose significantly outperforms
these MLLMS. The substantial gains can be attributed to
the use of pose-specific visual encoder, which enables Uni-
Pose to extract fine-grained pose information from visual
inputs. (4) For Image-Diff task, we compare UniPose with
GPT4V on ImageDiff dataset. UniPose still outperforms
GPT4V, demonstrating that UniPose not only captures fine-
grained pose features from a single image but also learns the
relationships between human poses across multiple images.

Fig. 4a and Fig. 4b visualize the generated textural de-
scriptions of UniPose, Qwen-VL [4] and GPT4V [1]. The
visualizations reveal that existing MLLMs struggle to com-
prehend fine-grained pose information. Specifically, Qwen-
VL [4] and GPT4V [1] fail to distinguish human body ori-
entation, whereas UniPose can accurately locate the human
body orientation from visual inputs.

Comparisons on Pose Generation. We further evaluate
UniPose on 2 pose generation tasks, i.e., text-to-pose and
pose estimation. The comparison results are shown in Tab.
3 and Tab. 4. (1) For Text-to-Pose task, we compare Uni-
Pose with existing text-conditional pose generation models
[14, 18, 41] on PoseScript dataset. As shown in Tab. 3,
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Method MPJPE ↓ PA-MPJPE ↓ FID ↓

PoseFix [13] 300.2 144.1 0.019
UniPose † 310.8 157.0 0.019
UniPose 270.3 138.9 0.015

Table 5. Comparisons on pose editing task. Recon-
struction metrics are reported on PoseFix [13] dataset.

CLIP-ViT Pose-ViT Pose Estimation ↓ Image-to-Text ↑

MPJPE PA-MPJPE BLEU-4 ROUGE-L METEOR

✔ ✘ 193.4 86.1 11.1 30.2 33.9
✔ ✔ 96.1 58.9 13.3 31.7 35.2

Table 6. Ablation study on the components of the visual processor.

Attention Type Text-to-Pose Pose-to-Text

RT2P ↑ RP2T ↑ Latency (s) ↓ BLEU-4 ↑ ROUGE-L ↑ METEOR ↑

Causal Attention 9.0 14.2 20.8 9.3 14.7 22.3 2.5 26.9 39.5 38.0
Mixed Attention 13.8 20.3 28.8 15.9 23.0 32.0 0.2 25.0 39.1 36.7

Table 7. Ablation study on different attention mechanisms.

UniPose: The person is leaning forward with the left knee
bent and the right leg extended back. The right arm is in
front, bent at the elbow, while the left arm is behind. The left
hand is under the right, and the body is angled to the left.
QwenVL-Max: The individual is in a fencing stance. The
left arm is extended forward, holding a foil, while the right
arm is bent at the elbow. The left leg is bent at the knee, with
the foot flat on the ground, and the right leg is straight. The
torso is slightly leaned forward.

GPT-4o: The person is in a fencing lunge stance. The left leg is bent at roughly 90 degrees, with the foot
firmly planted forward. The right leg is extended back, heel raised. The torso leans forward, left arm
extended, holding a sword horizontally. The right arm is bent back for balance.

(a) Comparison with Qwen-VL [4] and GPT-4o [1] on Image-to-Text task.
UniPose: Turn slightly to the right, straighten your right arm
and leg, and move your right hand back. Shift your left arm
forward and slightly to the right.
GPT-4o: The posture shifts from a relaxed standing position
with arms by the sides to a forward-leaning stance: the left
arm moves back, the right arm swings forward holding a
glove, and the torso tilts forward slightly. Legs are slightly
apart, knees bent, and body oriented more toward the ground
in a ready position.

(b) Comparison with GPT-4o [1] on Image-Diff task.

Figure 4. Examples on Image-to-Text and Image-Diff tasks.
We mark incorrect captions in red and correct in green. UniPose
can accurately perceive a person’s orientation from images.

UniPose achieves the best performance on most metrics.
We attribute this to the use of the mixed-attention mech-
anism in LLM, which effectively captures the bidirectional
dependencies among pose tokens, thus improving pose gen-
eration performance. (2) For pose estimation task, we com-
pare UniPose with traditional pose estimation approaches
[15, 23] and MLLM-based approaches [18], on 3DPW [61]
and H36M [29] datasets. As shown in Tab. 4, UniPose
largely outperforms other MLLMs, yet does not match the
performance of methods specifically designed for estimat-
ing 3D human pose. This is not surprising, as traditional
pose estimation methods have been developed over many
year and often incorporate custom network modules and
loss functions to enhance estimation accuracy.

Comparisons on Pose Editing. For pose editing task, we
compare UniPose with PoseFix [13] on PoseFix dataset. As
shown in Tab. 5, UniPose significantly outperforms PoseFix

across all metrics, validating its superiority in pose editing.

4.3. Ablation Studies & Analysis

Single-task training v.s. Multi-task training. Tab. 2, 3, 4,
5 also report the performance of UniPose training on single
task (denoted as UniPose †). As shown, multi-task training
consistently outperforms single-task training, underscoring
the importance of unifying pose comprehending, generation
and editing within a single model.
Visual Processor. We compare the impact of different vi-
sion encoders used in the Visual Processor of UniPose. In
this part, the models are trained solely on Pose Estimation
and Image-to-Text tasks for 2 epochs. As shown in Tab. 6,
with only the CLIP-ViT encoder, the model performs poorly
on pose estimation task. We argue that CLIP-ViT primarily
focuses on aligning global semantic information between
images and text, struggling to capture detailed human pose
information. By incorporating an additional ViT model
trained specifically for pose estimation, UniPose gains the
ability to capture fine-grained pose details, significantly im-
proving its performance on pose estimation task. Moreover,
the pose information extracted from images enhances the
performance on Image-to-Text task, enabling UniPose to
generate more precise descriptions of human poses.
Attention mechanism. We evaluate the performance of
UniPose using causal attention and mixed attention. In
this part, the models are trained solely on Text-to-Pose and
Pose-to-Text tasks for 6 epochs. More training details are
provided in the Appendix. As shown in Tab. 7, on Text-to-
Pose task, the model with mixed attention achieves higher
retrieval accuracy compared to casual attention. The results
indicate that capturing bidirectional dependencies among
pose tokens enhances pose generation. Additionally, the
bidirectional attention mechanism enables single-step gen-
eration of all pose tokens, significantly accelerating infer-
ence. However, mixed attention performs worse than causal
attention on Pose-to-Text task. This may be due to the in-
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Source Prompt: Can you examine the image <image>
and identify the SMPL pose of the individual?
Enhanced Prompt: The right elbow is straight. Extend
your right hand as far back as possible. The right arm is
located behind the body. The left knee partially bent
while the left forearm is aligned horizontally. Can you
examine the image <image> and identify the SMPL pose
parameters of the individual?

Source Image Predicted Pose Refined Pose Target Pose

Source Prompt: Review the image <image> and extract
the SMPL pose data for the visible person.
Enhanced Prompt: The left thigh and the torso are
vertical while both feet are separated at shoulder width.
The left hand is under the right hand, while the left
elbow and the left knee are slightly bent. Review the
image <image> and extract the SMPL pose data for the
visible person.

Source Image Predicted Pose Refined Pose Target Pose

Figure 5. Enhance pose estimation with input pose description.

terference of the bidirectional attention with the causal de-
pendencies essential for text generation, potentially com-
promising the semantic precision of the generated content.
Zero-shot Task Analysis. Benefiting from a unified learn-
ing format, UniPose effectively transfers knowledge across
different pose-relevant tasks and adapts to unseen tasks.
Fig. 5 provides a zero-shot analysis: without additional
training, UniPose can leverage pose descriptions to enhance
its pose estimation results. This ability is especially advan-
tageous in scenarios where ambiguity or occlusion affects
accurate human pose estimation from images.

5. Conclusion
In this work, we present UniPose, the first attempt to in-

tegrate human pose comprehension, generation, and edit-
ing within a unified framework. By employing a pose tok-
enizer, we build a unified representation space that bridges
3D poses and texts, enabling seamless interactions across
modalities. Additionally, the mixture-of-visual encoder
captures intricate pose details, thereby enhancing fine-
grained pose perceptions. The mixed-attention mechanism
further enhances pose generation quality while significantly
accelerating inference speed. Extensive evaluations across
various pose-relevant tasks demonstrate the effectiveness of
UniPose in pose comprehension, generation, and editing.
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Supplementary Material

This person is bent forward and the left elbow is in an L-
shape, the left forearm is aligned horizontally and both
hands are about shoulder width apart and the left hand is
level with the right forearm and the right thigh is parallel
to the floor and the right knee is rather bent. The left thigh
is parallel to the ground. The knees are separated at
shoulder width while the left knee is bent with the right
forearm parallel to the floor.

Bring their right shoulder up slightly. Move their right shoulder backward slightly.
Move their right elbow slightly rightwards. Move their right elbow slightly more to
the back. Move their right elbow slightly higher while bringing their right hand up
slightly while bringing their right hand backward slightly then bring their right
hand slightly to the right then move their left elbow forward slightly then move
their left hand slightly rightwards and swing their left hand forward while opening
their left knee slightly more while moving their left foot slightly to the right, bring
their left foot forward slightly, bring their right foot backward slightly.

This person is in a plank position with knees bent,
forearms and thighs parallel to the ground, and hands
shoulder-width apart.

Step your right foot back and shift your weight, while raising your right arm and
shoulder. Extend your left foot and arm forward, moving both to the right. Keep
your left knee less bent, leading your left hand in a forward swing.

PoseScript/PoseFix 
Pipeline

ImageScript ImageDiff

Source Description

Refined Description Refined Description

Source Description

GPT-4o

Figure 1. The annotation workflow for ImageScript (left) and ImageDiff (right) datasets.

In this Appendix, we present a comprehensive overview
of UniPose, covering its datasets, implementation details,
performance evaluation, and limitations. First, we introduce
two new image-text datasets, ImageScript and ImageDiff,
along with a detailed description of the training data used
for UniPose (Sec. A). Next, we outline the implementation
details of the pose tokenizer, retrieval models, and UniPose,
including their architectural designs and training configura-
tions (Sec. B). Additionally, we present experimental re-
sults to evaluate the performance of the tokenizer and re-
trieval models (Sec. C). Finally, we offer additional qual-
itative results (Sec. D) and conclude with an analysis of
UniPose’s limitations (Sec. E).

A. Data Collection
To address the lack of datasets combining human images

with pose descriptions, we present the ImageScript and Im-
ageDiff datasets, specifically designed to bridge this gap in
visual-textual pose comprehension.

A.1. ImageScript

ImageScript dataset aims to provide accurate and de-
tailed textual descriptions of human poses depicted in im-
ages. Existing pose estimation datasets, collectively re-

ferred to as PoseEst (e.g., Human3.6M [29], MPI-INF-
3DHP [48], COCO [42], MPII [3], and 3DPW [61]) offer
precise human poses paired with images. PoseScript [14]
introduces a pipeline for automatically generating textual
descriptions of human poses. Building on these efforts, our
ImageScript dataset integrates human images, poses, and
detailed textual descriptions to advance visual-textual pose
comprehension.

The ImageScript dataset comprises 52k image-text pairs,
with the images sourced from the PoseEst datasets. Follow-
ing PoseScript [14], we first normalize the joint positions of
each pose annotation from PoseEst datasets using the neu-
tral SMPL body model [45], employing default shape coef-
ficients and a global orientation of 0. To ensure diversity, we
apply the farthest point sampling algorithm to select sam-
ples using the mean per joint error (MPJE) as the distance
metric. Starting with a randomly selected pose, we itera-
tively add the pose with the highest MPJE to the selected
set until the desired sample size is reached.

For textural annotations, we utilize the automatic
pipeline from PoseScript to generate three diverse captions
for each sampled pose. However, automatically generated
captions often contain excessive detail and repetition, lack-
ing the simplicity and fluency characteristic of human lan-
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System Prompt:
As an AI text assistant specializing in human pose analysis, your task is to simplify AI-generated descriptions of human postures.
These AI-generated descriptions often contain excessive detail and repetition. Your goal is to create concise summaries that
highlight the key features of the posture in natural, fluent language. Focus on capturing the overall pose without unnecessary
detail, ensuring the final description is brief and human-like, preferably under 45 words.

User Prompt:
Your goal is to summarize over-detailed and repetitive AI-generated descriptions in natural and fluent language, highlighting the
key features of posture. Before formulating the pose description, think and answer the following questions:
1. Can multiple pose details be combined and simplified? (For example, Replace "The right knee and thigh are straight, and the
left leg is also straight" with "Stand upright with both legs").

2. What action is the person performing? (e.g., running, jumping, kneeling on a single knee).
3. Can detailed descriptions be replaced with specific actions? (e.g., sit in meditation, side kick. avoid vague terms like “warming
up” or “doing yoga”).

You will be provided with AI-generated human pose descriptions. The description you generate should meet the following
requirements:
1. Your description should be accurate, avoid using vague words such as "one leg", "one hand", etc. It is necessary to accurately
specify left or right.

2. Your output should consist solely of the simplified description, and begin with "The person", "This person", "Someone" or
other words that represent a person's personality.

Figure 2. Prompt to query GPT-4 for refining text in the ImageScript dataset.

System Prompt:
As an AI text assistant specializing in human pose analysis, your task is to simplify AI-generated descriptions of the changes
between two human poses. Your goal is to create concise summaries that highlight the key features of the posture in natural, fluent
language. Focus on capturing the overall pose without unnecessary detail, ensuring the final description is brief and human-like,
preferably under 45 words.

User Prompt:
Note that your input will be a AI-generated description of the changes between two poses. Your goal is to summarize over-detailed
and repetitive AI-generated description in natural and fluent language, highlighting the key features of posture. Before formulating
the pose description, think and answer the following question:
1. Can multiple pose details be combined and simplified? (For example, Replace "move left foot higher, bring the left foot more
to the front while moving their left knee forward slightly, move their left knee slightly to the right while bending their left
knee." with "Kick your left leg up high in the air").

2. What is this person's action trend? (e.g., kicking high, straighten back, Push out chest).

You will be provided with AI-generated human pose descriptions. The description you generate should meet the following
requirements:
1. Your output should consist of a simplified description, and include changes in human character orientation(e.g. turn left).
2. Your answer should not exceed 45 words.

Figure 3. Prompt to query GPT-4 for refining text in the ImageDiff dataset.

guage. To address this, we use GPT-4 [1] to refine the cap-
tions, transforming verbose and redundant descriptions into
concise, natural expressions. Details of the query prompt
and the annotation workflow are provided in Fig. 1 and Fig.
2, respectively.

Dataset statistics. The dataset generated using PoseScript’s
automatic pipeline is referred to ImageScript-A, while the
GPT-4-refined version is named ImageScript-R. Image-
pose pairs are initially sampled from Human3.6M (15k),
MPI-INF-3DHP (25k), COCO (5k), and MPII (5k) datasets.
Textual pose descriptions for each pose are then generated
using the automatic pipeline, forming the ImageScript-A
dataset. To construct the ImageScript-R training set, 6,250
examples are uniformly sampled from ImageScript-A. Ad-
ditionally, 2000 samples from the 3DPW dataset are se-
lected to create the ImageScript-R test set. The captions

in ImageScript-R are refined using GPT-4, transforming the
automatically generated descriptions into more concise and
natural expressions.

A.2. ImageDiff

ImageDiff dataset is designed to provide textual descrip-
tions of human pose differences between image pairs, en-
abling the model to effectively perceive and interpret pose
variations across different visual inputs. Building on Pose-
Fix [13], which introduced a pipeline for automatically gen-
erating comparative descriptions for 3D SMPL pose pairs,
we propose ImageDiff, a dataset comprising image pairs,
corresponding 3D pose pairs, and textual descriptions of
pose differences.

The ImageDiff dataset consists of 52k triplets in the form
of {image A, image B, text}, where the text describes how
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Training paradigm Task Dataset Samples

Pose-Text Align
Pretraining

Pose-to-Text, Pose-Diff,
Text-to-Pose, Pose-Edit

PoseScript-A 70k
PoseFix-A 93k

Visual Projector
Pretraining

Image-to-Text,
Image-Diff,

Pose Estimation

ImageScript-A 50k
ImageDiff-A 50k

PoseEst 100k

Instruction
Finetuning All tasks

PoseScript-H 5k
PoseFix-H 5k

ImageScript-R 6k
ImageDiff-R 6k

PoseEst 6k

Table 1. Detailed datasets for training UniPose. The PoseScript dataset provides human annotations (PoseScript-H) and expands its
dataset with automated captions (PoseScript-A), as does the PoseFix dataset.

Task Sub-Task Input OutPut

Pose
Comp

Pose-to-Text Generate a description of the SMPL pose: <pose>.

<caption>

Interpret the SMPL pose in <pose> and generate a written description.

Pose-Diff Provide a summary of how SMPL pose <pose> differs from <pose>.
Detail any SMPL pose changes seen between <pose> and <pose>.

Image-to-Text Describe the pose of the individual in the <image>.
Analyze <image> and describe the posture displayed.

Image-Diff Compare <image> and <image>, outline how the person’s posture differs.
Identify how the individual’s pose varies from <image> to <image>.

Pose
Gen

Pose Estimation Could you estimate the SMPL pose of the individual in <image>?

<pose>

Look at the <image> and return the SMPL pose parameters for the figure shown.

Text-to-Pose Could you generate the SMPL pose from the description: <caption>?
Using the description <caption>, please create the corresponding SMPL pose.

Pose Editing Modify <pose> based on this instruction: <caption>.
Refine <pose> by applying the description provided: <caption>.

Table 2. Examples of instruction templates utilized during the instruction finetuning stage of UniPose training.

to modify the human pose from image A (the source im-
age) to match image B (the target image). The correspond-
ing pose annotations for images A and B are denoted as
poses A and B. The process for selecting image B is consis-
tent with the approach used in the ImageScript dataset. For
selecting image A, following PoseFix [13], we first calcu-
late the cosine similarity between the pose retrieval features
(Sec. B.2) of each pose B and all other poses in the PoseEst
datasets. The top 100 poses with the highest similarity are
shortlisted as candidates for pose A. To ensure diversity, we
leverage posecode information [14] to verify that each pose
pair exhibits at least 10 distinct low-level pose properties.

The pose difference descriptions are generated using
the automatic annotation pipeline from PoseFix, producing
three captions for each sampled pose pair. Similar to Image-
Script, we use GPT-4 to refine these captions, transform-
ing the automatically generated annotations into concise,
easy-to-read descriptions. The query prompt and annota-
tion workflow are detailed in Fig. 1 and Fig. 3 respectively.

Dataset statistics. The dataset generated using PoseFix’s
automatic pipeline is referred to as ImageDiff-A, while the

GPT-4-refined version is named ImageDiff-R. Images B
are initially sampled from Human3.6M (15k), MPI-INF-
3DHP (25k), COCO (5k), and MPII (5k) datasets, follow-
ing the same setup as ImageScript-A. Images A are sub-
sequently selected from the corresponding dataset follow-
ing the method mentioned above. The human pose differ-
ence descriptions for each image pair are then generated
via the automatic pipeline to construct ImageDiff-A. For
ImageDiff-R, 6,250 examples are uniformly sampled from
ImageDiff-A to form the training set, and 2000 image pairs
are sampled from the 3DPW dataset for the test set. Fi-
nally, GPT-4 is employed to refine the text descriptions in
ImageDiff-R.

A.3. Training Data Details

We employ specific tasks and datasets for each training
stage of UniPose, as summarized in Tab. 1. In details:

• Pose-Text Alignment Pretraining Stage. We incorpo-
rate four pose-text-related tasks: two pose comprehension
tasks (Pose-to-Text and Pose-Diff), one pose generation
task (Text-to-Pose), and the Pose-Edit task. Drawing in-
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Configuration
Pose-Text Align

Pretraining
Visual Projector

Pretraining
Instruction
Finetuning

Batch Size 24 8 8
Learning Rate 1.5e-4 5e-5 5e-5

Epochs 6 2 2
Image Res 336 × 336 / 256 × 256
Patch Size 14 × 14 / 16 × 16

Warmup Epochs 0.03
LR Schedule Cosine

Optimizer AdamW

Table 3. Training hyperparameters of UniPose. Image Res de-
notes the input image resolution of CLIP-ViT and Pose-ViT, and
the same as Patch Size.

spiration from the success of PoseScript [14] and PoseFix
[13] in leveraging automatic captioning pipelines to scale
datasets, we use PoseScript-A and PoseFix-A, both rich
in automatically generated captions, as the training set.
This extensive data effectively facilitates the alignment of
pose and text modalities.

• Visual Projector Pretraining Stage. We include three
image-related tasks: two pose comprehension tasks
(Image-to-Text and Image-Diff), and one pose generation
task (Image-to-Pose), using ImageScript-A, ImageDiff-
A, and the PoseEst datasets for training.

• Instruction Fine-tuning Stage. In this stage, the model
is trained across all tasks to ensure it understands and
generates text aligned with human expression. The train-
ing process uses the PoseEst dataset, human-annotated
datasets such as PoseScript-H and PoseFix-H, and GPT-
refined datasets like ImageScript-R and ImageDiff-R. Ad-
ditionally, we design task-specific instruction templates to
enhance UniPose’s instruction-following capabilities, de-
tailed in Tab. 2.

B. Implementation details
B.1. Pose Tokenizer

We provide a detailed explanation of the training objec-
tives for the pose tokenizer. The pose tokenizer is trained
using reconstruction loss Lr, embedding loss Le, and com-
mitment loss Lc. To further improve the generated pose
quality, we utilize vertices and position regularization in the
reconstruction loss, as follows:

Lvq = Lr + Le + Lc, where,

Lr = λ1 ∥p̂− p∥2 + λ2 ∥v̂ − v∥2 + λ3

∥∥∥ĵ − j
∥∥∥
2
,

Le = ∥sg [z]− ẑ∥22 , Lc = ∥z − sg [ẑ]∥22 ,

(7)

where v and j denotes the ground truth SMPL mesh ver-
tices and joints positions derived from p, v̂ and ĵ denotes
the predicted vertices and positions derived from p̂, sg[·] is

the stop gradient operator, and λ1, λ2 and λ3 are the weight-
ing factors.
Training Configurations. For the training of Pose Tok-
enizer, we use AdamW as the optimizer with a batch size
of 256 and an initial learning rate of 2e-4. The model is
trained for 240 epochs and the weighting factors λ1, λ2 and
λ3 are set to 20, 100, 100 respectively. We set the codebook
size to 2048, representing each 3D pose with 80 discrete
tokens. Following TokenHMR [15], we augment random
joints with noise starting at 0.01, progressively increasing
after every 5K iterations. To further enhance robustness to
global orientation variations, we introduce random pertur-
bations of -45 to 45 degrees in the z-direction and -20 to
20 degrees in the x and y directions. The effect of global
orientation noise is analyzed in Sec. C.

B.2. Retrieval Model

To compute the Pose-Text retrieval metric, a retrieval
model is required to rank a large collection of poses based
on their relevance to a given textual query, and vice versa.
Pose-Text Retrieval Model consists of a pose encoder and
a text encoder. For pose feature extraction, we directly em-
ploy the pose encoder from the pose tokenizer and add 1D
Conv for dimensionality reduction. For the text encoder, we
use a bidirectional GRU [12] with one layer for text feature
extraction, with word embeddings and the text tokenizer de-
rived from a pretrained DistilBERT [55] model. Both pose
and text are encoded into 512-dimensional feature vectors.
Following PoseScript [14], we adopt the Batch-Based Clas-
sification (BBC) loss as the training objective:

LBBC = − 1

B

B∑
i=1

log
exp(γ(xi, yi))∑
j exp(γδ(xi, yj))

(8)

where γ is a learnable temperature parameter, δ is the cosine
similarity function, and (xi, yi) denotes pose-text pairs.
Pose Pair-Text Retrieval Model is designed for retrieving
pose pairs and text in the Pose/Image-Diff task. Its architec-
ture is similar to the pose-text retrieval model, with the key
difference being that the pose encoder processes each pose
in the pair separately. The extracted features are concate-
nated along the channel dimension and passed through mul-
tiple 1D Conv layers for dimensionality reduction. Both the
pose encoder and text encoder generate 512-dimensional
feature vectors, utilizing the same training objective as the
Pose-Text retrieval model.
Training Configurations. Following PoseScript and Pose-
Fix, the retrieval models are first pretrained on automati-
cally generated captions (PoseScript-A and PoseFix-A) and
then fine-tuned on human-written captions (PoseScript-H
and PoseFix-H). The retrieval models are trained for 120
epochs across the pretraining and fine-tuning stages. We use
the Adam optimizer, with a batch size of 512 for pretrain-
ing and 32 for fine-tuning. The learning rate is set to 2e-4,
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Method RP2T ↑ RT2P ↑ mRecall
Top-1 Top-5 Top-10 Top-1 Top-5 Top-10

Pose-Text Retrieval

PoseScript 22.3 50.1 62.9 22.1 51.4 63.1 45.3
UniPose 31.3 60.1 73.0 31.4 62.5 73.8 55.5

Pose Pair-Text Retrieval

PoseFix 13.9 33.2 45.2 14.1 30.1 42.5 30.0
UniPose 15.7 34.0 44.7 15.2 34.0 44.6 31.3

Table 4. The retrieval results on the PoseScript [14] and PoseFix [13] datasets. We report Top 1 / 5 / 10 RP2T and RT2P , along with
the mean recall (mRecall), which is the average of all retrieval recall values.

AMASS ↓ MOYO ↓

MPJPE PA-MPJPE MPJPE PA-MPJPE

w/o. Noise 6.7 3.8 32.6 11.7
w/. Noise 6.2 3.7 23.1 11.3

Table 5. Ablation on global orientation noise for the Pose Tok-
enizer.

and the learnable temperature parameter γ is initialized to
10. In the main text, all experiments use our proposed re-
trieval model, except for Text-to-Pose task, which utilizes
the retrieval model from PoseScript [14].

B.3. UniPose

The detailed training hyperparameter settings for Uni-
Pose are provided in Tab. 3. In the Pose-Text Alignment
Pretraining stage, UniPose is trained for 6 epochs with a
batch size of 24 and a learning rate of 1.5e-4. For the Visual
Projector Pretraining and Instruction Fine-tuning stages, the
model is trained for 2 epochs with a batch size of 8 and a
learning rate of 5e-5, respectively. Each stage includes a
warm-up period of 0.03 epochs. We adopt the cosine learn-
ing rate schedule and use the AdamW optimizer. UniPose
incorporates two vision encoders: CLIP-ViT and Pose-ViT,
with the input image resolutions and patch sizes of 336 / 14
and 256 / 16 respectively. The output feature map of the
Pose-ViT is resized using bilinear interpolation to ensure
the visual token count aligns with that of the CLIP-ViT.

C. Additional Experiments
C.1. Retrieval Model

Tab. 4 shows the retrieval results on the PoseScript and
PoseFix test sets. All methods are pretrained on automatic
captions (PoseScript-A and PoseFix-A) and fine-tuned on
human-written captions (PoseScript-H and PoseFix-H). Our
Pose-Text retrieval model significantly outperforms Pos-
eScript across all metrics, improving retrieval performance
by over 10%. For Pose Pair-Text retrieval, our model also

TokenHMR UniPoseChatPose

Figure 4. Qualitative comparison on pose estimation task. We
compare multi-modal LLMs (ChatPose [18]) and traditional HMR
methods (TokenHMR [15]) with our UniPose on LSP [32] dataset.
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The leftmost person in the picture. The
person is wearing white vest and gray skirt.
Take a look at the image <image> and
return the SMPL pose parameters for the
figure shown.

On the image's right side, this person is visible. The person
is wearing a light blue t-shirt and blue jeans. In the image
<image>, please analyze the SMPL pose of the person you
see.

On the image's right side, this person is visible. The person
is wearing a light blue t-shirt and blue jeans. The left arm is
forward, forming an L-shape, while the right arm is lower
and bent, with hands wide apart. In the image <image>,
please analyze the SMPL pose of the person you see.

This person appears on the left-hand side.
Wears deep blue jeans and black jacket. In
the image <image>, please analyze the
SMPL pose of the person you see.

Visible to the right in the frame. The person is wearing a
blue sweater over a white shirt and dark jeans. Take a look at
the image <image> and return the SMPL pose parameters
for the figure shown.

Text Prompt & Source Image Target Person ChatPose UniPose

Figure 5. Qualitative comparison on reasoning-based pose es-
timation task. We evaluate the model’s reasoning capabilities in
multi-person images.

achieves superior performance. The results demonstrate the
effectiveness of our approach in aligning the pose represen-
tations with textual descriptions.

C.2. Pose Tokenizer

Tab. 5 illustrates the impact of global orientation noise
on the Pose Tokenizer. All methods are trained on the
standard training sets of AMASS [47] and MOYO [59],
and evaluated on the AMASS test set and MOYO valida-
tion set. The results demonstrate that introducing random
noise to global orientation enhances tokenizer robustness,
particularly on the MOYO dataset, where MPJPE improves
by 9.5. A stronger tokenizer benefits UniPose in handling
various pose-related tasks. Therefore, we select the noise-
augmented version as the final tokenizer.

D. Qualitative Evaluation
We present the qualitative results of UniPose on pose

estimation tasks. In Fig. 4, we provide visualizations of
UniPose’s performance on traditional pose estimation tasks,
comparing it with both the traditional method TokenHMR
[15] and MLLM-based method ChatPose [18]. The results
show that our approach more accurately estimates human
poses, even in scenarios with complex limb articulations.

In Fig. 5, we demonstrate UniPose’s performance on
reasoning-based pose estimation tasks. For this, we select
8000 multi-person images from the PoseEst dataset and fol-
low the annotation approach of ChatPose, leveraging GPT-
4 [1] to label each individual’s behavior, clothes, and pose.

Fine-tuning UniPose on this dataset resulted in impressive
reasoning capabilities, highlighting the model’s adaptability
and generalization to new data.

E. Limitation
In pose estimation task, the performance of MLLMs-

based models still lags behind specialized methods. We
argue that these limitations may stem from the constraints
imposed by the frozen visual encoder. Future research will
focus on developing techniques that enable large language
models to more effectively integrate pose-relevant visual
features from diverse visual encoders, thereby enhancing
their ability to handle complex pose estimation tasks.
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