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Abstract

Given an isolated garment image in a canonical product
view and a separate image of a person, the virtual try-on
task aims to generate a new image of the person wear-
ing the target garment. Prior virtual try-on works face
two major challenges in achieving this goal: a) the paired
(human, garment) training data has limited availability;
b) generating textures on the human that perfectly match
that of the prompted garment is difficult, often resulting
in distorted text and faded textures. Our work explores
ways to tackle these issues through both synthetic data as
well as model refinement. We introduce a garment extrac-
tion model that generates (human, synthetic garment) pairs
from a single image of a clothed individual. The synthetic
pairs can then be used to augment the training of virtual
try-on. We also propose an Error-Aware Refinement-based
Schrödinger Bridge (EARSB) that surgically targets local-
ized generation errors for correcting the output of a base
virtual try-on model. To identify likely errors, we propose
a weakly-supervised error classifier that localizes regions
for refinement, subsequently augmenting the Schrödinger
Bridge’s noise schedule with its confidence heatmap. Ex-
periments on VITON-HD and DressCode-Upper demon-
strate that our synthetic data augmentation enhances the
performance of prior work, while EARSB improves the
overall image quality. In user studies, our model is pre-
ferred by the users in an average of 59% of cases.

1. Introduction

Virtual try-on aims to generate a photorealistic image of
a target person wearing a prompted product-view garment
[23, 37, 40]. It allows users to visualize how garments
would fit and appear on their bodies without the need for
physical trials. While recent methods have made signifi-
cant strides in this field [19, 30, 36, 37], noticeable artifacts
such as text distortion and faded textures persist in gener-

Figure 1. Example of our proposed Error-Aware Refinement
Schrödinger Bridge (EARSB). EARSB can refine the artifacts
(marked by bounding boxes) in an initial image generated by an
existing try-on model. The initial image is generated by [19] in the
top row and by [30] in the bottom row. + Syn. Data in the last col-
umn strengthens the refinement with the proposed synthetic data
augmentation in training.

ated images. For example, as illustrated in the second row
of Fig. 1, the logo and the text on the t-shirt noticeably
fade away in the initial image generated by a prior try-on
model [30]. These imperfections stem from two primary
challenges in virtual try-on: limited data availability and the
complexity of accurate garment texture deformation. Ad-
dressing the issues, we propose a two-pronged approach:
augmenting training data through cost-effective synthetic
data generation, and surgically targeting known generation
artifacts using our proposed Error-Aware Refinement-based
Schrödinger Bridge (EARSB).

At a minimum, the training data of virtual try-on re-
quires paired (human, product-view garment) images. The
product-view garment image is a canonical, front-facing
view of the clothing with a clean background. A substantial
amount of data is needed to capture the combinatorial space
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comprising all possible human poses, skin tones, viewing
angles, and their respective physical interactions with fab-
ric textures, shapes, letterings, and other material proper-
ties. Unfortunately, these images are generally available
only on copyright-protected product webpages and there-
fore not readily available for use. To mitigate this issue, we
propose to augment training with synthetic data generated
from the easier symmetric human-to-garment task, wherein
we train a garment-extraction model to extract a canonical
product-view garment image from an image of a clothed
person. This will allow us to create synthetic paired train-
ing data from unpaired datasets [12, 25, 35]. Our results
demonstrate that incorporating the more readily available
synthetic training pairs can improve image generation qual-
ity in the virtual try-on task.

In addition to addressing the data scarcity issue, we
aim to construct a refinement model that can make local-
ized adjustments to a weaker model’s generation results.
Our approach draws inspiration from classical boosting ap-
proaches where every model in a cascade of models targets
the shortcomings of the preceding models. We are inter-
ested in a targeted refinement approach for two main rea-
sons: it allows a training objective that is focused solely
on fixing specific errors, and potentially saves computation
when initial predictions are sufficiently good.

Two components are necessary to achieve such a
pipeline: a classifier for identifying localized generation er-
rors, and a refinement model that can re-synthesize content
specifically in these localized regions. We found that an
effective Weakly-Supervised Classifier (WSC) can be con-
structed with just a few hours of manual labeling of gener-
ation errors. Another benefit of this approach is that it can
be easily tailored for the errors of a specific model that pro-
duces images with artifacts. The resulting WSC will pro-
duce an error map highlighting low-quality regions. Subse-
quently, we adopt an Image-to-Image Schrodinger Bridge
(I2SB) [24] to learn the refinement of these regions in the
generated images. While typical diffusion models map from
noise to data, I2SB constructs a Schrödinger Bridge (SB)
that allows us to map from data to data, or in our setup,
generations with artifacts to ground truth images. In addi-
tion, we introduce an adaptive noise schedule to direct the
SB process to focus on the localized errors by incorporat-
ing the classifier’s prediction error into the noise schedule,
which we describe in more detail in Sec. 5.1. In the first row
of Fig. 1, our refinement SB model (i.e., EARSB) corrects
the distorted text in the initially generated image.

The contributions of our paper are:
• We introduce (human, synthetic garment) pairs as an aug-

mentation in the training of virtual try-on task. The syn-
thetic garment is obtained from our human-to-garment
model, which can generate product-view garment images
from human images.

• We introduce a spatially adaptive Schrödinger Bridge
model (EARSB) to refine the outputs of a base virtual
try-on model. Our formulation incorporates a spatially
varying diffusion noise schedule, with noise proportional
to the degree of refinement we wish to perform locally.
We find this to yield better results than the baseline
Schrödinger Bridge framework.

• Extensive experiments on two datasets (VITON-HD [21]
and DressCode-Upper [26]) show that EARSB enhances
the quality of the images generated by prior work, and is
preferred by the users in 59% cases on average.

2. Related Work
Training with Synthetic Data. The addition of synthetic
data is often an effective means of improving downstream
task performance when it is difficult to amass real data at the
necessary scale. This has been demonstrated in the domains
of image generation [18, 31] and image editing [5, 34].
Careful applications can also be used to ameliorate dataset
imbalance issues, as shown in [10]. Other works such as
[1] use self-synthesized data to provide negative guidance
for the diffusion model. Our incorporation of synthetic data
in the virtual try-on task tackles a specific sub-problem in
the broader image editing domain and is similar in spirit to
[5, 34]. Specifically, we aim to synthesize paired training
data that satisfies the stringent requirements of virtual try-
on paired training data – a canonical product-view garment
image paired with an example of it being worn. Images of
people in clothing are readily available, but it is difficult to
obtain a product-view image of the exact clothing they are
wearing. To address this, our work proposes and tackles
the human-to-garment, which is roughly symmetric to the
virtual try-on task and aims to extract the clothing from a
person’s photo and project it to the canonical product view.
Virtual Try-On. There has been a shift from earlier GAN-
based framework [15, 21, 23, 30, 36] to diffusion-based
methods [7, 19] in the virtual try-on literature. Diffusion
models fit an SDE process mapping from the image dis-
tribution to the noise distribution, and tend to be easier to
train than GAN-based approaches due to the simplicity of
the L2 denoising loss [11, 13, 32]. At inference, the dif-
fusion model denoises a random Gaussian noise distribu-
tion to a human-readable image via multiple sampling steps.
[7, 37] propose parameter-efficient approaches that concate-
nate the human image and the garment images along the
spatial dimension such that the self-attention layer in the
denoising UNet can achieve texture transfer without extra
parameters. In [19], the authors introduce additional cross-
attention layers to learn the semantic correspondences be-
tween the garment and the human image. The methods in
[3, 22, 28] align different embedding spaces in the atten-
tion module to achieve flexible clothing editing after try-on,
such as style change or graphics insertion. In contrast to
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(a) Human-to-Garment model.

(b) Examples in H2G-UH and H2G-FH.

Figure 2. (a) Our human-to-garment model, which is explained
in Sec. 4.1 (b) Examples of the constructed (human, synthetic
garment) pairs in Sec. 4.1.

prior work that samples from random noise, we build upon
recent advances in Schrödinger bridges, notably [24], to di-
rectly sample from an initial image generated by prior try-
on models. Our work is similar in spirit to [38], which ini-
tializes the noisy image with a GAN-generated image and
small amounts of random noise. However, our work ex-
plores varying the local noise schedule based on the error
level at a given location.

3. Virtual Try-On Task Definition
Let (x0, C) be the (human image, product-view of worn
garment) pair in virtual try-on training. We will refer to
(x0, C) as paired data. Let x̄0 be a masked version of x0 in
which the worn garment corresponding to C is masked out.
We can then set up a learning task in which we aim to fit
the following function: F (x̄0, C, ϕ; θ) → x0, where ϕ cor-
responds to other conditionals such as pose representations
from DensePose [14].

4. Augmented Training with Synthetic Data
Acquiring high-quality pairs (x0, C) at scale is challeng-
ing due to copyright and brand protection. On the other
hand, acquiring images of just humans (x0) at scale is con-
siderably more feasible [12, 22, 25, 35]. This observation
motivates our proposal of the human-to-garment task to ex-
tract a synthetic canonical view image Ĉ from x0. We can

then augment our virtual try-on training with (x0, Ĉ) pair,
requiring only single human images. In the following, we
explain the architecture of our human-to-garment model in
Sec. 4.1, how we use it to construct the synthetic dataset in
Sec. 4.2, and how the synthetic data is used to augment the
virtual try-on training in Sec. 4.3.

4.1. Human-to-Garment Model
While virtual try-on requires generating skin and deforming
the product-view garment to accommodate diverse postures,
the human-to-garment task simply aims to map the clothing
item to its canonical view. To achieve this, we use exist-
ing paired (human, garment) data (e.g., VITON-HD [21])
to train our human-to-garment model. As illustrated in Fig.
2a, we first segment and extract the clothing on the per-
son map and then feed the clothing item to a generator that
synthesizes its canonical view. The generator is based on
the UNet model proposed in [15], which uses a flow-like
mechanism for warping latent features in an optical-flow-
like manner. The generator was trained using a combined
L1 reconstruction and adversarial loss.

4.2. Constructing Synthetic H2G-UH and H2G-FH
Synthetic images Ĉ produced from our models necessarily
contain generation errors. We use the following criteria to
filter for high-quality synthetic data: a) The single human
image x0 has a clean background (low pixel variance in the
non-human region); b) x0 is frontal view (classified by its
DensePose representation [14]); c) the reconstruction error
(LPIPS distance) is small when reconstructing the human
image x0 in a try-on model using the (x0, Ĉ) pair (e.g.,
[21, 30]). Under these criteria, we select human images
from DeepFashion2 [25] and UPT [35], eventually creat-
ing 12,730 synthetic pairs of upper-body human images (re-
ferred to as H2G-UH) and 8,939 pairs of full-body human
images (referred to as H2G-FH). Examples of the synthetic
pairs are shown in Fig. 2b.

4.3. Augmented Virtual Try-on Training
To further prevent distribution leakage of incorporating syn-
thetic data, we explore two means of limiting the effect of
the real-synthetic domain gap: (a) two training stages in-
volving pretraining the try-on model using synthetic pairs,
and then finetuning on real pairs [20]; (b) training simul-
taneously on real and synthetic data, but conditioning the
try-on model on a real/synthetic flag, similarly to [17]. We
found empirically that the second augmentation performs
slightly better than the first (See Sec. 6.1).

5. Error-Aware Refinement Schrödinger
Bridge

Apart from the synthetic data augmentation, our second ap-
proach to enhancing existing try-on methods is a refine-
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Figure 3. The diffusion process in our refinement-based EARSB. We first preprocess the input image, then use a base try-on model that
takes the masked human image x̄0, its pose representation P , and its garment C as input to generate an initial human image x1. x1 is fed
to our weakly-supervised classifier (WSC) to obtain the error map M (see Sec. 5.1). This map reweights the noise distribution ϵ to ϵr in
I2SB diffusion and refines x1 that has generation errors to the ground truth image x0 (see Sec. 5.2).

ment pipeline in two steps: identifying the errors in the
generated try-on image, referred to as x1, and then fitting
a targeted model that learns to refine the erroneous loca-
tions in x1. Given some base model Fbase(x̄0, C, ϕ) → x1

where Fbase() can be any pretrained GAN or diffusion-
based approach to virtual try-on, x1 closely approximates
the true real human image x0 with some generation arti-
facts. To automatically identify the artifacts in x1, we con-
struct a weakly-supervised error classifier WSC(x1, C) →
M as in Fig. 3, where M is a confidence map predict-
ing a heatmap for likely generation errors. Then, we per-
form the final refinement by fitting a Schrödinger bridge
based on I2SB [24] that can perform the following mapping:
FEARSB(x1, C,M, ϕ; θ)→ x0.

The approach is weakly inspired by boosting methods
in that we wish to fit a targeted refinement model that is
trained specifically on the generation errors of an existing
model. The refinement goal applies to the general setting
where we want to refine a flawed image output, though we
focus on virtual try-on for this work.

As in Fig. 3, the training of EARSB includes three steps:
1. Pre-process the images in the training set and feed

them to existing try-on models to get the initial im-
ages x1.

2. Obtain the error maps M on the initial images x1 us-
ing our WSC (Sec. 5.1).

3. Use M to adjust the noise schedule in I2SB [24] and
train the noise prediction model in EARSB following
Eq. 9 (Sec. 5.2).

In the following, we start with explaining step 2 as step
1 is simply running prior try-on models.

5.1. Obtaining the Error Map

We start by obtaining the error map M that highlights
the corrupted or incorrect area of the initial image x1. A
weakly-supervised classifier (WSC) is introduced to predict
this error map.
Classifier Architecture. As shown in the green dotted box
of Fig. 3, our WSC has two encoders to match the im-
age features of x1 and C with cross attention to predict a
sigmoid-activated error map.
Training Data Annotation. In practice, it is labor-intensive
to fully annotate all the initial images for where the gener-
ated artifacts are located. To mitigate this issue, we used a
few hours to hand-label a small portion of the initial try-on
images in the training set at the patch level, using bounding
boxes for poorly generated regions.
Weakly-Supervised Training. Let x0, x

u
1 , x

l
1 be the real

human image, the unlabeled initial image, and the labeled
initial image with bounding boxes annotating artifacts. Our
WSC loss terms are defined as:
Limg =− log

(
WSC(xu

1 , C)max
)
+ log

(
1−WSC(x0, C)max

)
Lpat =− log

(
WSC(xl

1, C)⊙Bbox

)
− log

(
1−WSC(xl

1, C)⊙ (1−Bbox)
)

(1)
where Limg is the image-level loss and Lpat is the patch-
level loss. In Limg , WSC(·) is the output error map and
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WSC(·)max denotes the spatially max-pooled score in the
error map. In Lpat, Bbox is the spatial binary mask for the
annotated regions, thereby maximizing and minimizing the
scores for regions within and outside of the annotated boxes
respectively. Our final loss is: LWSC = Lins + Lpat.

The trained WSC will predict an error map M for the ini-
tial image x1, which is then used to adjust the noise sched-
ule in the following diffusion process.

5.2. Error-Map-Reweighted SB Formulation
To achieve the refinement goal, our diffusion process ex-
tends Schrödinger bridges as formulated in I2SB [24],
where we incrementally add noise to the initial image x1,
and then remove the noise to approximate the refined im-
age x0. However, without additional information, a naı̈vely
trained I2SB model must implicitly learn what to refine and
what to retain. Our formulation aims to explicitly incorpo-
rate prior knowledge of localized generation errors via the
error map M into the Schrödinger process by using M to
locally scale the noise schedule for the Schrödinger process.

Our choice of locally scaling the noise schedule is based
on several observations. For correctly generated regions in
x1 we want the model to directly copy pixels over to x0.
As such, it would be wasteful to train the model to add and
remove noise from these regions. On the other hand, erro-
neous regions in the initial try-on images, specifically the
more noticeable ones, include generation errors that share
little to no structural similarity to the target. These errors in-
clude examples such as deformed limbs, and distorted tex-
tures/fabrics, which in many cases may need more noise
added to prevent the model from conditioning too strongly
on the original pattern.

As such, we construct our refinement model
FEARSB(x1, C,M,P ; θ) → x0, where the Schrödinger
is conditioned on the canonical view garment C, the error
map M , and the pose representation P . An overview is
shown in Fig. 3, where a Weakly-Supervised Classifier
(WSC) first locates the errors in the error map M , then M
reweights the noise schedule of the I2SB stochastic process
and assigns a higher volume of noise to the highlighted
low-quality region ”rebel“ such that the model can focus
on refining it.
Error-Map-Reweighted Diffusion Process. Following
I2SB [24], our diffusion Schrödinger bridge maps from the
initial image x1 to the ground truth image x0. It fits to the
following stochastic process:

xt = µt(x0, x1) +
√
Σt · ϵ

µt =
σ̄2
t

σ̄2
t + σ2

t

x0 +
σ2
t

σ̄2
t + σ2

t

x1, Σt =
σ̄2
t σ

2
t

σ̄2
t + σ2

t

· I,
(2)

where σ2
t =

∫ t

0
βτdτ , σ̄2

t =
∫ 1

t
βτdτ and βτ is a symmetri-

cal noise schedule. ϵ ∼ N (0, I) is random Gaussian noise.
The above equation stochastically adds noise and then re-

moves it between x1 and x0.
We extend I2SB such that the noise schedule can vary

spatially based on the error map M (obtained from WSC in
Sec. 5.1). Good regions will be assigned less noise (i.e.,
smaller variance) in the diffusion process, while poor qual-
ity regions will be assigned more:

xt = µt(x0, x1) +
√
Σt · ϵr, (3)

ϵr = M · ϵ,M = WSC(x1, C) (4)
where µt is the same as in Eq. 2 and ϵr is the adaptive noise.
Sampling Process. The initial image x1 is iteratively re-
fined to x0 via a denoising/sampling process, where a model
predicts the noise distribution at each time step. Different
from prior soft-attention-based UNets [19, 27, 37, 38], our
denoising model uses cloth-flow-learning UNet for more
precise garment deformation [15]. It accepts the garment
C, the error map M , the pose representation P , and the
noisy image xt as inputs and predicts the error-adapted
noise ϵrθ(·; t), where (·; t) omits the inputs M,P, xt, C. See
Supp. B for the detailed model architecture. With the pre-
dicted noise ϵrθ(·; t), we define our sampling process:

x̂0 = xt −
√

Σt · ϵrθ(M,P, xt, C; t) (5)

xt−∆t = µ̂t−∆t(x̂0, xt) +M ·
√

Σ̂t · ϵ (6)

µ̂t−∆t =
σ2
t−∆t

σ2
t

x̂0 +
σ2
t − σ2

t−∆t

σ2
t

xt (7)

Σ̂t =
σ2
t−∆t(σ

2
t − σ2

t−∆t)

σ2
t

(8)

where ∆t > 0 and it is the sampling interval. Starting from
t = 1, the process iteratively refines the initial human image
x1 based on the error map M . When M is all ones in Eq.
5 , our model reverts to the I2SB formulation. When M is
all zeros (i.e., no error), x1 is believed to be perfect x1 does
not need to be refined in the sampling process.

The training objective of our model is the mean squared
error between the predicted noise ϵrθ and the reweighted
Gaussian noise ϵr

LEARSB = Et∼U(0,1)||ϵrθ(M,P, xt, C; t)− ϵr||2 (9)

5.2.1. Further Improvements via Classifier Guidance
and Expert Denoisers

Different from prior work that uses object category classi-
fier to guide the sampling process [11], our WSC guidance
gives a direction toward the real data distribution. [8] shows
that we can estimate the guidance score ∇xt

log p(y|xt)
using the denoised clean image x̂0: ∇xt

log p(y|xt) ≃
∇xt

log p(y|x̂0), where y is the fake/real label. Since the
label for real data is 0 in WSC, the classifier guidance gives
us

µ̂t−∆t ← µ̂t−∆t +M · Σ̂t · ∇xt
log p(0|x̂0) (10)

where p(0|x̂0) = 1−WSC(x̂0, C).
Further improvements are made via expert denoisers [2],
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VITON-HD DressCode-Upper

Unpaired Paired Unpaired Paired

FID↓ KID↓ FID↓ KID↓ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ FID↓ KID↓ FID↓ KID↓ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓
GAN-Based
HR-VTON [21] 10.75 0.28 8.46 0.26 0.901 0.075 15.26 0.39 11.76 0.32 0.947 0.046
SD-VTON [30] 9.05 0.12 6.47 0.09 0.907 0.070 14.73 0.32 10.99 0.24 0.947 0.042
GP-VTON [36] 8.61 0.86 5.53 0.07 0.913 0.064 26.19 1.71 23.66 1.59 0.816 0.262

SD-Based
LaDI-VTON [27] 8.95 0.12 6.05 0.08 0.902 0.071 14.88 0.39 11.61 0.32 0.939 0.057
CatVTON [7] 8.87 0.08 5.49 0.07 0.915 0.059 11.91 0.21 7.66 0.10 0.950 0.038
CAT-DM [38] 8.55 0.10 5.98 0.07 0.908 0.067 12.91 0.29 8.58 0.16 0.948 0.038
IDM-VTON [6] 8.59 0.11 5.51 0.09 0.902 0.061 11.09 0.16 6.79 0.12 0.956 0.026
TPD [37] 8.23 0.06 4.86 0.04 0.917 0.057 -
Stable-VTON [19] 8.20 0.07 5.16 0.05 0.917 0.057 -

EARSB 8.42 0.07 5.25 0.05 0.918 0.059 10.89 0.13 7.15 0.13 0.961 0.028
EARSB +H2G-UH/FH 8.26 0.06 5.14 0.04 0.919 0.058 10.70 0.11 7.05 0.11 0.965 0.026
EARSB(SD) +H2G-UH/FH 8.04 0.06 4.90 0.03 0.925 0.053 10.41 0.09 6.76 0.08 0.968 0.023

Table 1. Results on VITON-HD [21] and DressCode-Upper [26] KID is multiplied by 100. Results of the diffusion methods are reported
at 25 sampling steps.

wherein the trained EARSB model is then split into two
models, respectively fine-tuned on denoising ranges t ∈
[0, 0.5] and t ∈ [0.5, 1]. We default to this in all variants
of our method in the next section.

6. Experiments
Datasets. We use VITON-HD, DressCode-Upper, and our
synthetic H2G-UH and H2G-FH for training. They include
11,647, 13,564, 12,730, 8,939 training images, respectively.
For synthetic data augmentation, we combine VITON-HD
[21] with our H2G-UH since both of them include mostly
upper-body human images. DressCode-Upper is combined
with H2G-FH as both consist of full-body human photos.
For evaluation, VITON-HD contains 2,032 (human, gar-
ment) test pairs and DressCode-Upper has 1,800 test pairs.
Experiments are conducted for both paired and unpaired
settings. In the paired setting, the input garment image and
the garment in the human image are the same item. Con-
versely, the unpaired setting uses a different garment im-
age. Metrics. We use Structural Similarity Index Measure
(SSIM) [33], Frechet Inception Distance (FID) [16], Kernel
Inception Distance (KID) [4], and Learned Perceptual Im-
age Patch Similarity (LPIPS) [39] to evaluate image quality.
All the compared methods use the same image size 512x512
and padding when computing the above metrics.

6.1. Comparison with Existing Methods
We compare our EARSB with GAN-based methods HR-
VTON [21], SD-VTON[30] and GP-VTON[36], as well as
Stable Diffusion (SD) [29] based methods including CAT-
DM [38], Stable-VTON [19], TPD [37], IDM-VTON [6]
and CatVTON [7]. We control the number of sampling

Methods GP-GAN EARSB Stable-VTON EARSB

Consistency 42% 58% 38% 62%
Fidelity 39% 61% 45% 55%

Table 2. User studies on VITON-HD. Our EARSB is preferred in
an average of 59% cases.

steps by fixing it to 25 in Tab. 1 for all the diffusion meth-
ods. The results under different sampling steps on VITON-
HD are presented in Fig. 4.

In Tab. 1, EARSB is our model using GAN method GP-
VTON [36] to generate the initial image and is trained with-
out synthetic data augmentation. EARSB+H2G-UH/FH
trains with either H2G-UH or H2G-FH. We add the upper-
body synthetic subset H2G-UH for the upper-body-human
dataset VITON-HD, and the full-body synthetic H2G-FH
when on DressCode-Upper. EARSB(SD)+H2G-UH/FH
further uses diffusion model CatVTON [7] to generate the
initial image. EARSB and EARSB+H2G-UH/FH improve
the GAN baselines while EARSB(SD)+H2G-UH/FH gains
over the SD-based methods. Note that while using the
diffusion model to generate the initial image gives bet-
ter performance in EARSB(SD)+H2G-UH/FH, it also in-
troduces higher computational costs. Overall, our refine-
ment model improves the metrics of existing methods on
both datasets, with further improvements from incorporat-
ing synthetic training pairs.
User Study. Amazon MTurk workers were asked to com-
pare the image quality on two aspects: texture consistency,
and image fidelity, comparing our model against GP-GAN
and Stable-VTON. We randomly selected 100 pairs from
VITON-HD to evaluate on, assigning at least 3 workers per
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Figure 4. Results on VITON-HD at 5, 10, 25, 50, and 100 sampling steps. Our method consistently improves our baseline starting model
GP-VTON (black, dotted line), making it competitive with Stable-VTON (especially at under 50 sampling steps). Legend is shared for all.

Figure 5. Visualizations on VITON-HD (top row) and DressCode (bottom row). Our EARSB+H2G-UH and EARSBSD+H2G-UH better
recover the intricate textures in the garment.

image. Tab. 2 reports the study results, where our method
is preferred at least 10% more than the GAN-based GP-
VTON and the SD-based Stable-VTON (59% overall).
Trade-off Between Sampling Efficiency and Image
Quality. Diffusion-generated images often show degraded
quality with fewer sampling steps. In EARSB, the spatially
adaptive noise schedule can preserve the correct clothing
textures in the initial image with a low noise level and only
fix the erroneous parts, potentially resulting in less image
quality degradation with few steps. In Fig. 4, While other
SD-based methods have a sharp performance drop with
decreasing sampling steps, EARSB and EARSB +H2G-
UH show consistent performance across different sampling
steps, demonstrating a better trade-off between image qual-
ity and computational efficiency.
Qualitative Results. Fig. 5 gives examples of the gen-
erated images using different approaches. The top row
is from VITON-HD dataset and the bottom row is from
DressCode-Upper. The third images in the two rows are
GAN-generated results. We see that our EARSB+H2G-
UH/FH in the last column improves the low-quality textures
from the GAN-generated images, which are the distorted
graphics in the center. More visualized examples can be

found in Supp. F.

6.2. Ablations
Synthetic Pairs Augmentation. Table 3(a) and 3(b) in-
clude results of different synthetic data augmentation tech-
niques. In Tab. 3(a), we incorporate H2G-UH into the train-
ing of Stable-VTON [19] and CAT-DM [38] on the VITON-
HD dataset to validate the effectiveness of synthetic pairs
on enhancing existing diffusion methods. Here, we use
the number of sampling steps as originally published: 2
for CAT-DM, 50 for Stable-VTON, and 25 for our own
EARSB. In Tab. 3(a), +H2G-UH indicates the data aug-
mentation. It shows that training with our synthetic H2G-
UH improves most metrics of the above SD-based models.

To determine the importance of the canonical product-
view projection, we replace the synthetic garment in
each pair with a randomly warped version of the
clothing cropped from the real human image, de-
noted as +W (H2G-UH). The results show that while
+W (H2G-UH) hinders the performance of all baseline ap-
proaches (i.e., CAT-DM, Stable-VTON and EARSB), in-
corporating H2G-UH improves most metrics. This demon-
strates that the synthetic product-view contributes signifi-
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Unpaired Paired

FID↓ FID↓ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓
(a) CAT-DM [38] 8.56 5.90 0.911 0.067

CAT-DM +W (H2G-UH) 8.73 6.12 0.906 0.071
CAT-DM +H2G-UH 8.36 5.67 0.913 0.063
Stable-VTON [19] 8.25 5.15 0.917 0.056
Stable-VTON +W (H2G-UH) 8.47 5.32 0.910 0.060
Stable-VTON +H2G-UH 8.17 5.04 0.919 0.054

(b) EARSB 8.42 5.25 0.918 0.059
EARSB +W (H2G-UH) 8.68 5.44 0.909 0.063
EARSB + plain H2G-UH 9.64 6.52 0.902 0.073
EARSB pre. H2G-UH 8.35 5.18 0.918 0.059
EARSB +H2G-UH 8.26 5.14 0.919 0.058

(c) Inpaint 9.26 6.33 0.909 0.068
EARSB (w.o. M ) 9.21 6.27 0.912 0.061
EARSB (rand(M )) 9.13 6.55 0.902 0.071
EARSB (w.o. CG) 8.48 5.32 0.918 0.059

Table 3. Results of ablations on VITON-HD.

cantly to the observed improvements.
Tab. 3(b) explores different ways of incorporating the

synthetic data into training. EARSB pre. H2G-UH is pre-
trained using the synthetic pairs and finetuned on real data,
EARSB+plain H2G-UH is trained using the mixed distri-
bution of the real and synthetic pairs without the augmenta-
tion label identifying them, and EARSB+H2G-UH uses the
mixed data with the identifying label. EARSB pre. H2G-
UH is slightly worse than EARSB+H2G-UH. Further, we
see the effect of conditioning on the augmentation label, as
removing it in EARSB+plain H2G-UH greatly degrades the
image quality and causes a significant drop in all metrics.
Error-Aware Noise Schedule. We explore the importance
of the error-aware noise schedule in Tab. 3(c). In our
error-aware noise schedule, the error map adapts the noise
distribution according to the quality of the image patches
in the initial image x1. This adaptive approach contrasts
with a uniform Gaussian noise application across all loca-
tions, which would essentially reduce our model to I2SB.
As demonstrated in Tab. 3(c), removing the error map dur-
ing training (EARSB(w.o. M )) results in a substantial de-
cline across all metrics. In another setting, instead of learn-
ing the refinement with adaptive noise distribution, we train
an inpainting model Inpaint to directly regenerate the er-
roneous regions in x0 using the same model architecture.
In this experiment, the image patch in x0 is defined to be
erroneous if its mean confidence in M is greater than 0.5.
In Tab. 3(c), the inpainting model Inpaint shows degraded
performance, demonstrating the importance of learning the
error-to-ground-truth refinement in our model. Further-
more, we explored using a random error map during the
sampling process (EARSB(rand(M ))), which also leads to
diminished performance. These results underscore the im-
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Figure 6. The precision-recall curve for retrieving annotated errors
at the pixel level, comparing our WSC to two fully unsupervised
baselines (UC, CC). WSC performs best at retrieving generation
artifacts at a nominal labeling cost.

portance of a meaningful error map in precisely locating and
enhancing targeted regions. Additionally, the slight perfor-
mance degradation observed when removing the classifier
guidance (EARSB(w.o. CG)) suggests that the error map
employed in our classifier guidance also contributes to over-
all image quality improvement. Collectively, these findings
highlight the crucial role of our adaptive noise schedule in
achieving superior results.
Weakly-Supervised Classifier. Our weakly supervised
classifier highlights low-quality regions in the initial image
x1 with only a few hours of labeling. To validate its effec-
tiveness, we train two ablations of our WSC: the Unsuper-
vised Classifier (UC) that only uses image labels (i.e., fake
or real), and the Fake/Real Composite Classifier (CC). CC
uses both image fake/real labels as well as fake region-level
labels which are created by compositing real image patches
and fake image patches. The compositing is a fully auto-
matic alternative to manual labeling that provides patch-
level labels. We annotated 100 images in the test set to
validate their effectiveness. Fig. 6 shows the pixel-level
precision-recall curve for retrieving annotated artifact pix-
els within the bounding boxes using the classifiers’ confi-
dence maps. It is clear that weak supervision remains an
incredibly cost-effective approach.

7. Conclusions
This paper proposed an approach that addresses two short-
comings of prior work on virtual try-on. First, we address
the limited data availability by introducing a human-to-
garment model that generates (human, synthetic garment)
pairs from a single image of a clothed individual. Sec-
ond, we propose a refinement model EARSB that surgi-
cally targets localized generation errors from the output of
a prior model. EARSB improves the low-quality region of
an initially generated image based on a spatially-varying
noise schedule that targets known artifacts. Experiments on
two benchmark datasets demonstrate that our synthetic data
augmentation improves the performance of existing meth-
ods and that EARSB enhances the quality of the images
generated by prior models.

8



References
[1] Sina Alemohammad, Ahmed Imtiaz Humayun, Shruti Agar-

wal, John Collomosse, and Richard Baraniuk. Self-
improving diffusion models with synthetic data. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2408.16333, 2024. 2

[2] Yogesh Balaji, Seungjun Nah, Xun Huang, Arash Vahdat,
Jiaming Song, Qinsheng Zhang, Karsten Kreis, Miika Ait-
tala, Timo Aila, Samuli Laine, Bryan Catanzaro, Tero Kar-
ras, and Ming-Yu Liu. ediff-i: Text-to-image diffusion
models with ensemble of expert denoisers. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2211.01324, 2022. 5, 11

[3] Alberto Baldrati, Davide Morelli, Giuseppe Cartella, Mar-
cella Cornia, Marco Bertini, and Rita Cucchiara. Multimodal
garment designer: Human-centric latent diffusion models for
fashion image editing. In CVPR, 2023. 2
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APPENDIX

A. Implementations Details

For generating the initial image x1 in our EARSB train-
ing, we employ three try-on GAN models: HR-VTON
[21] and SD-VTON [30] and GP-VTON [36]. All human
images are processed to maintain their aspect ratio, with
the longer side resized to 512 pixels and the shorter side
padded with white pixels to reach 512. During training,
images undergo random shifting and flipping with a 0.2
probability. The weakly-supervised classifier is trained for
100K iterations with a batch size of 8, while the human-
to-garment GAN is trained for 90K iterations with a batch
size of 16. EARSB+H2G-UH/FH is trained for 300K iter-
ations with a batch size of 32, incorporating 15% synthetic
pairs in each batch. The first 200K iterations are trained on
t ∈ [0, 1] while the following 100k iterations are finetuned
on t ∈ [0, 0.5) and t ∈ [0.5, 1] respectively following [2].
All models utilize the AdamW optimizer with a learning
rate of 10−4.

For inference, we select the GAN model that demon-
strates better performance on each dataset to generate the
initial image. Specifically, we employ GP-VTON [36]
for VITON-HD and SD-VTON [30] for DressCode-Upper.
During the sampling process, the guidance score in Eq.
(10) is scaled by a factor of 6 and clamped to the range
[−0.3, 0.3].

Figure 7. Architecture of our UNet in EARSB.

B. UNet Architecture

EARSB UNet. The UNet architecture in EARSB consists
of residual blocks and garment warping modules. It pro-
cesses the concatenation of the error map M , pose represen-
tation P , and noisy image xt to predict the noise distribu-
tion ϵrθ at time t. The UNet encoder has 21 residual blocks,

Figure 8. Architecture of our UNet in the human-to-garment
model.

with the number of channels doubling every three blocks
to a maximum of 256. Similarly, the garment encoder has
21 residual blocks but reaches a maximum of 128 channels.
The decoder mirrors the encoder’s structure, with extra gar-
ment warping modules. As shown in Fig. 7, each of the
first 15 residual blocks in the UNet decoder is followed by
a convolutional warping module. These modules concate-
nate encoded garment features and UNet-decoded features
to predict a flow-like map for spatially warping the encoded
garment features. The warped features are then injected into
the subsequent decoder layer via input concatenation. Fol-
lowing [29], all residual blocks and flow-learning modules
incorporate timestep embeddings to renormalize latent fea-
tures.
Human-to-Garment UNet. Our human-to-garment UNet
architecture is adapted from the model proposed in [15]. As
illustrated in Fig. 8, it shares similarities with the UNet in
EARSB, but with two key distinctions: a) It is not timestep-
dependent and takes cropped clothing as input to generate
its product-view image. b) The garment warping module
utilizes the ith clothing features from both the encoder and
decoder to learn a flow-like map, rather than using encoded
features from the human.

C. Visualizing Error Maps

Our EARSB focuses on fixing specific errors and therefore
can save the sampling cost when initial predictions are suffi-
ciently good. For example, in the first row of Fig. 9, the er-
ror map highlights the graphics and text in the initial image.
This low-quality part is being refined progressively as the
number of sampling steps increases from 5 to 100. At the
same time, other parts that our weakly-supervised classifier
believes to be sufficiently good, which are mostly the solid-
color areas, are kept well regardless of the number of sam-
pling steps. Therefore, for an initial image whose error map
has almost zero values, we can choose to use fewer steps in
sampling. On the contrary, for an initial image whose error
map has high confidence, we should assign more sampling
steps to it to improve the image quality.
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Figure 9. Results on different time steps. Our error map focuses on low-quality regions and maintains the quality of the sufficiently good
regions.

HR-VTON [21] SD-VTON [30] GP-VTON [36]

Baseline 10.75 9.05 8.61
CAT-DM [38] 10.03 8.76 8.55
EARSB 9.11 8.69 8.42

Table 4. FID scores of using different try-on GAN models to gen-
erate the initial image under the unpaired setting.

D. Ablations on the Quality of the Initial Image

In Tab. 4 we include the FID results of using different
try-on GAN models to generate the initial image under the
unpaired setting. Baseline means the GAN baseline. As
previously stated in Sec. 4.1., we can draw three conclu-
sions from the results: a) our EARSB can refine the GAN-
generated image over the GAN baseline; b) the quality of
the initial image x1 is positively correlated with the quality
of the sampled x̂0; c) our model achieves higher gains over
CAT-DM, which also tries to refine the GAN-generated im-
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Figure 10. Failure cases on VITON-HD where the initial image has a poor-quality.

age but without error-aware noise schedule.

E. Limitations

While our human-to-garment model can effectively gener-
ate synthetic paired data for try-on training augmentation,
it has some imperfections. The overall quality of synthetic
garments is regulated by our filtering criteria (Sec. 3.1.2),
yet minor texture deformations occasionally occur. For in-
stance, in Fig. 11, the second pair of the first row shows a
misaligned shirt placket in the synthetic garment. This lim-
itation stems partly from the fact that our model is trained
in the image domain which lacks 3D information. A po-
tential solution is to utilize DensePose representations ex-
tracted from the garment as in [9].

A key constraint of our EARSB is its refinement-based
nature, which makes the generated image dependent on the
initial image. We assume that the initial image from a try-
on GAN model is of reasonable quality, requiring only par-
tial refinement. Consequently, if the initial image is of
very poor quality, our refinement process cannot completely
erase and regenerate an entirely new, unrelated image. Fig.
10 illustrates this limitation: in the first row, the initial im-
age severely mismatches the white shirt with pink graph-
ics. With EARSB refinement, while the shirt is correctly re-
warped, color residuals from the initial image persist around
the shoulder area.
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FID KID SSIM LPIPS

VITON-HD 14.81 0.42 0.849 0.229
DressCode-Upper 18.92 0.59 0.832 0.257

Table 5. Human-to-Garment results under 1024x1024 image res-
olution.

F. Additional Visualizations

Figures 11 and 12 showcase exemplars from our synthe-
sized datasets H2G-UH and H2G-FH, respectively. We
also report quantitative results in Table 5 to evaluate our
human-to-garment model on VITON-HD and DressCode-
Upper. The generated garment images in Figures 11 and 12
closely mimic the product view of the clothing items, accu-
rately capturing both the shape and texture of the original
garments worn by the individuals. This approach to creat-
ing synthetic training data for the virtual try-on task is both
cost-effective and data-efficient, highlighting the benefits of
our proposed human-to-garment model.

Figures 13 and 14 give visualized results of the proposed
EARSB and EARSB+H2G-UH. In contrast to previous ap-
proaches, EARSB specifically targets and enhances low-
quality regions in GAN-generated images, which typically
correspond to texture-rich areas. This targeted improvement
is evident in the last row of Fig. 13, where EARSB more
accurately reconstructs text freinds, and in the third row,
where it successfully generates four side buttons. Further-
more, the incorporation of our synthetic dataset H2G-UH
with EARSB leads to even more refined details in the gen-
erated images, demonstrating the synergistic effect of our
combined approach.

G. Ethics

Our work on virtual try-on technology can improve user
shopping experiences and reduce clothing returns, which
could have positive environmental impacts by reducing
waste and transportation emissions. However, we acknowl-
edge several potential ethical considerations:
• Bias and representation: We strive for diversity in our

training data to ensure the model performs equitably
across different body types, skin tones, and ethnicities.
However, biases may still exist, and further work is
needed to assess and mitigate these.

• Misuse potential: While intended for benign purposes,
this technology could potentially be misused to create
misleading or non-consensual images. We strongly con-
demn such uses and will explore safeguards against mis-
use in future work.

• Environmental impact: While our method aims to reduce
environmental impact from returns, the computational re-
sources required for training and running these models

have their own carbon footprint. We are committed to
optimizing our models for efficiency.

We believe the potential benefits of this technology out-
weigh the risks, but we remain vigilant about these ethical
considerations and are committed to addressing them as our
research progresses.
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Figure 11. Visualized examples of the (human, synthetic garment) pairs on our proposed H2G-UH.
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Figure 12. Visualized examples of the (human, synthetic garment) pairs on our proposed H2G-FH.

16



Figure 13. Visualized examples on VITON-HD. Our EARSB and EARSB+H2G-UH better recovers the intricate textures in the garment.
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Figure 14. Visualized examples on DressCode-Upper. Our EARSB and EARSB+H2G-UH better reconstructs the texts and graphics in the
garment.
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