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Figure 1. Generated chirpy 3D birds composed of diverse parts. Our Chirpy3D learns a part latent space from raw 2D images and can
generate high-quality creative 3D birds by exploring the part latent space. (Top) Existing species. (Bottom) Novel species.

Abstract

In this paper, we push the boundaries of fine-grained 3D
generation into truly creative territory. Current methods
either lack intricate details or simply mimic existing ob-
jects – we enable both. By lifting 2D fine-grained under-
standing into 3D through multi-view diffusion and model-
ing part latents as continuous distributions, we unlock the
ability to generate entirely new, yet plausible parts through
interpolation and sampling. A self-supervised feature con-
sistency loss further ensures stable generation of these un-
seen parts. The result is the first system capable of creat-
ing novel 3D objects with species-specific details that tran-
scend existing examples. While we demonstrate our ap-
proach on birds, the underlying framework extends beyond
things that can chirp! Code will be released at https:
//github.com/kamwoh/chirpy3d.

1. Introduction

This paper tackles the problem of fine-grained creative 3D
asset generation. We differ significantly from prior art on
what we call “fine-grained”, and the extent of being “cre-
ative”. Current methods [24, 52] either generate coarse 3D
assets that lack intricate details, or are less creative, merely
mimicking existing objects [2, 19, 66]. Instead, we push
both boundaries simultaneously – maintaining intricate de-
tails while enabling true creativity in generating entirely
new objects. For the first time, the result is the ability to
create novel birds in 3D that do not exist in the real world,
as shown in Fig. 1 (feel free to name them!).

A stark gap exists between the maturity of fine-grained
understanding in 2D and 3D domains. While 2D meth-
ods [1, 39] routinely handle intricate species-specific de-
tails, e.g., differentiating subtle variations between warbler
species, 3D generation remains largely confined to recon-
figuring rigid objects like chairs and tables [20, 29, 61]. We
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therefore make it our first objective to narrow this gap by
lifting fine-grained objects from 2D to 3D, demonstrating
the first successful generation of species-specific 3D birds
as shown in Fig. 1.

Beyond lifting fine-grained objects into 3D, we enable
unprecedented creative control through part-level manipu-
lation. While recent advances in 2D generation focus on
swapping or recombining existing parts [39], we enable cre-
ativity at the part level itself – generating entirely new, yet
plausible parts through interpolation that maintains intricate
details crucial for fine-grained domains. This dual innova-
tion in both fine-grained detail and creative capability en-
ables the generation of truly novel 3D objects that are both
intricate and unprecedented.

Our key technical contribution is conceptually straight-
forward yet practically significant: we lift 2D fine-grained
understanding into 3D space through multi-view diffu-
sion. We discover that fine-tuning MVDream [52] with 2D
fine-grained images alone preserves its multi-view consis-
tency prior, enabling direct NeRF [37] optimization through
Score Distillation Sampling (SDS) loss [44]. To further
condition part-level creative control, we optimize the model
with multiple objectives: diffusion loss and attention loss
for part-wise disentanglement. For efficient training, we in-
corporate LoRA layers [21] into cross-attention layers of
the U-Net of MVdream.

Extending the extent of being creative poses significantly
more technical challenges. Our first key innovation is learn-
ing a part latent space, modeled as a Gaussian distribu-
tion, capturing continuous variance among training species
rather than being limited to discrete choices like prior work
(e.g., PartCraft [39]). This enables both interpolation be-
tween species to create hybrids and random sampling to
generate entirely new species. Our second innovation tack-
les the fundamental challenge of generating “unseen” parts
through a novel self-supervised approach. Our key insight
is that pre-trained diffusion models have an implicit abil-
ity to reason about correspondence between two images
due to the weak supervision of the natural language dur-
ing pre-training [25, 30, 56, 62, 67, 68]. We therefore intro-
duce a self-supervised loss enforcing cross-attention feature
map similarity during denoising which explicitly enforces
the correspondence of unseen parts. We find this loss re-
duces visual artifacts during denoising. Last but not least,
while we demonstrate our approach primarily through bird
generation – a challenging fine-grained domain with rich
part variations – the technical innovations we introduce are
domain-agnostic and applicable to any fine-grained genera-
tion task.

Our contributions are two-fold: (i) We present the first
method to lift fine-grained objects from 2D to 3D while
maintaining intricate details, achieved through fine-tuning
MVDream with 2D images while preserving multi-view

consistency; (ii) We introduce a novel framework for cre-
ative 3D generation through two key technical innovations:
modeling part latents as continuous distributions to en-
able interpolation and sampling of new parts, and a self-
supervised feature consistency loss that ensures stable gen-
eration of unseen parts. Extensive experiments demonstrate
our method’s ability to generate high-quality 3D objects
with unprecedented fine-grained details and creative free-
dom.

2. Related work
Fine-Grained Generation. Research in fine-grained image
generation often centers on 2D domains for recognition [5,
10, 38, 59, 69] and object generation [6, 9, 32, 33, 54, 64].
In contrast, 3D modeling has mostly focused on simpler
categories (e.g., chairs, cars) [14, 16, 17, 23, 42, 53, 65].
Fine-grained objects, such as birds and dogs, present chal-
lenges due to their intricate texture details, and acquiring
them as 3D data is often costly. Our work addresses this gap
by lifting 2D fine-grained categories to 3D, leveraging MV-
Dream’s multi-view consistency and SDS loss to achieve
high-quality 3D outputs from 2D image data.
Diffusion Models for Novel View Synthesis. 2D dif-
fusion models face challenges in maintaining consistent
views across perspectives, known as the “Janus problem.”
Methods [24, 52] such as MVDream generate multi-views
given a text prompt, while Zero123 and related works
[28, 34, 35, 51, 60, 63] infer new views from single im-
ages. Our model adopts MVDream’s text-to-multi-view ap-
proach to generate compositional objects with embedded
part knowledge, using SDS loss [44] to create coherent 3D
models without explicit 3D ground truth.
Part-Aware Object Generation. Part-aware generation
methods differ for 2D and 3D outputs. In 2D, Break-A-
Scene [1] and PartCraft [39] rely on attention-based losses
and token compositions for part-aware synthesis. In 3D,
generation is often limited to categories with explicit 3D
part annotations, such as ShapeNet [4, 20, 29, 42, 61]. Our
approach circumvents the need for annotated 3D data by
using MVDream’s multi-view priors to achieve part-aware
generation in a continuous latent space, allowing flexible
interpolation and sampling to generate new objects with
multi-views.
Novel Object Creation. Creativity in machine learning en-
compasses diverse methods, with GANs [12, 15, 40, 50] and
VAEs [7, 8] combining components for novel object gen-
eration. Concept Decomposition [57], which recombines
fine-grained elements with diffusion models, and Concept-
Lab [48] and TP2O [31], which mix concepts or embed-
dings to discover new ideas. Our method establishes a part-
specific latent space within each category, enabling novel
object generation by sampling fine-grained parts for cre-
ative and diverse outputs.
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Figure 2. Overall architecture of our Chirpy3D. (Top) During training, we fine-tune a text-to-multi-view diffusion model (e.g., MVDream)
with only 2D images of birds. We aim to learn the underlying part information by modeling a continuous part-aware latent space. This
is achieved by learning a set of species embeddings e, project them into part latents l through learnable f , decode into word embeddings
t through learnable g and insert into text prompt. We train the diffusion model with diffusion loss (Eq. 5) and multiple loss objectives –
Lreg (Eq. 2) to model part latents as Gaussian distribution, Lattn (Eq. 6) for part disentanglement, and our proposed Lcl (Eq. 4) to enhance
visual coherency. f and g are trainable modules. For efficient training, we added LoRA layers into cross-attention layers of the U-Net.
(Bottom) During inference, we can first preview multi-view images by selecting desired part latents as condition before turning them into
3D representations (e.g., NeRF) through SDS loss LSDS.

3. Methodology
To achieve fine-grained 3D generation, we aim to bridge
the gap between the detailed understanding achieved in 2D
domains and the current limitations in 3D asset creation.
By leveraging the multi-view consistency of a pre-trained
multi-view diffusion model – MVDream, this allows us to
effectively lift fine-grained 2D images into the 3D space,
setting the stage for both detailed and creative 3D object
generation.

Our solution is to design a continuous part-aware la-
tent space that enables flexible, generative, and interpola-
tive representation of object parts. By leveraging this la-
tent space, our Chirpy3D empowers users to create novel
objects interpolating between and combining unseen part
compositions, vastly expanding generative creativity. In the
following section, we outline our approach to constructing
this latent space, ensuring visual coherency in unseen part
generation, and optimizing the model for diverse applica-
tions in 3D object synthesis.

3.1. Continuous Part-Aware Latent Space

To enable generative creativity and to unearth “unseen”
parts, we build a continuous part-aware latent space that
models each object as a composition of interchangeable
parts, unlike conventional methods [39] which encode ob-
ject parts as discrete tokens – limiting generative variation
within parts.

Given a collection of images within a broad cate-
gory (e.g., birds), containing C fine-grained subcategories
representing individual species (e.g., CUB-200-2011 [58]
dataset), our first step is to fine-tune a multi-view diffusion
model (i.e., MVDream [52]) to generate these birds with
part-control and within a multi-view context.

Specifically, each species c in the dataset is represented
by learnable species-level embeddings {ec ∈ RDe}Cc=1,
capturing its unique characteristics. For each image xc

in the dataset, which belongs to a species c, we divide it
into M distinct parts and obtain its part segmentation maps
{Sm}Mm=1 through unsupervised part discovery [39]. Each
part is treated as an independent generative unit and is repre-
sented by a word embedding tcm ∈ RDt . To generate these
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Figure 3. As we do not have images of unseen part latents, we use
real natural images as our proxy. We extract cross-attention fea-
ture maps F of two noised latents, then minimize the discrepancy
between the two feature maps. This will encourage the model to
compute similar feature maps for any given part latents, which in-
directly stabilizes the denoising process for unseen latents.

part-specific embeddings, we project the species-level em-
bedding ec through a learnable function f , obtaining part-
specific latent vectors {lcm ∈ RDl}Mm=1, and De ≫ Dl. D∗
denote the dimension of the vector where ∗ ∈ {e, t, l}.

By a learnable decoder g, these part latents are further
mapped into textual embeddings tcm that condition the dif-
fusion model to focus on each part:

lc1, ..., l
c
M = f(ec), tc1, ..., t

c
M = g([lcm,PEm]), (1)

where PEm ∈ RDl is a learnable positional embedding to
distinguish between parts, [·, ·] means a concatenation op-
eration, f is a simple one layer MLP and g is a two-layer
MLP.

Further, we assume the prior distribution of the part la-
tent l to be a zero-mean multivariate-Gaussian with a spher-
ical covariance σ2I. Therefore, we apply a regularization
loss on the part latents to stabilize the generative space, en-
suring a smooth interpolation between parts:

Lreg =
1

σ2
Ec,m

[
∥l∥2

]
. (2)

In practice, we set σ2 = 1 to simplify the loss.
Remark. Instead of learning individual part latent sepa-
rately, we use an encoder f to project a species embedding
into its part latents, in this way the part latents are entangled
with the species embedding, so that they know the roles of
each other. We find that this enables faster and more stable
training empirically.

3.2. Visual Coherency for Novel Generation

Novel parts are generated by sampling from latent space of
l. To generate an unseen part m, we sample its latent via:

l̃m ∼ N (µm,σ2
m), (3)

where µm = 1
C

∑
lcm and σ2

m = 1
C

∑
(lcm − µm)2. The

sampled latent l̃m is then input to g to produce a textual em-
bedding t̃m. However, without direct image supervision for
these novel concepts t̃m, the fine-tuned MVDream tends to
generate unnatural or distorted images during part latents
sampling. We hypothesize that this occurs because the dif-
fusion model has not encountered these specific latents dur-
ing training, making it challenging to guide the denoising
process accurately.

To address this, we expose the model to those sampled
latents during training. When provided with a textual em-
bedding tm, the U-Net in a diffusion model generates sim-
ilar feature maps regardless of sampled noise [30, 62, 67].
This is because it was already trained using different sam-
pled noises on tm to denoise, implicitly aligning the feature
maps to be similar.

We implement this by extracting cross-attention feature
maps F from multiple layers, which directly influence im-
age content. We introduce a feature consistency loss Lcl,
that minimizes the L2-distance between feature maps at dif-
ferent noise levels:

Lcl = Et,ϵ,L

∑
i,j

∥Fϵi − Fϵj∥2
 . (4)

Here, i, j represent different random noises at the same
timestep t, and L represents various layers in the U-Net.
See Figure 3 for illustration.

Incorporating this self-supervised regularization during
training enhances the feature consistency of generated out-
puts across noise levels and viewpoints, which is crucial for
achieving coherent representations of unseen concepts.

3.3. Optimization

To enforce part-wise disentanglement during generation, we
adopt entropy-based attention loss proposed in [39]. This
loss directs tcm to its corresponding spatial location in cross-
attention maps during the fine-tuning of MVDream. Our
objectives are defined as follows:

Ldiff = Ex,y,t,ϵ

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ(zt;y, t)∥22

]
, (5)

Lattn = Ez,t,m

[
− Sm log Âm

]
, (6)

where Âm,i,j =
Ām,i,j∑M
k=1 Āk,i,j

, Ām =
1

L

L∑
l

Al,m,

where Ldiff is the diffusion loss, with zt as the noised latent
representation of x at timestep t and y as the text prompt,
structured as “a tc1,...,tcM bird”. Lattn is the cross-entropy
loss between normalized cross-attention map of part m and
its binary segmentation mask Sm predicted using the part
segmentation module from [39]. Here, Al,m denotes the
cross-attention map selected from layer-l indicating corre-
lation between part m and noisy latent zt. Ām represents
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(a) (c)(b)

Figure 4. (a) Seen part selection generation. Unseen part synthesis
via (b) novel sampling and (c) interpolation.

the averaged attention map for part m across L selected lay-
ers, while Âm,i,j is the normalized cross-attention map for
part m across M parts.

To reduce overfitting while fine-tuning MVDream on 2D
images, we incorporate LoRA [21] layers into the cross-
attention layers, adjusting only these additional parameters
to efficient fine-tuning. The final loss function is:

L = Ldiff + λattnLattn + λclLcl + λregLreg, (7)

where λattn = 0.01, λcl = 0.001, and λreg = 0.0001.

3.4. Inference and Interpolation of Novel Parts

Part-aware Multi-view Image Generation With
Chirpy3D, users have access to flexible approaches
for generating objects, leading to potentially endless
possibilities through their own choices. We offer three
primary methods for creating unique hybrids: (i) Seen part
selection generation selects existing parts to create new
instances with text prompt such as “a t∗1, ..., t∗M bird”,
where parts from different species ∗. (ii) Unseen part
synthesis via novel sampling achieves new hybrids in the
latent space with text prompt such as “a t̃1, ..., t̃M bird”,
where sampling is done through Eq. 3. (iii) Unseen part
synthesis via interpolation achieves new hybrids through
interpolation where a unique hybrid is created by blending
part latents from different species:

t̃m = g([a · lc1m + (1− a) · lc2m ,PEm]) (8)

where t̃m is the decoded textual embedding of interpolated
part latents, and a is the interpolation scale between species
c1 and species c2. See Figure 4 for illustration.
3D Generation With Multi-view Score Distillation Our
method, Chirpy3D, enables 3D object generation through
SDS loss [44]1, allowing for: (i) generation of 3D objects
for a species, (ii) new 3D hybrids from seen parts, (iii)
synthesis of 3D objects with unseen parts. Unlike general
text-to-3d generation, where terms like “bird” encompass
diverse forms, each token in Chirpy3D is fine-grained, pro-
ducing highly similar objects for various noise inputs. (see
generated images in Figure 11(b)). As a result, we can apply
SDS with a lower guidance scale to prevent oversaturation

1We refer readers to the original paper for more details.

(see Figure 10), making this method effective across both
NeRF [37, 44] and 3DGS [26, 55] representations.

4. Experiment
Datasets. We run experiments on a fine-grained bird
dataset: CUB-200-2011 [58] which contains 5,994 training
images and 5,997 testing images, we use only training im-
ages as our training set. There are 200 species in the dataset
and approximate 30 images per species.
Implementation. We add LoRA [21] into cross-attention
layers in MVDream and optimize LoRA parameters with
single-view images only. Attention loss is applied on cross
attention maps with sizes of 8×8 and 16×16. We train the
model for 100 epochs, on a batch size of 4 and a learning
rate of 0.0001, on a single RTX 2080ti GPU. For 3D ob-
ject generation, we use threestudio [18] as our framework
and a single RTX 3090 GPU. In our setup, De = 768,
Dl = 42, Dt = 1024, f is a simple one-layer MLP and
g is a two-layer MLP. Number of parts M = 5 following
PartCraft [39] (we exclude learning background part/token
as we hope to maintain the grey background in multi-view
generation). Part segmentation maps are obtained using the
detector provided in PartCraft3.
Baselines. We compare three models: (a) Textual Inver-
sion, an adaptation of [13], learns a set of part textual em-
beddings (i.e., C × M learnable word embeddings where
each embedding tcm ∈ RDt ). (b) PartCraft, which in-
corporates a non-linear projector to further enhance word
embeddings from (a). (c) Chirpy3D (ours), which mod-
els the part distribution within a latent space and generates
textual embeddings through a decoder. For a fair compar-
ison, all models are built on MVDream with rank-4 LoRA
layers [21], using attention loss Lattn (Eq. 6) for part dis-
entanglement.

4.1. Multi-view Subject Generation

It is important to determine whether a diffusion model has
learned to generate the subject accurately. Hence, we eval-
uate how well it can generate the multi-view images by
calculating the average pairwise cosine similarity between
the CLIP [47]/DINO [3] embeddings of generated multi-
view images (treating them as 4 different images) and real
species-specific images, following the approach in [49].
Figure 5 shows that PartCraft and our Chirpy3D effectively
reconstruct the subject, while textual inversion cannot re-
construct well. The subject fidelity metrics in Table 1 show
that PartCraft and Chirpy3D are comparable in terms of
subject fidelity, establishing a fair comparison for the next
experiment. We also test FID and FIDCLIP between training
and generated images, finding that our Chirpy3D outper-
forms PartCraft by around 4% in terms of FIDCLIP.

2We also ablated with Dl = 16, 32, 64 in supplementary material.
3https://github.com/kamwoh/partcraft
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(a) Textual Inversion (b) PartCraft (c) Chirpy3D (Ours)

Figure 5. Subject generation of 2 different species -blue jay, white pelican.

Method DINO ↑ CLIP ↑ FID ↓ FIDCLIP ↓
Textual Inversion 0.357 0.594 43.86 30.89
PartCraft 0.365 0.597 43.25 28.98
Chirpy3D (Ours) 0.380 0.619 43.41 27.84

Table 1. Subject fidelity metrics.

Method EMR ↑ CoSim ↑
Textual Inversion 0.210 0.691
PartCraft 0.291 0.722
Chirpy3D (Ours) 0.295 0.724

Table 2. Part composition metrics.

Part Composition. To evaluate the model’s ability to dis-
entangle and combine parts, we conduct part composition
by replacing one part in a target image with the corre-
sponding part from a source image. Table 2 presents a
quantitative comparison based on two metrics proposed by
[39]: Exact Matching Rate (EMR) and cosine similarity
score (CoSim). Visual comparisons are shown in Figure 6.
Among the methods, Textual Inversion shows the weakest
performance, while PartCraft and our Chirpy3D perform
comparably. Unlike Textual Inversion which learns directly
within the textual embedding space, both PartCraft and our
Chirpy3D use a shared projector to map part representations
into textual embeddings. This enhancement highlights the
importance of incorporating interactions between multiple
parts for improved part disentanglement and optimization.
Linear Interpolation. Interpolation can be highly useful
for editing. We explore the latent space by interpolating la-
tent codes to generate each object progressively from left to
right, as shown in Figure 7. Our observations are as follows:
(i) textual inversion performs poorly in this setting. Since
each learned word embedding is independent, interpolating
between embeddings creates an unknown embedding, re-
sulting in unnatural and glitchy images. (ii) PartCraft can
handle interpolation without glitches, likely due to the em-
bedding projector which may have learned a robust mani-
fold of word embeddings. However, it displays an abrupt
switching effect, where a sudden, significant change occurs
at a certain interpolation step. (iii) Chirpy3D is able to faith-
fully generate a smooth and meaningful transition from one
object to another, greatly benefiting from regularization loss

Method H ↑ eH ↑
Textual Inversion 4.93 138.2
PartCraft 4.07 58.6
Chirpy3D (Ours) 4.81 123.2

Table 3. Entropy H and the effective number of classes eH of
top-5 retrieved classes using generated images from random part
latents. Higher values indicate greater diversity.

Chirpy3D (Ours) With Lcl Without Lcl

Preference ↑ 82.5% 17.5%

Table 4. User study to verify effectiveness of Lcl.

Lreg , promoting smoothness.

Random Sampling. To assess creativity of competitors, we
sample from the part latent space, compose them to generate
new objects, then compute entropy H , and effective num-
ber of classes eH , to compare generations against training
samples to measure diversity and class distribution. Both
of which capture how broadly or narrowly generated ob-
jects resemble classes within the training set. We start by
extracting feature embedding of each generated multi-view
image with DINO [3], then performing a retrieval task to
search similar training images for each view. We retrieve
the top-5 species and calculate the frequency of each re-
trieved species. Next, we compute the entropy of these fre-
quencies to quantify the diversity across the classes, where
higher entropy indicates broader diversity. The effective
number of classes can be simply calculated through eH ,
which reflects the diversity, in terms of “how many classes
would appear if they were uniformly represented”.

As shown in Table 3, our Chirpy3D model achieves
a higher effective class count than PartCraft, indicating
greater diversity in generating novel species. Although Tex-
tual Inversion shows higher entropy, we attribute this to its
lower-quality samples, as seen in Table 1. Qualitative re-
sults in Figures 8 and 9 support these findings: Textual In-
version often produces artifacts, PartCraft displays limited
class diversity (primarily brownish birds), while Chirpy3D
generates well-clustered DINO features and a significantly
broader range of diverse outputs.
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Figure 6. Visual comparison of part composition. A,B,C,D,E, F represent cardinal, wilson warbler, least auklet, california gull, horned
lark, and song sparrow respectively. Red circles indicate changed parts. All generated (including sources & targets) by the same seed.

(a) Textual Inversion

(b) PartCraft

(c) Chirpy3D (Ours)

Figure 7. Linear interpolation of all part latents between two different species – blue jay and cardinal. Only one view is shown. Our
Chirpy3D achieves much smoother interpolation, unlike PartCraft exhibits an abrupt switch phenomenon after a certain step (red box).

(a) Textual Inversion (b) PartCraft (c) Chirpy3D (Ours)

Figure 8. t-SNE embeddings of DINO features of generated im-
ages. Blue represents images of subject reconstruction; Orange
represents images of novel generation.

4.2. 3D Generation with Multi-view SDS

We show NeRF4 generation of subject generation, novel
generation (by random sampling) and part composition in
Figure 10. Note that all generations are optimized with
a standard guidance scale (i.e., 7.5). Due to low guid-

4see supplementary material for 3DGS-based generation and image-to-
3D methods [63].

ance scale, PartCraft and Textual Inversion couldn’t opti-
mize high-quality 3D objects for novel generation and part
composition (e.g., smooth texture and small generation)5.
Our Chirpy3D with Lcl can obtain a much higher quality
3D object compared to without it, proving the importance
of improving the visual coherency.

4.3. Further Analysis

Effect of Lcl. It is worth noting that we do not have any
training examples for unseen random samples, making it
challenging for the model learn how to generate unseen
samples given unseen embeddings. Figure 11 shows the
comparison between our model with our proposed self-
supervised regularization loss Lcl, our model without it,
and PartCraft. We observe that Lcl greatly enhances the
visual coherency of different generation. Additionally, at-

5Higher guidance scale can yield a better 3D objects (e.g., larger out-
puts), but may introduce oversaturation effects.
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(a) Textual Inversion (b) PartCraft (c) Chirpy3D (Ours)

Figure 9. Generated images with random sampled latents/embeddings. Textual Inversion often produces images with artifacts due to
the direct interpolation of word embeddings. PartCraft can generate images with fewer artifacts but lacks consistency. In contrast, our
Chirpy3D generates novel images with greater diversity.
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Figure 10. NeRF rendering of learned 3D objects.

tributes generated by PartCraft lack consistency across dif-
ferent seeds (e.g., the wings patterns vary). We also con-
ducted user study to verify that Lcl improves visual co-
herency, we generate 100 images (different seeds) of 10
existing species and 10 random samplings for models with-
/without Lcl, asking 20 users to vote their preference. In
Table 4, 82.5% prefer images generated by the model with
Lcl. This verifies that it indeed improves visual coherency.

5. Discussion and Conclusion
In this paper, we introduce Chirpy3D, a framework for fine-
grained 3D generation that lifts 2D understanding into 3D
through multi-view diffusion, modeling part latents as con-

(a) Ours without Lcl (b) Ours with Lcl

Figure 11. All images are generated with the same camera pose
but with different seeds on unseen latent. (a) Without our feature
consistency loss Lcl, the generated images lack consistency (e.g.,
less artifact, and inconsistent visual feature) compared to (b).

Figure 12. A hybrid (middle) between siberian husky (left) and
papillon (right), trained with Stanford Dogs [27].

tinuous distributions and regularizing feature consistency to
stabilize the generation of unseen parts. This approach en-
ables the creation of novel 3D objects with unprecedented
fine-grained details and creative freedom. While we demon-
strate on birds, this approach can also apply to other ob-
jects6 such as dogs (see Figure 12). However, the model’s
generalizability is currently limited by constraints in the
base model, particularly in controlling lighting and object
poses. Another limitation is that the learned part latent
codes are not fully disentangled as each code comprises
both structural and texture information. Future work could
focus on both to further broaden Chirpy3D’s versatility in
generative 3D modeling.

6See more at supplementary material.
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A. Implementation Details

We conducted training on a single GeForce RTX 2080ti
GPU with a batch size of 4 over 100 epochs, taking around
8GB VRAM. AdamW [36] optimizer was employed with
a constant learning rate of 0.0001 and weight decay of
0.01. Only random horizontal flip augmentation is used.
256×256 image resolution is applied, following the trained
resolution in MVDream [52].

We adopted the LoRA design [21] from diffusers
library7, in which the low-rank adapters were added to the
QKV and out components of all cross-attention modules.
Regarding the attention loss Lattn (see Eq. 6), we selected
cross-attention maps with a feature map size of 8 × 8 and
16× 16 (given input resolution of 256× 256).

For 3D generation, we run with a single RTX 3090.
The SDS loss LSDS we used is MVDream’s [52] x0-
reconstruction loss with a CFG rescale of 0.3. This imple-
mentation is from MVDream-threestudio 8.

B. 3D Generation

B.1. NeRF recipe

For NeRF-based 3D generation, we use threestudio
[18] as our framework and MVDream-threestudio as
a plugin. We implemented a custom prompt processor to
handle the input prompt, as we replace the word embed-
dings using Eq. 1. After tokenization and before passing
the word embeddings, we substitute the placeholder’s word
embedding with our computed word embedding, t. An ex-
ample prompt with placeholders is formatted as “a [part1]
... [partM ] bird.”

We use all default settings, except for setting the number
of samples per ray to 256 to prevent out-of-memory errors
and disabling background color augmentation.

The guidance scale is set to 7.5 by default. Different
timesteps affect the SDS optimization process [22]. Lower
timesteps (less noise) emphasize detailed textures, while
higher timesteps (more noise) focus on coarse structure.
During SDS loss optimization, the timestep is randomly
sampled within a specified minimum and maximum range.

We set the minimum timestep range to decay from 0.98
to 0.02 over 3,000 steps and the maximum timestep range
to decay from 0.98 to 0.3 over 8,000 steps. We observe that
bird structures begin forming around 1,000 steps. There-
fore, we quickly decay the minimum timesteps to 0.02 to
allow the model to focus on texture details during the early
stages of training.

7https://github.com/huggingface/diffusers/blob/
main/examples/text_to_image/train_text_to_image_
lora.py

8https : / / github . com / bytedance / MVDream -
threestudio

B.2. 3DGS recipe

For 3DGS-based generation, we use DreamGaussian’s [55]
official implementation, with the training strategy used in
NeRF recipe.
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Figure 13. Optimization-based 3D generation with NeRF or
3DGS.

Figure 13 shows that our Chirpy3D can be used in both
NeRF and 3DGS-based 3D generation.

B.3. InstantMesh

InstantMesh OutputZero123Plus OutputInput Image

Figure 14. Image-to-3D using front view and side view of gener-
ated object.

We also present additional results in Figure 14, where
generated images are processed through InstantMesh [63] to
directly obtain 3D objects. While it provides fast inference,
it occasionally produces incorrect conversions as it relies
on Zero123Plus [51] to predict six views. This limitation
arises because Zero123Plus may not have encountered the
specific object (or similar objects) during training, leading
to inaccurate view predictions. Fine-tuning an image-to-
multi-view model typically requires 3D ground-truth data,
which is why we focus on text-to-multi-view generation for
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(a) Mixing chow with golden retriever, pomeranian with pug.

(b) Hamster-cat, Hamster-horse, Elephant-horse

Figure 15. (a) Dog generation. (b) Animal generation.

fine-grained 3D generation. However, with the 3D objects
obtained through our method, it may be possible to fine-
tune an image-to-multi-view model without relying on 3D
ground-truth data—an avenue worth exploring in future re-
search.

C. Other domains
In this section, we demonstrate that our method can be ap-
plied to other domains, such as dog and animal generation.

In Figure 15 (a), we generate images of existing dog
breeds and their hybrids using a model trained on Stanford
Dogs [27]. Remarkably, our method produces smooth and
plausible hybrids between existing species, showcasing its
versatility.

For animal generation, we present a proof-of-concept ex-
periment. Using ChatGPT [41], we generated a list of 30
common animal names. We then used SDXL [43] to gener-
ate 50 images per animal, resulting in a total of 1,500 train-
ing images. Following the procedure outlined in PartCraft
[39], we segmented two simple parts—head and body. In
Figure 15 (b), we showcase creative part compositions,
highlighting the potential of our method for novel and imag-
inative animal generation.

D. Derivation of regularization loss
We use the symbol x to represent the part latent l for clarity.
Assuming a multivariate Gaussian distribution with a spher-

ical covariance matrix σ2I, the probability density function
is expressed as:

p(x) =
1√
2πσ2

exp

(
− ∥x− µ∥2

2σ2

)
. (9)

Since we assume a zero-mean Gaussian distribution, i.e.,
bmmu = 0, the expression simplifies to:

p(x) =
1√
2πσ2

exp

(
− ∥x∥2

2σ2

)
. (10)

Taking the logarithm of p(x) yields:

log p(x) = log

(
1√
2πσ2

)
+

(
− ∥x∥2

2σ2

)
(11)

Maximizing log p(x) is therefore equivalent to minimizing
the term:

Lreg =
∥x∥2

2σ2
(12)

In practice, we set σ2 = 1 for simplicity, leading to the
regularization loss defined in Eq. (2) of the main paper.
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E. Multi-view generation on common token and fine-grained token

(a) a bird, 3d asset. (b) a cardinal, 3d asset.

Figure 16. Multi-view generation with text prompt through MVDream [52]. The guidance scale is 7.5. Each row is a different seed. (a)
The generation varies for different seeds for the token “bird”. (b) The generation with a fine-grained token “cardinal”. As highly similar
objects are generated for each seed, we can use a lower guidance scale for SDS loss and enable 3D generation without oversaturated effect.
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F. Multi-view generation on existing species

(a) Textual Inversion (b) PartCraft (c) Chirpy3D (Ours) (d)

Figure 17. Multi-view generation on existing species, trained with respective methods (a, b, c). (d) One of the training images of the
species. Not only our Chirpy3D (c) can reconstruct well in multi-view perspective comparing to Textual Inversion (a) and PartCraft (b),
but our generated images are also consistent in terms of orientation and cleaner background.
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G. Multi-view generation on novel species (random sampling)

(a) Textual Inversion (b) PartCraft (c) Chirpy3D (Ours)

Figure 18. Multi-view generation on novel species (random sampling), trained with respective methods. All were generated with the
same seed but with different sampled part latents. (a) Trained with Textual Inversion, the generated images are often incomprehensible,
indicating that direct sampling from word embedding space is insufficient to generate novel species. (b) PartCraft has a non-linear projector
to project word embeddings, while able to generate comprehensible objects, but lacking diversity since it is not trained to have a continuous
distribution of part latents. (c) Our Chirpy3D not only can generate images of diverse species, also stable in terms of bird pose.
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H. Multi-view generation on novel species (interpolation)

(a) Textual Inversion

(b) PartCraft

(c) Chirpy3D (Ours)

Figure 19. Multi-view generation on novel species (interpolation) trained with respective methods. All images were generated using the
same seed, but with different interpolated part latents. (a) Trained with Textual Inversion, the generated images are often incomprehensible,
consistent with previous visualizations. (b) PartCraft exhibits an abrupt switching effect, with the object remaining unchanged before and
after switching, as it is not designed to support a continuous distribution of part latents. (c) Our Chirpy3D method successfully generates
smooth interpolated samples.
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I. Qualitative comparisons of visual coherency before and after applying feature consistency loss

(a) (b)

Figure 20. Each row is a different seed with a random sampled part latents (a) before applying Lcl and (b) after applying. We can see that,
although the part latents are unseen during training, applying the loss can increase visual coherency and less artifacts.
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J. Further Analysis
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Figure 21. Inverse part latents used to reconstruct the image with
1,000 learning steps.

Inversion experiment. Once trained, we can perform code
inversion on input images. Figure 21 shows the results of an
experiment where part latents were inverted given an input
image. Textual Inversion can reconstruct the input but strug-
gles with texture quality. PartCraft achieves reconstruction
but exhibits artifacts, possibly due to the ambiguity of input
samples (e.g., camouflage birds). In contrast, our method
successfully reconstructs the input with accurate size and
significantly improved texture quality.

head body wings feet tail

Figure 22. Cross-attention map of multi-view images. The cross-
attention map is averaged over all layers with size 16× 16.

Effect of Lattn. We display the attention map in Figure
22. Although we fine-tune MVDream exclusively on 2D

images, it successfully transfers to multi-view image gener-
ation, leveraging its learned prior. The cross-attention map
highlights a strong correlation between the image and the
tokens of the corresponding parts, demonstrating clear dis-
entanglement—each part avoids attending to incorrect spa-
tial locations, thanks to the part attention loss. Furthermore,
when parts of the image are occluded (e.g., the tail is oc-
cluded when facing forward), the model attends to the back-
ground rather than incorrectly focusing on other parts.

We display the attention map in Figure 22. Although
we only fine-tune MVDream on 2D images, it can be trans-
ferred to multi-view image generation thanks to the prior.
The cross-attention map shows the strong correlation be-
tween the image and the parts’ token and shows strong dis-
entanglement – each part doesn’t attend to incorrect spatial
location thanks to the part attention loss. When the parts in
the image are occluded (e.g., facing front, tail will be oc-
cluded), the model will attend to the background but not
other parts.

Textual Inversion PartCraft Chirpy3D (Ours)
1 - IoU 0.744 0.954 0.957

Table 5. Overlapping score between the cross-attention map of all
parts.

Part disentanglement test. In Table 5, we present the over-
lap score, defined as 1− IoU (intersection-over-union), cal-
culated between the cross-attention maps of all parts (see
an example in Fig. 22). The scores are averaged over 1,000
samples. These results demonstrate that the parts are effec-
tively disentangled during generation using our Chirpy3D,
enabling part-aware generation. In contrast, Textual Inver-
sion struggles with part-aware generation, possibly because
the learned word embeddings for each part are independent
and lack mutual awareness, making it difficult to generate a
cohesive whole object from individual parts.

head

wings

Figure 23. Visualizing part latent space via t-SNE embeddings.

We display the part latent space in Figure 23. In this la-
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tent space, we can traverse to sample desired species/gener-
ations. For instance, we can perform interpolation between
two species, randomly sample, and also perform part com-
position, all can be done within this part latent space.

K. Ablation Study

(a) 0.1 (b) 0.01 (c) 0.001

Figure 24. Comparison of generated images with different scales,
λcl, for Lcl.

Lcl. We did not set λcl higher than 0.001, as higher values
degrade generation quality (e.g., failure to generate objects
correctly) due to the model overfitting to minimize it. See
Figure 24.

Dl 4 16 32 64
H 4.81 4.68 4.67 4.33
eH 123.2 108.1 106.7 76.3

Table 6. Entropy H and the effective number of classes eH of
top-5 retrieved classes using generated images from random part
latents. Higher values indicate greater diversity.

Latent dimension, Dl. In the main paper, we use Dl = 4 as
it has the highest diversity for random sampling compared
to others as shown in Table 6. For the evaluation algorithm,
please refer to Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Code snippet for diversity evaluation

# db_feats: DINO feats of training images (Nx768)
# query_feats: DINO feats of generated images (Qx768)
# db_labels: Training ground-truth labels (N)

def retrieve(query_features, db_features, db_labels):
# both features assume normalized
cossim = query_features @ db_features.t() # (Q, N)
indices = torch.argsort(cossim, dim=-1)
top5 = indices[:, :5]
idx = torch.arange(len(db_features)).to(db_labels.

device)
return (

db_labels[top5.reshape(-1)].reshape(top5.size(0)
, top5.size(1))

)

def histogram_entropy(hist):
# Normalize the histogram to obtain probabilities
prob = hist / hist.sum()

# Compute the entropy
entropy = -torch.sum(prob * torch.log(prob))

return entropy

retrieve_labels = retrieve(
query_feats,
db_feats,
db_labels

)

hist1 = torch.zeros(200)
for i in range(200):

hist1[i] = (retrieve_labels == i).sum()

entropy_hist1 = histogram_entropy(hist1)
print(f"Entropy of {n}:", entropy_hist1.item())
print("Num classes", torch.exp(entropy_hist1).item())
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