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1LIX, École Polytechnique, IPP Paris, 2Adobe Research, 3University College London (UCL)
∗ Work done at Adobe Research

https://ganfusion.github.io/

Abstract

We train a feed-forward text-to-3D diffusion generator
for human characters using only single-view 2D data for su-
pervision. Existing 3D generative models cannot yet match
the fidelity of image and/or video generative models. State-
of-the-art 3D generators are either trained with explicit 3D
supervision and are thus limited by the volume and diver-
sity of existing 3D data. Meanwhile, generators that can be
trained with only 2D data as supervision typically produce
coarser results, cannot be text-conditioned, and/or must re-
vert to test-time optimization. We observe that GAN- and
diffusion-based generators have complementary qualities:
GANs can be trained efficiently with 2D supervision to pro-
duce high-quality 3D objects but are hard to condition on
text. In contrast, denoising diffusion models can be condi-
tioned efficiently but tend to be hard to train with only 2D
supervision. We introduce GANFusion that starts by gen-
erating unconditional triplane features for 3D data using
a GAN architecture trained with only single-view 2D data.
We then generate random samples from the GAN, caption
them, and train a text-conditioned diffusion model that di-
rectly learns to sample from the space of good triplane fea-
tures that can be decoded into 3D objects. We evaluate the
proposed method in the context of text-conditioned full-body
human generation and show improvements over possible al-
ternatives.

1. Introduction

Text-to-image diffusion models that operate in pixel [24]
or latent spaces [59] are still relatively recent developments,
but the underlying architectures have been studied exten-
sively, resulting in multiple commercial systems across the
industry that have given rise to new creative workflows.

A similar success story is yet to be repeated for 3D data.
Diffusion-based methods are known to require significant
amounts of training data in order to produce high-quality

generative results. Unfortunately obtaining such amounts
of data in 3D is still challenging. Thus relatively few such
methods have been developed with explicit 3D supervision
(e.g. [17, 39, 67, 73] among others).

An attractive alternative is to train 3D generative mod-
els with easier-to-obtain 2D data. In this context, one pos-
sibility is to use 2D images as a supervisory signal for a
3D generative model [3]. Unfortunately, methods that use
this approach tend to generate 3D models with lower qual-
ity and/or diversity. A different option is to produce high-
quality 3D output by distilling pretrained 2D image diffu-
sion priors [57]. However, such methods require costly op-
timization, e.g., using Score Distillation Sampling, at infer-
ence time, making them slow and difficult to scale. On the
other hand, GAN-based methods have shown to be possible
to train with only 2D data for supervision, and capable of
producing high-quality 3D results efficiently [16]. Unfortu-
nately, conditioning GANs, e.g., on text is far from straight-
forward since they can be unstable during training, and lack
the convenient formalism of score-based (diffusion) gen-
erative models, which enable conditioning via classifier or
classifier-free guidance [25].

We present GANFusion as the first method that success-
fully trains a feed-forward text-to-3D diffusion-generator
using only single-view 2D data for supervision. We achieve
this by combining the power of unconditional GAN-based
generation to enable learning from only 2D data with the
power of diffusion models to enable text conditioning.
Specifically, we first utilize a GAN to learn a category-
specific latent space in the form of triplane features [9],
along with the corresponding triplane decoder. This stage
requires only single-view 2D supervision. We then dis-
till the extracted GAN latent space into a text-conditioned
diffusion model by using the unconditional GAN to gen-
erate triplane samples, generating corresponding text cap-
tions, and training a text-to-triplane diffusion model on
this dataset. Crucially, our method is feed-forward, in
that it completely avoids test-time optimization, e.g., with
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Figure 1. We propose GANFusion, a text-guided feed-forward 3D generator that is trained with only single-view image supervision.
Unlike previous methods such as AG3D [16] which do not enable text conditioning, GANFusion can be conditioned on text while still
achieving high generation quality compared to other text conditioned generators such as RenderDiffusion [3]. We note that GANFusion,
unlike SDS-based optimization methods that use image diffusion priors [57], does not require any test-time optimization.

Score Distillation Sampling, and instead generates results
via learned denoising diffusion in the latent (triplane) space.
Overall, GANFusion combines the strengths of GANs for
efficient training and sample generation with the learned
diffusion model, enabling principled and effective condi-
tioning.

We evaluate GANFusion in the context of generating 3D
human models. We leverage the power of text-to-image
foundational models [59] to create a diverse and large-scale
synthetic 2D dataset to demonstrate our method. Specifi-
cally, we render pose and depth condition images from a
deformable human template model [45] and map these to
realistic and high-quality images conditioned on procedu-
rally generated text prompts via a pre-trained text-to-image
model. This enables to create a high-quality dataset that
is much larger compared to those commonly used in prior
work [16, 26]. We compare our approach to possible base-
lines that can operate with only 2D data for training but
leave out methods requiring access to 3D object meshes.
We also evaluate our method for generating real-world faces
and cats using the FFHQ and AFHQ dataset [9], as well
as generating realistic 3D people using the DeepFashion
dataset [44], and demonstrate its compatibility with two
GAN architectures, AG3D [16] and EG3D [9].

We are unaware of any other generative method that sup-
ports feed-forward text-conditioned 3D generation and can
be trained with only 2D data. Fig. 1 shows results obtained
using our approach compared to the most closely related
baselines. Our method is the only one that can generate high
quality text-guided 3D models, while avoiding test-time op-
timization or explicit 3D supervision.

In summary, our key contributions are as follows:
1. We highlight the complementary strengths of GANs

and denoising diffusion models for 3D generation. The
former can be trained effectively with 2D supervision,
while the latter allows guided generative modeling in
the space of learned features.

2. We propose a novel framework that combines the
aforementioned complementary strengths to present a
text-guided diffusion-based 3D generator, trained us-
ing only single view 2D supervision.

3. We demonstrate that the resulting approach produces
high-quality output and avoids costly test-time opti-
mization, outperforming strong recent baselines.

2. Related Work
3D generation with 3D data Following the success of 2D
generation models in high quality image generation [34,59],
there have been various attempts to learn 3D generation
models. A wide variety of methods have been proposed
using 3D data as supervision. Different generator architec-
tures such as GANs [40, 70], normalizing flows [72], and
more recently diffusion models [63,73] have been extended
to the 3D domain. Unlike images that are universally rep-
resented as 2D pixel arrays, 3D data can be represented in
various forms. Hence, 3D generators have also explored
different options such as point clouds [1, 5], voxels [68],
implicit representations [55], and radiance fields [4, 17].
While promising, these methods have been limited because
the amount of 3D data is orders of magnitude less than the
image counterparts (despite recent datasets such as Obja-
verse [14]).

3D generation with 2D data To tackle the 3D data
scarcity problem, a parallel line of work focuses on lever-
aging 2D data for 3D generation. In this context, 3D-aware
GANs [8,15] have been in particular effective where a GAN
is used to generate an implicit representation [18,23,51,62,
69] including a NeRF [21], a volumetric field [50], or a tri-
plane [9]. These representations are rendered from differ-
ent viewpoints for which an image-based discriminator is
used for adversarial supervision. Our method leverages the
power of such unconditional generators in the first stage.
However, we demonstrate that it is not trivial to add text



conditioning to such methods and hence we resort to diffu-
sion models in the second stage. More recently, there have
been efforts to train 3D diffusion models using 2D images
only. HoloDiffusion [33] creates feature grids from input
videos which are then used to generate different multi-view
images via a diffusion model. The follow up work, Holo-
Fusion [32], extends this setup with a superresolution mod-
ule. RenderDiffusion [3] generates a triplane representa-
tion from a single image using reconstruction losses. While
promising, such diffusion based 3D generators trained on
2D data only have not reached the quality of their GAN
counterparts. Hence, our method leverages a 3D-aware
GAN to generate 3D samples for training a text-conditioned
diffusion based generator.

Text-to-3D generation Breakthrough advances such as
CLIP [58] have proposed ways to obtain common la-
tent spaces between text and image modalities, enabling
text-guided generation and editing applications. Several
works [19] have utilized loss functions in the CLIP em-
bedding space directly for text-guided 3D generation and
editing. The seminal work of DreamFusion [57] distills
a text-to-image model to generate 3D objects using Score
Distillation Sampling (SDS), with follow-ups improving
quality [10, 41] and optimization efficiency [46]. Other
work [20] also leverages a GAN to obtain a latent triplane
representation, but requires test-time optimization for text
conditioning. Despite the advances, these approaches still
require a per-prompt optimization step, which can be costly
thus limiting their efficiency and scalability. Another line
of work [27, 42, 43] generate multi-view images that can be
reconstructed into 3D objects without optimization, by fine-
tuning text-to-image models. However, fine-tuning requires
synthetic 3D data that introduces bias and reduces the gen-
erality of these methods.

Human-specific 3D generation In the context of hu-
mans, statistical template models such as SMPL [45] can
be considered as early examples of 3D generators, which
are learned from collections of human scans with mini-
mal/tight clothing. For with clothing, Cape [47] trains a
graph CNN architecture from scans of clothed humans.
With the increasing effectiveness of implicit representa-
tions, follow up work has presented neural implicit gen-
erators [11, 53, 54]. More recently, in an impressive ef-
fort, Rodin [67] has presented a diffusion-based architec-
ture to generate text-conditioned humans. The above mod-
els, however, require access to 3D human data, and un-
fortunately, existing datasets [6, 12] are limited in quantity
and diversity. Hence, methods like Get3DHuman [71] pro-
pose using pseudo ground truth labels obtained from sin-
gle image human reconstruction methods to overcome the
data challenge. In another line of work, researchers [16,65]
have trained 3D aware GANs specifically on human image

datasets. While showing impressive results, these methods
are not straightforward to extend to accept new guidance
or conditioning, e.g., via text prompts, due to the known
stability issues in GAN training. Hence, our method takes
a different route and utilizes the knowledge captured in
such a GAN framework, i.e., AG3D [16], to train a text-
conditioned diffusion model. Finally, there has been a series
of efforts [28, 30] that extend the SDS based optimization
approaches to avatar generation. Such methods utilize a de-
formable template body such as SMPL [35] or GHUM [36]
to regularize the optimization process. More recently, ap-
proaches that also exploit additional conditioning strate-
gies for the base image generation model, such as Control-
Net [7, 74], have been proposed. Our method also takes ad-
vantage of a ControlNet architecture to generate a large set
of human images. However, we use these images to train
a feed forward generation model instead. In a concurrent
effort, DiffusionGAN3D [37] performs domain adaption of
a 3D aware GAN (e.g., EG3D [9]) using SDS loss and en-
ables text conditioning by searching for a latent code in the
latent space at test time. In contrast, our method directly
uses the GAN latent space to train a text-guided diffusion
model and avoids any test time optimization.

3D generation in a learned latent space Finally, we note
that our approach is related to existing methods that first
pre-train a latent representation for 3D data and then train
diffusion models in this learned space, e.g., [13, 17, 22, 49,
52,63,73]. However, these approaches are based on an auto-
encoding strategy and build the latent space using explicit
3D or multi-view supervision. Instead, we only use unor-
ganized single view 2D data without camera poses for su-
pervision. This is a significantly harder problem as it lacks
explicit 3D supervision, but at the same time allows us to
greatly enlarge the training corpus. Overall we demonstrate
that our approach leads to an efficient feed-forward text-
guided 3D generative model that does not require any 3D
training data.

3. Motivation and Overview
Our approach is motivated by several considerations.

First, as mentioned above, our key objective is to design
a method capable of generating text-conditioned 3D geom-
etry, while using only 2D images for supervision. Further-
more, we aim to avoid costly test-time optimization, e.g.,
via Score Distillation Sampling, and instead perform syn-
thesis through standard denoising diffusion at inference. A
key question when applying denoising diffusion is decid-
ing in which space diffusion is performed. This question is
especially prominent in a setup like ours since our supervi-
sory signal (2D images) differs from the target output (3D
geometry), while denoising diffusion is typically performed
in some fixed space.
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Figure 2. Method Overview. We train a feed-forward text-to-3D diffusion model in two stages. First, we train an unconditional GAN-
based 3D object generator like AG3D [16] with a single-view image dataset. 3D objects are represented as triplanes and rendered with
a renderer followed by an upsampler. We generate a large set of triplanes and caption them using BLIP [38]. The resulting (triplane,
caption) dataset is then used to train a text-to-3D diffusion model, effectively distilling the GAN generator into a diffusion model, while
also allowing for text conditioning. Triplanes generated by the text-to-3D model are rendered using the renderer and upsampler trained in
the first stage.

One general possibility is to train an image-based en-
coder to produce latent features, from which 3D geometry
can be generated while performing denoising diffusion in
this latent space. Perhaps the most natural option would be
to train the entire network end-to-end, with both the feature
encoder-decoder as well as the latent denoising networks
using, e.g., a rendering-based loss. This option was recently
explored in RenderDiffusion [3] where a denoising network
learns to simultaneously denoise input images, encode tri-
plane features that are used to generate 3D geometry, and
decode triplane features for rendering. Unfortunately, as we
demonstrate in Sec. 5, we observe that such an approach has
limited accuracy, which we attribute to three key reasons:
(i) training both denoising diffusion and triplane encoding
tends to be error-prone, given the very significant degrees
of freedom; (ii) due to the mismatch in the input (images)
and output (triplane features), the UNet architecture cannot
exploit skip-connections, forcing the denoising network to
operate purely on the bottleneck representation, thus signif-
icantly limiting the quality of the output; and finally, (iii) in-
put and rendered viewpoints need to match, making it pos-
sible for this approach to overfit to the input viewpoints and
produce triplanes that are lower quality when rendered from
other viewpoints.

To overcome these challenges, we combine the strengths
of two major approaches. First, following [16] we use a
GAN to train a latent triplane-based representation using
single view 2D images as supervision, but from which 3D
geometry can be generated. Importantly, training a GAN
does not require the input and output to be in the same
space. Moreover, it also does not assume access to render-
ing viewpoints, which it could potentially overfit to, making
it well-adapted for our scenario.

On the other hand, conditioning GANs with text is

known to be challenging, owing in part to the lack of in-
terpretation via score matching enjoyed by diffusion mod-
els, which enables, e.g., classifier-free guidance [25]. Thus,
after training the GAN as a triplane generator, we train a
separate diffusion model operating on a set of generated tri-
planes.

This two-stage training with a GAN and a diffusion
model allows text conditioning and leads to high-quality re-
sults. In the following sections, we provide the details of
our method and compare it to strong recent baselines.

4. Method

As mentioned above, our goal is to train a feed-forward
generator for 3D objects using single-view 2D images I =
{I1, . . . , IN} as supervision, with I ∈ R3×H×W . We de-
fine 3D objects as neural fields that encode densities and
colors, and use triplanes [9, 56] as representation for these
fields. This representation is described in Sec. 4.1.

To reach our objective, we proceed in two training stages
(see Fig. 2): First, we train a GAN as an unconditional
generator for triplane representations of 3D objects, using
the 2D image dataset I as supervision. Previous work has
shown that class-specific GANs can be trained successfully
to generate 3D objects with only 2D supervision [9, 16].
We use the architecture proposed in AG3D [16] for this
step. This unconditional generator produces high-quality
3D objects, but we found it hard to introduce text condi-
tioning into a GAN architecture, due to the inherently un-
stable training process. This observation is supported by the
absence of text-conditioned GANs in recent literature, with
the exception of a few carefully tuned 2D GANs [31,60,75].
Using the trained GAN, we then create a large dataset of 3D
objects and caption them using BLIP [38]. See Sec. 4.2 for



details on the first stage.
In the second stage, we train a text-conditioned diffusion

model on the dataset generated in the first stage, using an
architecture based on StableDiffusion [59]. We remove the
encoder, as our 3D objects have already been encoded into
triplanes by the GAN, and carefully normalize the triplanes.
We found that training the diffusion model with 3D objects
encoded via triplane features, as supervision, rather than us-
ing 2D supervision as in RenderDiffusion [3], is essential
to obtain high-quality outputs. We show a comparison to
a RenderDiffusion-based setup in Sec. 5. We describe the
details of the second stage in Sec. 4.3.

4.1. 3D Object Representation

We define 3D objects as neural fields s, consisting of
an RGB color field representing the albedo, and a pseudo
Signed Distance Function (SDF) representing the geometry
of the 3D object. The neural field can be queried at a po-
sition x ∈ R3 to give a pseudo-SDF value d and an albedo
color c at that position: (d, c) = s(x).

We use a triplane representation [9, 56], consisting of 3
orthogonal 2D feature grids Txy,Txz,Tyz , one for each
coordinate plane, with T∗∗ ∈ Rn×h×w. The three feature
grids can conveniently be concatenated into a single multi-
channel image T ∈ R3n×h×w. A feature T(x) ∈ R3n for a
given query point x is obtained by projecting x to each coor-
dinate plane, querying the corresponding feature grid with
bilinear interpolation, and concatenating the three resulting
feature vectors. This feature is converted to a pseudo-SDF
and color value using an MLP hϕ with parameters ϕ as de-
coder:

(d, c) = s(x) := hϕ(T(x)). (1)

3D object rendering We use a volumetric renderer
based on previous work [9, 16, 48]. Samples are placed
along each camera ray using a two-pass strategy: stratified
sampling followed by importance sampling. Samples along
a ray v are then accumulated as:

cv =
∑
i

cvi a
v
i

∏
j<i

(1− avj ), (2)

with avi = 1− exp(−σv
i δ

v
i ),

σv
i = sigmoid(dvi ),

(dvi , c
v
i ) = hϕ(T(xv

i )).

The sample locations xv
i along ray v are indexed from the

camera outwards. At each sample location, σv
i are com-

puted from the pseudo-SDF values dvi using a sigmoid func-
tion, and δri is the local spacing between samples along the
ray. For convenience, we also define a rendering function r
that outputs a rendered RGB image given a triplane T and
camera parameters C:

rϕ(T,C) = [cv]v∈VC
, (3)

where VC is the set of rays for camera C and the square
brackets denote concatenation and reshaping into an image
rϕ(T,C) ∈ R3×H×W . Note that the rendering function
depends on the learned parameters ϕ of the decoder hϕ.

4.2. Training an Unconditional GAN for 3D Objects

Given a latent vector sampled from the standard normal
distribution z ∼ N (0,1), the unconditional GAN gθ cre-
ates a triplane representation of a 3D object: T = gθ(z).

Architecture We use an architecture based on
AG3D [16]. It consists of a generator gθ, a renderer
rϕ, an upsampler uρ, and a discriminator qψ . The generator
and discriminator are based on StyleGAN2 [34] and the
upsampler on EG3D [9].

Rendering To render a triplane T, we use the renderer
rϕ(T,C). As high-resolution renders have prohibitive time
and memory requirements, we render in low resolution
(1282) and use the upsampler uρ to get higher-resolution
renders (2562). The upsampler uses two inputs in addition
to a low-resolution color render: i) a low-resolution render
of triplane features, providing additional information about
local details of the 3D object, and ii) a style vector w from
the StyleGAN-based generator, providing global informa-
tion about the entire 3D object:

Ihi = uρ
(
rϕ(T,C), r(T,C), w

)
, (4)

where Ihi is the high-resolution image. Triplane features
r(T,C) are rendered by replacing the color values c in
Eq. (2) and Eq. (3) with sampled triplane features T(x).
The style w is an intermediate result of the generator gθ, a
non-linear transformation of the latent vector z.

Training The generator, renderer, upsampler, and dis-
criminator are trained jointly with the standard adversarial
loss described in StyleGAN2 [34], using single-view 2D
training from I as real images and upsampled renders Ihi

from the generated objects as fake images. Random view-
points are used for the camera parameters C.

As demonstrated, e.g., in [16,23] GANs can be trained as
3D generators without 3D or multi-view supervision. The
adversarial loss does not require ground truth for any spe-
cific render, and instead only requires the distribution of
renders in IR to match the distribution of images in I. This
allows generating objects unconditionally at training time
and rendering them from arbitrary viewpoints, even if we
do not have ground truth for these specific objects or view-
points.

4.3. Text-to-3D Diffusion Model for 3D Objects

We use the GAN generator gθ to create a dataset of tri-
planes T and caption them using BLIP [38]. Details are



described in Sec. 5. We then use this dataset of (caption,
triplane) pairs to train a text-conditioned diffusion model as
our feed-forward text-to-3D generator, effectively distilling
the unconditional distribution learned by the GAN into a
text-conditioned version of the distribution.

Triplane pre-processing Before training on our dataset
of triplanes, we normalize the triplanes by subtracting a per-
channel mean and dividing by a per-channel standard devi-
ation. Both mean and standard deviation are computed over
the full dataset of triplanes. Additionally, we remove out-
lier values by scaling triplanes with a factor of 1/16 and
clamping to [−1, 1].

Training and Architecture For each training sample,
we randomly pick a triplane T0 and a corresponding cap-
tion Y from the dataset. We then add noise to a triplane
according to a noise schedule αt:

Tt =
√
αt T

0 +
√
1− αt ϵ with ϵ ∼ N (0,1), (5)

The noise schedule αt determines the amount of noise
added to the triplane given a time step t. We use a Sigmoid
noise schedule [29], which has shown good performance
on high-resolution images. For each training sample, we
randomly pick the time step t with uniform probability in
[0, T ]. Given the noisy image, we train a denoiser network
kχ with parameters χ to predict the denoised image using
an L2 loss:

Ldiff = ∥kχ(Tt, Y, t)−T0∥22. (6)

In addition to the noisy triplane, the denoiser takes as input
the text prompt Y and the current time step t. We randomly
replace Y with empty text with 20% probability to allow
for unconditional generation when Y is empty; this is re-
quired to support classifier-free guidance at inference time.
The denoiser kχ is implemented as a UNet with the same
architecture as in StableDiffusion [59].

Inference Given a triplane sampled from a pure noise dis-
tribution TT ∼ N (0,1) and a text caption Y , we predict a
denoised triplane T0 with multiple denoising iterations us-
ing the denoiser kχ. In each iteration, the denoiser outputs
a prediction of the denoised image T̂t := kχ(T

t, Y, t). We
use this prediction in a deterministic DDIM sampler [64]:

Tt−1 =
√
αt−1 T̂

t +
√

1− αt−1 ϵ̂
t, (7)

where ϵ̂t is the predicted noise:

ϵ̂t := (Tt −
√
αt T̂

t) /
√
1− αt, (8)

and αt is the noise schedule. We additionally use classifier-
free guidance [25] with a guidance scale of 7.5 to better
align generated triplanes with text prompts.

Rendering At inference time, we render triplanes using
the renderer rϕ and upsampler uρ that was trained by the
GAN. While the upsampler uρ requires the style vector w
as input, which is not available in this setting, we found that
the upsampler is not sensitive to this input. We pass a vector
of all-ones, giving us similar upsampling quality.

5. Results
Single-view image dataset. To obtain a sufficiently

large training set of 2D images that we can use both for
our method and for baselines, we create the dataset of
synthetic images with StableDiffusion 1.5, conditioned on
depth maps, pose maps, and prompts. To obtain depth and
pose maps, we take the 3D human body model SMPL [45]
in A-pose and render a depth map as well as a 2D pose map
from a viewpoint sampled around the 3D body. In practice,
we use a fixed distance of 2.34 to the origin, a fixed eleva-
tion of 40 degrees, and randomly sample an azimuth. To
obtain the prompts, we use a procedural approach that is
aimed to describe the appearance of a person. In particular,
we generate prompts that include a gender keyword, types
of upper and lower-body clothing, and their corresponding
colors. We select these clothing types and colors from a
predefined set, which consists of 28 upper-body clothing
types, 12 lower-body clothing types, 11 footwear types, and
23 colors. Given such a prompt and the depth/pose map
renderings, we generate the corresponding RGB image re-
sulting in a dataset of 300k images in total. A few examples
are shown in Fig. 5. While Stable Diffusion generates a
plausible image, we observe that it cannot perfectly follow
the text prompt. For example, the generated image might
depict a different clothing type or color than instructed in
the prompt. While we do not need text prompts matching
the images for our method, the baselines we compare to do
require matching prompts. Hence, in a second pass, we re-
fine the captions of the generated images using the same
BLIP-based [38] captioning we use to caption the gener-
ated triplanes (described below). We emphasize that these
prompts are not used in the first stage of training of our
method. Finally, we also generate an additional set of 1k
(prompt, image) pairs that we use for evaluations using the
described procedural technique.

Triplane dataset. To train the diffusion model in the
second stage of our method, we use the GAN generator gθ
trained in stage 1 to create 49.5k triplanes. We render these
triplanes from random viewpoints following the same view-
point distribution as used in the 2D dataset and caption them
using BLIP-based captioning.

BLIP-based captioning. We create captions from im-
ages of persons using a visual question-answering approach
based on BLIP [38]. We define a set of questions regarding
the gender and clothing of a person (for example, “What is
the person wearing on their feet?”) and also define a set of



“a full-body 
photo of a 
woman 
wearing a 
green jacket, 
yellow pant, 
black boots”

“a full-body 
photo of a 
woman 
wearing a 
green 
sweater, blue 
pant, brown 
boots”

“a photo of a 
person 
wearing a 
green jacket, 
green pant, 
yellow 
sandals”

“a full-body 
photo of a 
woman 
wearing a 
blue jacket, 
yellow pant, 
white 
sneakers”

AG3D AG3DC+text AG3DC+textPrompt GANFusionRenderDiff. AG3DPrompt GANFusionRenderDiff.

“a photo of a 
man wearing 
a yellow 
sweater, black 
pant”

“a photo of a 
person 
wearing a red 
sweater, blue 
jean, pink 
socks”

“a full-body 
photo of a 
person 
wearing a 
blue jacket, 
gray pant, 
black boots”

“a photo of a 
person 
wearing a 
gray sweater, 
red pant, 
black socks”

“a full-body 
photo of a 
person 
wearing a 
gray tank top, 
white short, 
black 
sneakers”

“a photo of a 
person 
wearing a 
blue sweater, 
pink short”

Figure 3. Qualitative comparison. We provide visual results from our method as well as the baselines. We provide random generations
from AG3D [16] which is unconditional. While random samples are of high quality, it is not straightforward to extend AG3D to enable
text conditioning even with the addition of CLIP based losses during training. RenderDiffusion [3] can follow the text prompts but lacks
in terms of quality. GANFusion matches the quality of AG3D while enabling text conditioning. For AG3D and our results, we visualize
the results with the 2D upsampler trained jointly with the 3D GAN generator in the first stage of our method.

possible answers for each question for BLIP to choose from
(for example, “sneakers”, ”loafers”, “boots”, etc.). BLIP
returns the best fitting answers for each of the questions,
which we use to construct the prompt by filling in blanks in
a template. Appendix A provides additional details.

Baselines. We compare our method to (i) AG3D [16],
which we adopt in the first part of our method. (ii) We
attempt to extend AG3D directly with additional text con-
ditioning (AG3D+text), using an approach based on cross-
attention layers following the implementation of Giga-
GAN [31]. However, due to GAN training instabilities, we
were unable to get a working version of this baseline. To
improve stability, we introduce (iii) a modified version of
AG3D+text, called AG3DC+text where we encourage ad-
herence to the text prompt by adding a CLIP loss between
the text prompt and the rendered generator output instead
of conditioning the discriminator with the prompt. (iv) We
compare to RenderDiffusion [3] where we train a diffusion
network to directly predict the triplane parameters. While
training this baseline, given an image from our dataset and
the corresponding text prompt, we add noise to it based on
a sampled diffusion timestep t and predict the final triplane
features directly conditioned on the prompt. We then ren-
der the triplane from the corresponding viewpoint and de-
fine an L1-based reconstruction loss. In this baseline, the
triplane decoder is jointly trained with the diffusion model.
We train all the baselines on the same dataset as our method.
To perform a more fair evaluation of the triplane generation
quality, we show results both with and without the image
upsampler component of AG3D and our method. Note that

AG3D used a more realistic dataset, as reflected in their re-
sults, while we opt for a synthetic dataset to obtain more
diverse prompts that better demonstrate text conditioning.

Metrics. We use two quantitative metrics. First, the
Frechet Inception Distance (FID) to measure the fidelity
of the generation results. Specifically, treating our gen-
erated image dataset as the real distribution, we use In-
ceptionV3 [66] to obtain features. Second, we use CLIP
similarity to measure the text alignment between the input
prompts and generations, computed as the cosine similarity
between the CLIP embeddings of text prompt and rendered
outputs. For both metrics, we render images from random
viewpoints, following the same viewpoint distribution used
in the 2D dataset.

Qualitative comparisons. We show a qualitative com-
parison to all baselines in Fig. 3 (except the unsuccess-
ful text-conditioned version of AG3D, which we show in
Fig. 10). We can see that AG3D produces high-quality re-
sults, but being an unconditional generator, it cannot ad-
here to the input prompts. The CLIP loss in AG3DC in-
troduces minimal prompt adherence but decreases quality
slightly. RenderDiffusion better follows the prompt but suf-
fers from low quality and view inconsistency resulting in
artifacts and missing parts when viewed from different di-
rections. As discussed in Sec. 3, we attribute the lack of
quality to the challenges RenderDiffusion faces when train-
ing a single denoiser network to jointly learn the tasks of
(i) triplane encoding from a 2D image, and (ii) denoising
the 2D image. Our method follows the prompt as closely
as RenderDiffusion, but with significantly improved qual-



“a photo of a 
man, with 
brown short 
hair, white 
face, brown 
eyes, smiling”

“a portrait 
photo of a 
woman, with 
brown short 
hair, white 
face, wearing 
glasses, 
smiling”

“a photo of a 
woman, with 
brown hair, 
white face, 
brown eyes, 
smiling”

“a photo of a 
person, with 
blonde long 
hair, white 
face, wearing 
glasses”

Figure 4. Qualitative results on the FFHQ dataset [9]. We replace AG3D [16] with EG3D [9] as the generator in our first stage to
effectively enable text-conditioning on real-world face data.

Unconditional Text Conditioned

AG3D (low) AG3D (high) AG3D+text AG3DC+text RenderDiff. GANFusion (low) GANFusion (high)

FID↓ 104.3 35.8 289.6 92.0 135.7 88.23 68.8
CLIP sim.↑ × × 0.174 0.240 0.263 0.296 0.293

Table 1. Quantitative comparisons. We compare our method to the unconditional generator AG3D [16], a version of AG3D where text
conditioning is added, and the RenderDiffusion [3] baseline. For the AG3D and our method, we evaluate the generation quality both with
(high) and without (low) the use of the upsampler. Our method achieves good generation quality while also enabling text conditioning.

ity, getting close to the quality of the unconditional AG3D.
As RenderDiffusion does not use an image upsampler, we
also compare the three methods without upsampling, which
are provided in Fig. 6. While this reduces the image detail
in both AG3D and our method, both still perform far better
than RenderDiffusion. Also, it can be seen that our distilla-
tion actually improves the FID compared to AG3D without
the upsampler, while, at the same time, enabling text condi-
tioning. We attribute this improvement to the fact our dis-
tillation helps to remove low-quality outliers from the dis-
tribution. In contrast, since we do not retrain the upsam-
pler it has less benefit after our distillation. In Appendix B,
we extend the qualitative comparisons, and include the text-
conditioned AG3D.

Results on FFHQ. We also tested our method on a real-
world human face dataset, FFHQ [9]. For the unconditional
GAN training, we adopted the EG3D architecture [9] in-
stead of AG3D. Qualitative results are provided in Fig. 4.
Our method successfully enables text conditioning, with a
quality similar to the original EG3D paper. This substitu-
ion of AG3D with EG3D demonstrates the versatility of
our method to use different 3D GAN architectures that are
trained with single-view data, as it is agnostic to the meth-
ods used in the initial training stage. Additionally, this sug-
gests that our method can handle both synthetic and real-
world data. In Appendix B, we provide additional results
on the AFHQ [9] dataset (real-world cat faces), as well as
the DeepFashion [44] dataset (realistic 3D human figures).

Quantitative comparisons. Tab. 1 provides a quan-
titative comparison of all baselines on our test set of 1k
images. We divide the table into unconditional methods
(AG3D with and without upsampling) and text-conditioned

methods. The results support our findings from the qualita-
tive results: AG3D with upsampler achieves the best qual-
ity (low FID), but is unconditional and has, therefore, no
prompt adherence compared to the text-conditioned meth-
ods. Naively adding text conditioning to AG3D results in
training instability, giving both low quality and prompt ad-
herence. Introducing a CLIP loss in AG3DC lowers the
quality and only introduces a minimal amount of prompt ad-
herence. RenderDiffusion has higher prompt adherence but
low quality, and our GANFusion can combine high quality
with high prompt adherence due to our two-stage training
strategy. Note that while the CLIP similarity is a cosine
similarity and this has a maximum of 1, we cannot reach
this maximum, even with perfect prompt adherence, as text
embeddings and image embeddings are separated in CLIP
space [2]. On the lower bound, we would also not expect the
CLIP similarity to drop to 0 without text conditioning, as all
images in the dataset show humans and thus have some ad-
herence to the prompt.

6. Conclusion, Limitations and Future Work

In this work, we presented a novel text-to-3D genera-
tive model, which combines the strengths of GANs and
Denoising Diffusion frameworks. Specifically, we demon-
strate that the latent features learned with an unconditional
GAN (EG3D or AG3D) using only 2D images as supervi-
sion can be exploited to train a text-guided denoising dif-
fusion model. The resulting method allows to generate 3D
geometry from text without test-time optimization by sim-
ply using standard diffusion in the learned triplane feature
space. Overall, ours is the first text-guided feed-forward 3D



generative model trained only with unstructured 2D data.
While our approach breaks new ground in efficient text-

guided 3D synthesis, it comes with several limitations.
First, any error in training the GAN will be inherited by
the denoising diffusion network, which assumes a fixed la-
tent space. Secondly, our current model works in a par-
ticular category, such as humans (or faces), and it would
therefore be interesting to consider a general-purpose text-
guided 3D generator, capable of producing geometry across
arbitrary classes or scenes. It will also be interesting to in-
vestigate other ways to condition the output, apart from text,
using, e.g., directly providing depth or specific appearance,
material or shape pose properties. Finally, exploring other
encodings, apart from the triplane features as done in our
work, and using pre-trained denoising diffusion networks,
will potentially help to bridge the gap in terms of quality of
output between the best image and 3D generative models.
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Supplementary Materials

In the following, we provide a detailed description of
the BLIP [38]-based captioning process. Additionally, we
include further qualitative examples and evaluate on addi-
tional datasets to illustrate the performance of our method
in comparison to other baselines.

Alongside this document, the project webpage presents a
qualitative comparison encompassing a broader set of ran-
domly selected results from our method and all baselines.
This webpage also includes videos for several examples.

A. Additional details for BLIP-based caption-
ing

We ask BLIP [38] the following questions:

• What is the gender of this person?

• What is this person wearing in top?

• What is the person wearing on their lower half?

• What color is this person wearing in top?

• What color is the clothing the person is wearing on
their lower half?

• Is the person barefoot?

• What is the person wearing on their feet?

• What is the color of the thing the person is wearing on
their feet?

and define a set of possible answers for each question:

• Gender: ’man’, ’woman’

• Color: ’Red’, ’Blue’, ’Green’, ’Yellow’, ’Purple’,
’Orange’, ’Black’, ’White’, ’Gray’, ’Pink’, ’Brown’,
’Gold’, ’Silver’, ’Beige’, ’Maroon’, ’Teal’, ’Olive’,
’Navy’, ’Coral’, ’Turquoise’, ’Indigo’, ’Khaki’

• Upper body clothing: ’T-shirt’, ’Polo shirt’,
’Dress shirt’, ’Tank top’, ’Crop top’, ’Blouse’,
’Sweater’, ’Hoodie’, ’Jacket’, ’Coat’, ’Blazer’, ’Vest’,
’Sweatshirt’, ’Pullover’, ’Cardigan’, ’Tunic’, ’dress’,
’Jumpsuit’, ’Romper’, ’Suit’, ’Pajamas’, ’Raincoats’,
’Windbreakers’, ’Parkas’, ’Puffer jackets’, ’Trench
coats’, ’Pea coats’, ’Duffle coats’

• Lower body clothing: ’Jean’, ’pant’, ’Sweat-
pant’, ’Legging’, ’Short’, ’Skirt’, ’Capri’, ’Chino’,
’Jogger’

• Footwear: ’Sneakers’, ’Loafers’, ’boots’, ’heels’,
’Flats’, ’Sandals’, ’Flip flops’, ’Espadrilles’, ’Ox-
fords’, ’Clogs’, ’socks’

We use the answers chosen by BLIP to fill in the following
prompt template:

[Prefix] [Gender] wearing a [Upper Body
Color] [Upper body clothing], [Lower
body color] [Lower body clothing],
[Footwear color] [Footwear].

[Prefix] is randomly chosen from either “a photo of a”
or “a full-body photo of a”, and [Gender] is selected ran-
domly between the response of BLIP and “person.” At test
time, we randomly drop some of the items in the prompt
template, such as the upper body color and clothing, or the
footwear color and clothing.

B. Additional Results
In this section, additional qualitative and quantitative re-

sults are provided.
In Fig. 4, we present qualitative results obtained by train-

ing our model on the FFHQ dataset [9]. We also evalu-
ate our model quantitatively by measuring the FID of the
generated samples and comparing our results to those of
EG3D [9]. Our model achieves an FID score of 49.4, com-
pared to 26.7 achieved by EG3D. While our FID score is
higher than that of EG3D, we emphasize that our model is
conditioned on text, a capability that EG3D does not pos-
sess. We attribute the increased FID to the automatic label-
ing process used in stage 2. Specifically, the VQA model
employed produces a limited set of labels, which restricts
the variety of faces learned by our model compared to the
full FFHQ dataset. This limitation could be addressed by
utilizing a more powerful labeling algorithm.

Beyond learning human faces, we also trained our model
to generate realistic cat faces from the AFHQ dataset [9] us-
ing the EG3D [9] backbone in stage 1, and realistic 3D hu-
man figures from the DeepFashion dataset [44] using the
AG3D [16] backbone in stage 1. Qualitative results for
these experiments are provided in Fig. 7 and Fig. 8, re-
spectively. These results demonstrate that our model gen-
erates high-quality, realistic images while closely following
the provided prompts. This highlights the adaptability of
our model to multiple domains and its ability to leverage
different backbones in stage 1.

Fig. 5 presents a selection of example images from the
single-view image dataset we created, alongside their orig-
inal captions and the refined captions, which were used to
train our network.

Since RenderDiffusion does not employ an image up-
sampler, we also compared the results of the three main
baselines without upsampling, as shown in Fig. 6. Although
omitting the upsampler reduces image detail in both AG3D



original prompt

refined prompt

“a photo of a man wearing
a green pea coats,
orange casual pant”

“a photo of a man wearing
a orange jacket, green
pant, black sneakers”

“a full-body photo of a 
person wearing a blue 
parkas, maroon legging, 
kitten heels”

“a full-body photo of a 
person wearing a red coat, 
blue pant, white sneakers”

“a full-body photo of a man 
wearing a red coat, black 
short, lavender ankle boots”

“a full-body photo of a man 
wearing a white sweater, 
blue jean, red boots”

“a full-body photo of a 
person wearing a maroon 
vest, blue jogger, purple 
block heels”

“a full-body photo of a 
person wearing a white tank 
top, maroon pant, white 
sneakers”

“a full-body photo of a man 
wearing a khaki sweater, 
lavender jean”

“a full-body photo of a man 
wearing a green sweater, 
white pant, white socks”

“a full-body photo of a 
woman wearing a gray 
hoodie, sweatpant, orange 
knee-high boots”

“a full-body photo of a 
woman wearing a gray 
sweatshirt, gray pant, black 
sneakers”

Figure 5. Dataset examples. We show a few images and corresponding prompts from our single-view image dataset. Prompts that were
initially used to generate the images are often not accurate, we refine them with our BLIP-based captioning approach.

“a photo of a man 
wearing a pink 
jacket, white pant, 
red sandals”

“a photo of a 
woman wearing a 
pink jacket, black 
pant, white 
sneakers”

“a full-body photo 
of a woman 
wearing a purple 
jacket, purple 
pant, pink 
sneakers”

“a full-body photo 
of a person 
wearing a green 
sweater, brown 
pant, black 
sneakers”

AG3D AG3DC+text AG3DC+textPrompt GANFusionRenderDiff. AG3DPrompt GANFusionRenderDiff.
“a full-body photo 
of a person 
wearing a yellow 
sweater, black 
pant, black 
sneakers”

“a full-body photo 
of a man wearing 
a red coat, black 
pant, red socks”

Figure 6. Qualitative comparison without upsampling. We provide visual results from our method as well as the baselines. We disable
the 2D upsampler for AG3D and our method and provide renderings of the triplane features directly for all methods.

and our method, both still significantly outperform Ren-
derDiffusion.

Fig. 9 showcases a qualitative comparison with all base-
lines, excluding the unsuccessful text-conditioned version
of AG3D, which is presented in Fig. 10. Due to training
instability, experiments involving text-conditioning consis-
tently led to mode collapse or other forms of training in-
stabilities. The figure illustrates a case of severe mode col-
lapse.

In Fig. 11 (top row and bottom left), we showcase images
produced by our method using identical prompts but differ-
ent seeds, demonstrating the generation of diverse samples
for the same prompt.

Furthermore, our primary objective is to demonstrate the
feasibility of our approach using varied prompts that dif-
fer in properties such as colors and clothing items, rather
than presenting a production-ready model. Generalizing
to arbitrary prompts would require large-scale training on
datasets like LAION [61], which is outside the scope of this
study. Nonetheless, our model exhibits some generaliza-
tion to out-of-distribution (OOD) prompts, facilitated by the

pre-trained CLIP encoder. For instance, in Fig. 11 (bottom
right), our model correctly handles new colors like laven-
der, which are absent from the training dataset, and supports
some degree of grammatical rearrangement in sentences.



“a photo of a 
orange cat, 
striped pattern, 
medium fur, 
green oval 
eyes, pointed 
ears”

“a photo of a 
brown cat”

“a photo of a 
white cat, 
striped pattern, 
medium fur”

“a photo of a 
black cat, 
striped 
pattern, 
medium fur, 
yellow oval 
eyes”

Figure 7. Qualitative results on the AFHQ dataset [9]. We replace AG3D [16] with EG3D [9] as the generator in our first stage to
effectively enable text-conditioning on real-world cat data.

a full-body photo of a 
woman wearing a 
orange tank top, black 
jean, white sneakers

a full-body photo 
of a woman 
wearing a blue 
sweater, white 
jean, white socks

a full-body photo of 
a person wearing a 
pink tank top, blue 
skirt, white sneakers

a full-body photo of a 
man wearing a white 
sweater, white jean, 
white socks

Figure 8. Qualitative results on the DeepFashion dataset [44]. We use AG3D [16] as the generator in our first stage to effectively enable
text-conditioning on realistic 3D human figures.



“a full-body 
photo of a 
woman 
wearing a 
green 
sweater, blue 
pant, brown 
boots”

“a photo of a 
person 
wearing a 
green jacket, 
green pant, 
yellow 
sandals”

“a full-body 
photo of a 
woman 
wearing a 
blue jacket, 
yellow pant, 
white 
sneakers”

AG3D AG3DC+text AG3DC+textPrompt GANFusionRenderDiff. AG3DPrompt GANFusionRenderDiff.

“a photo of a 
person 
wearing a 
gray sweater, 
red pant, 
black socks”

“a full-body 
photo of a 
person 
wearing a 
gray tank top, 
white short, 
black 
sneakers”

“a photo of a 
person 
wearing a 
blue sweater, 
pink short”

Figure 9. Qualitative comparison. We provide visual results from our method as well as the baselines.

AG3D + textPrompt

“a photo of a 
person wearing a 
red sweater, blue 
jean, pink socks”

AG3D + textPrompt

“a full-body 
photo of a 
person wearing a 
blue jacket, gray 
pant, black 
boots”

AG3D + textPrompt

“a photo of a 
person wearing a 
gray sweater, red 
pant, black 
socks”

AG3D + textPrompt

“a full-body 
photo of a 
person wearing a 
gray tank top, 
white short, 
black sneakers”

Figure 10. Text-conditional AG3D. We attempt to add text conditioning to AG3D [16] by providing text embeddings as additional input
both to the generator and the discriminator. However, we find that the training is not stable and does not converge.

“a full-body 
photo of a 
woman 
wearing a 
green jacket, 
yellow pant, 
black boots”

“a photo of 
a person 
wearing a 
blue 
sweater, 
pink short”

“a full-body 
photo of a 
woman wearing 
a purple jacket, 
purple pant, 
pink sneakers”

“a full-body 
photo of a 
person with a 
lavender 
sweater”

“a photo of a 
green jacket, 
green pant, 
yellow sandals, 
worn by a 
person”

Figure 11. Top & Bottom left: Diverse generations produced by our model using the same prompt but different seeds. Bottom right:
Images showcasing our model’s ability to generalize to some out-of-distribution prompts not encountered during training.
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