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Figure 1. Dynamic Affordance. Given an input 3D object (left), our method learns Dynamic Affordance to model the dynamic patterns that
occur during HOI (right). To build it, we present a framework to synthesize diverse 4D HOI samples (middle) by leveraging a pre-trained
video diffusion model.

Abstract

Understanding the ability of humans to use objects is cru-
cial for AI to improve daily life. Existing studies for learning
such ability focus on human-object patterns (e.g., contact,
spatial relation, orientation) in static situations, and learn-
ing Human-Object Interaction (HOI) patterns over time (i.e.,
movement of human and object) is relatively less explored.
In this paper, we introduce a novel type of affordance named
Dynamic Affordance. For a given input 3D object mesh, we
learn dynamic affordance which models the distribution of
both (1) human motion and (2) human-guided object pose
during interactions. As a core idea, we present a method
to learn the 3D dynamic affordance from synthetically gen-
erated 2D videos, leveraging a pre-trained video diffusion
model. Specifically, we propose a pipeline that first generates
2D HOI videos from the 3D object and then lifts them into 3D
to generate 4D HOI samples. Once we generate diverse 4D
HOI samples on various target objects, we train our DAViD,
where we present a method based on the Low-Rank Adapta-
tion (LoRA) module for pre-trained human motion diffusion
model (MDM) and an object pose diffusion model with hu-

man pose guidance. Our motion diffusion model is extended
for multi-object interactions, demonstrating the advantage
of our pipeline with LoRA for combining the concepts of ob-
ject usage. Through extensive experiments, we demonstrate
our DAViD outperforms the baselines in generating human
motion with HOIs.

1. Introduction

Humans effortlessly know how to appropriately utilize
objects to achieve their goals in a given environment. This
knowledge, also known as affordance [22], encapsulates a
comprehensive understanding of how humans interact with
specific objects. This affordance should consider not only
the patterns such as contact, orientation, and position appear-
ing in Human-Object Interaction (HOI) at a specific time
instance but also the dynamic movements of humans and
objects during interactions. For example, even when posi-
tioned directly behind the shopping cart, holding its handle
and facing forward, we push the shopping cart ahead instead
of lifting it up. Learning such affordances informs agents
about how humans use objects and helps them act proactively
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within their environments, making it crucial in the fields of
robotics and AI. Given its importance, numerous studies on
learning affordances [3, 11–14, 16, 38, 42, 52, 55, 57, 61–
65, 71, 72, 75, 78, 79, 84, 92, 93, 97, 112, 120–122] ap-
peared.

However, previous studies on affordance learning fo-
cus on patterns that occur in static HOIs. Some studies
infer affordances in a given static context (typically pro-
vided as images) through contact on 2D images [4, 48],
3D humans [90, 109], and 3D objects [108, 109]. Oth-
ers [27, 39] represent affordances as a distribution by ag-
gregating patterns from various generated static HOI sam-
ples. While recent studies generate human motions including
HOI [49, 50, 70, 104, 106, 107] and Human-Scene Interac-
tion (HSI) [100, 104, 111], they focus on limited human
motions (e.g., stand and sit or pick and place) regardless
of the object categories, which lack in capturing dynamic
patterns appearing during real-world HOIs, which differ sig-
nificantly depending on the object category.

In this paper, we introduce Dynamic Affordance, a novel
type of affordance that models dynamic patterns in HOIs.
The motivation for this concept arises from the observation
that there are not only static patterns but also tendencies in
the movements of both humans and objects over time during
HOI. For instance, as shown in Fig. 2, we typically push
a shopping cart and pull a suitcase while walking forward.
We rarely lift the handles of the shopping cart and suitcase
vertically. However, traditional studies based on static affor-
dance (e.g., relative position, contact) do not fully capture
how humans interact with objects over time. We address
this by training our DAViD which models the distribution of
dynamic movements for both a human and an object during
HOIs. Importantly, as we focus on modeling HOI motion
depending on the object category, we treat human motion
interacting with a specific object as a single concept and
generate human motion faithful to that concept. To achieve
this, we extend the human motion space by attaching Low-
Rank Adaptation (LoRA) to a pre-trained motion diffusion
model (MDM). Then, by modeling the remaining object
motion space conditioned by human motion using a score-
based diffusion model, we finally construct our Dynamic
Affordance.

To train our DAViD, we need a dynamic human-object
pair dataset involving diverse interactions. While most ex-
isting 3D HOI datasets provide dynamic sequences, they
only focus on specific object categories [35, 98, 115]
(i.e., chair, ball), captured by marker-based capture meth-
ods [19, 29, 86, 118] which are difficult to scale. Further-
more, most existing datasets are captured in lab-controlled
environments [5, 34, 40], making it challenging to obtain
HOI data for various object categories. Our key observa-
tion for this is that a pre-trained video generation model
can represent dynamic patterns of object usage in the form

Figure 2. Dynamic Patterns in HOI. People show dynamic pat-
terns during HOI. Pre-trained video diffusion model has the knowl-
edge of the dynamic patterns.

of videos. As shown in Fig. 2, the pre-trained video gen-
eration models already know how to generate videos with
plausible dynamic patterns (e.g., pushing a shopping cart,
pulling a suitcase). However, leveraging a pre-trained video
generation model to learn Dynamic Affordance presents two
challenges: (1) the generated video should include HOI with
an object that is geometrically identical to the given 3D ob-
ject, and (2) both human and object motions in the video
should be uplifted into a common 3D space. To address
these challenges, we propose a Canny Edge [8] guided HOI
image generation combined with an uplifting pipeline based
on 2D correspondences.

We validate the efficacy of our approach by learning Dy-
namic Affordance on 30 3D object meshes from diverse
categories, gathered from multiple sources [2, 5, 10, 34, 39,
60, 105]. We compare our Dynamic Affordance against exist-
ing methods [49] on the FullBodyManipulation dataset [49],
showing that our model using synthetic samples, outper-
forms competitors on generating human motion including
HOI. Additionally, we verify the advantage of Dynamic
Affordance on generating human motion with multi-object
interaction by training diffusion models using Dynamic Af-
fordance. We will release the results and our source code.

In summary, our main contributions are summarized as:
(1) we introduce a new type of affordance named Dynamic
Affordance, which captures the distribution of both human
motion and human conditioned object pose during interac-
tions; (2) we propose a pipeline to generate diverse 4D HOI
samples from 3D object mesh without laborious capturing;
(3) we present a method for modeling the dynamic move-
ments of humans in HOI as a single concept using LoRA
and highlight its advantages in generating HOI motions that
interact with multiple objects.

2. Related Work

Reasoning Visual Affordance. Affordance is a concept
defined by Gibson [22] as the set of possible interactions
that an agent can perform within an environment. As the
concept narrows to the primary agent (or humans) and the
specific interaction target (or objects), the area of learning
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affordance mainly focuses on HOI. Specifically, followed
by the intuition that the visual geometry of an object is
closely related to its functionality, many studies leverage
visual cues to reason about object’s affordance. The stud-
ies are subdivided into various areas, including affordance
classification [42, 57, 72, 79, 84, 92, 93], affordance de-
tection [3, 12, 16, 61, 63–65, 78], and affordance segmen-
tation [13, 38, 55, 75]. Such traditional studies on affor-
dance infer affordance for the given context (mostly pro-
vided as images), as a form of action labels [7, 32, 46],
and contact regions in 2D [4, 48] or 3D [90, 108]. Later
studies model static HOI patterns (e.g., contact) during in-
teractions [15, 27, 39], going beyond the understanding of
individual HOI situations. Recent studies synthesize human
motion including HOI [50, 70, 100, 104, 106, 107, 111],
showing potential to learn dynamic HOI patterns, but they
focus on a text-driven approach, generating quite consistent
human motions regardless of object categories (e.g., drag-
ging a chair, holding a backpack). In contrast, our method
focuses on learning dynamic HOI patterns of objects, ob-
servable in real-world HOIs.

Learning from Synthesized Data. Generative models such
as GANs [23] and diffusion models are used as a strategy
to address the problem of insufficient real-world data in
many fields. Starting from augmentation [31, 66, 89, 103],
synthetic datasets are widely used in vision area including
segmentation [59, 91, 117], classification [9, 56, 87], shape
reconstruction [68], and neural rendering [28, 116]. While
data synthesis is a powerful technique that can be applied in
many fields, the important thing to consider when learning
from generated data is how reliable the generated data is
compared to real-world data. Recently, few studies in the
HOI field [27, 39] leverage pre-trained 2D diffusion model
to generate 2D HOI images, demonstrating the reliability
of synthetic data to learn affordance knowledge. While
following the approaches, we focus on learning dynamic
patterns during HOI rather than learning static patterns.

Learning Concepts in Diffusion Models. Concept learn-
ing, also known as concept customization, is a strategy to
extend the space of the pre-trained model to understand spe-
cific concepts (e.g., subjects, styles). Some studies tune the
embeddings [21, 95] corresponding to a given concept in
a pre-trained diffusion model, while others [44, 76] tune
both the model weights and embeddings together. Re-
cently, LoRA [33], originally used in large language models
(LLMs), shows impressive results in producing images well
aligned to the given concept [77], leading to an increase
of attempts [26, 80, 82] to use LoRA for concept learning.
Such concepts can be provided in various forms, including
images [24, 51, 53, 119], videos [26, 102], and audios [96].
However, concept learning in fields beyond images, video,
and audio is relatively less explored. We apply LoRA to
the human motion space of pre-trained MDM [88] to learn

the dynamic patterns displayed in HOI as a single concept,
extending the original human motion space in terms of HOI.

3. Method
Our approach aims to learn the dynamic affordance of

a target object from synthetically generated 2D videos via
a video diffusion model [1]. In the first stage, we generate
diverse 4D HOI samples given a 3D object mesh of the
target (Sec. 3.1). Then, our method models the collected 4D
HOI samples into our DAViD, which consists of (1) a motion
diffusion model to synthesize feasible human motions related
to the target object along with LoRA, and (2) an object pose
diffusion model to synthesize dynamic object motions paired
with the synthesized human motion (Sec 3.2). An overview
of our method is shown in Fig. 3.

3.1. 4D HOI Sample Generation

Our pipeline begins with a 3D mesh input for the target
object and produces diverse 2D HOI videos showing how a
person interacts with (or uses) the target object.
2D HOI Video Synthesis. Given an input 3D object mesh,
we render it from multiple views using cameras {Πc}Cc=1.
For the intrinsic parameters, we follow the perspective cam-
era model of the world-grounded human mesh recovery
method [81] which is used in our 3D lifting process, so that
we can have a consistent camera setup. For the extrinsic pa-
rameters (camera viewpoints) {Rc, tc}Cc=1, we consider di-
verse commonly observable viewpoints for each object type
(either ground-placed object or portable) with default object
pose {Ro, to}, similar to the previous approach, ComA [39].
Specifically, for the relatively stationary ground-placed ob-
ject (e.g., motorcycle), we consider horizontal viewpoint vari-
ations centered on the target object, while for the portable ob-
jects (e.g., trumpet), we render from the sampled viewpoint
within a range. The object type is automatically inferred via
a vision-language model [67], by querying with the rendered
image with a query prompt, “Is the object plausible to be on
the ground while it is being used?”.

After rendering the object, we synthesize a realistic hu-
man that naturally interacts with the rendered 2D object via
an off-the-shelf pre-trained 2D diffusion model [45]. Un-
like the previous approaches [39, 43, 110] for a similar goal
that uses inpainting by providing a mask region where the
inpainting model to fill, we synthesize the entire image via
ControlNet [114], conditioning on the edge cues of rendered
object [8]. Our primary motivation for this strategy is to
synthesize not only plausible human-object interaction for
the given object viewpoint but also the realistic background
scene, which is important for 3D lifting, while preserving
the pose and shape of the rendered object.

Once we synthesize HOI images for the target object
from many views, we refine the generated 2D HOI images
by manually filtering out low-quality or undesirable ones. As
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Figure 3. Overview. Our method consists of two parts: (1) Generating 4D HOI Samples and (2) Learning Dynamic Affordance from
Generated 4D HOI Samples. First, we create 2D HOI videos, and generate 4D HOI samples with our uplifting pipeline. Then, the generated
4D HOI samples are used to train DAViD, learning the patterns of human motion and human pose conditioned object pose.

we only need a few-shot sample set to train our LoRA, this
process requires minimal human effort, taking approximately
three minutes per category.

Finally, we synthesize corresponding 2D HOI videos
{Vd}Nd=1 from the 2D HOI images {Id}Nd=1 by using a pre-
trained image-to-video generation model [1] with the same
text prompt used for generating images. It is noted that our
synthesized 2D HOI videos have advantages over in-the-wild
2D real videos, which is crucial for 4D HOI sample gener-
ation: (1) our HOI videos contain diverse views and HOI
scenarios for the known target 3D object, and (2) we know
the corresponding camera parameters and the 3D object pose
of the initial frame of the video.
Uplifting for 4D HOI Sample Generations. To uplift
human motions into 3D from the synthesized 2D videos, we
use an off-the-shelf world-grounded human motion recovery
models, GVHMR [81] and TRAM [99], denoted as Fhuman.
We use GVHMR as the default method for module Fhuman
except in the scenarios where human translation occurs with-
out walking motions (e.g., riding a motorcycle). In such
cases, we use TRAM [99] instead, as GVHMR [81] typi-
cally fails to predict plausible camera motion under these
conditions. Therefore,

Fhuman(Vd) = {θfi
d ,βfi

d ,Rfi
d , tfid ,Rfi

cam,d, t
fi
cam,d}

F
i=1, (1)

where fi is a superscript indicating that the term represents

the value at the i-th frame, θfi
d ∈ R63×3, βfi

d ∈ R10, Rfi
d ∈

SO(3), tfid ∈ R3 are the predicted SMPL-X [69] human pose,
shape, root joint’s rotation, and translation for i-th frame,
respectively. The Rfi

cam,d ∈ SO(3), tficam,d ∈ R3 are the
rotation, and translation of estimated camera Πfi

d . Note that
all of the parameters are defined in a world coordinate and
we use default head and hand poses for the SMPL-X [69].

To obtain the remaining object motion, we first transform
the default object pose with a transformation that transforms
the camera used for object rendering to match the estimated
camera Πf1

d in 3D space as follows:

Rf1
o†

= Rf1
cam,d

(
Rγ(d)

)−1
Ro (2)

tf1
o†

= Rf1
cam,d

(
Rγ(d)

)−1
(to − tγ(d)) + tf1cam,d, (3)

where γ(·) is the function that maps the index of the 2D
HOI image to the index of the camera from which it is
rendered. Rf1

o†
, tf1

o†
are each of the transformed object rotation

and translation which is aligned with the first frame of the
generated 2D HOI video. This is possible only for the first
frame since the relative pose between camera and object
used for object rendering corresponds only to the generated
2D HOI image, which is the first frame of the 2D HOI
video. Our intuition for determining the object’s pose for
later frames is to find the corresponding points of the object
among 2D video frames, obtaining cues for the 3D pose of
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the object. We first identify the 3D object vertices vo,3D ∈
Rno×3 that are visible from the camera in the first frame Πf1

d

by using raycasting [74]. For corresponding 2D rendered
points vf1

o,2D = Πf1
d (vo,3D) ∈ Rno×2 of the visible 3D object

vertices vo,3D , we utilize a 2D correspondence estimator [36,
37] to obtain the 2D corresponding points {vfi

o,2D}Fi=2 in the
remaining video frames. As we have the 3D object vertices
and the corresponding 2D matching points for each frame,
we compute the camera poses for each frame with respect to
the fixed object pose {Rf1

o†
, tf1

o†
} using Perspective-n-Points

(PnP) [20, 47] as follows:

{Rfi
rel, t

fi
rel} = PnP(vfi

o,2D,vo,3D). (4)

Using the estimated camera pose Πfi
d in world coordinate, we

obtain the final object poses for each frame, {Rfi
o†
, tfi

o†
}Fi=1

using the camera pose computed via PnP [20, 47] and apply-
ing a reverse transformation as follows.

Rfi
o†

= Rfi
cam,d

(
Rfi

rel

)−1

Rf1
o†

(5)

tfi
o†

= Rfi
cam,d

(
Rfi

rel

)−1

(tf1
o†

− trel) + tficam,d. (6)

Resolving Scale-Depth Ambiguity. Although we uplift
human motion and object motion into a common 3D space,
they are positioned along the rays so that their projections
are matched to the 2D rendering, without considering their
actual depth locations due to the scale-depth ambiguity. To
resolve the ambiguity, we optimize the scale of the human
(sh) and object (so) in the camera direction using (1) a weak
depth cue from the depth map, and (2) a contact cue from the
object movement assumption. The loss term of weak depth
cue is defined as follows:

Lh =
∥∥∥(sh(vh,3D − tf1h,d) + tf1h,d

)
− Ph,3D

∥∥∥2
2

(7)

Lo =
∥∥∥(so(vo,3D − tf1o,d) + tf1o,d

)
− Po,3D

∥∥∥2
2
, (8)

where vh,2D ∈ Rnh×2 , vh,3D ∈ Rnh×3 are visible 2D and
3D vertices of SMPL-X [69] in Id computed similarly as
vo,2D, vo,3D, and Ph,3D, Po,3D are 3D point cloud generated
by projecting 2D metric depths (computed by metric depth
model [6]) of vh,2D vo,2D into 3D space. Note that tf1h,d ∈
Rnh×3, tf1o,d ∈ Rno×3 are expanded matrices of tf1cam,d ∈ R3,
where each row of tf1h,d, t

f1
o,d is the same as tf1cam,d. The loss

term of the contact cue is defined as follows:

LHOI = dn(PH ,PO) (9)

PH = sh(VH − tf1H,d) + tf1H,d (10)

PO = so(VO − tf1O,d) + tf1O,d, (11)

where dn(Px,Py) is the average distance of the n closest
points of Py to Px, and VO ∈ RNo×3, VH ∈ RNh×3 are

point clouds consist of every vertex of object and human.
Note that n is a hyperparameter that varies across categories,
and tf1H,d ∈ RNh×3, tf1O,d ∈ RNo×3 are also expanded matri-
ces of tf1cam,d ∈ R3 where each row of tf1H,d, t

f1
O,d is the same

as tf1cam,d. Assuming that the object requires contact with
the human to have movement, we set the loss to encourage
the human and object to have contact points. We optimize
the scale sh, so to obtain s∗h, s∗o by minimizing total loss as
follows:

Ltotal = Lh + Lo + LHOI (12)

As the original scale of human motion output by
GVHMR [81] is already matched to real-world scale, we
keep the scale of the human fixed and adjust the scale of
the object by a factor of s∗o/s

∗
h. Since we use a perspective

camera, the depth is also adjusted by the same ratio.

3.2. Learning Dynamic Affordance

Given the diverse dynamic 4D HOI samples we synthe-
sized from a target 3D object, we pursue to build a generative
motion model to learn the dynamic patterns of human and
the target object. To learn such affordance, we propose
DAViD, which consists of (1) LoRA [33] module to leverage
a pre-trained MDM [88], and (2) human-conditioned object
pose diffusion model. Our DAViD models both the distribu-
tion of human motion, and the distribution of object poses
conditioned on human poses, enabling to generate diverse
4D HOI motion samples within the distributions.
LoRA Module for MDM. To learn the patterns of hu-
man motion interacting with a specific object, we insert a
LoRA [33] layer into a pre-trained MDM [88] model and
train the layer for each object. By choosing LoRA [33],
we learn human motion patterns that are unseen in the pre-
trained model, even with a small amount of training data.
More interestingly, we find that by merging the trained
LoRA [33] layers, it is possible to combine multiple human
motion patterns during HOIs with a single model, which is
previously unseen in the data samples.

In practice, we first consider the human motion part
only without the object parts from 4D HOI samples pre-
viously generated, and preprocess the motion data following
the method of HumanML3D [25], obtaining the training
data of human joints denoted as j ∈ RF×22×3. Then, the
LoRA [33] layer is added to the multi-head attention layer of
the transformer encoder block in text-conditioned MDM [88]
as shown in Fig. 3, and trained with the following joint re-
covery loss function.

L(∆ϕ) = Ej0,t∥j0 −Mϕ+∆ϕ(jt, t, c)∥22, (13)

where ϕ is the original weight of pre-trained MDM [88]
denoted as M, and ∆ϕ is the weight of our LoRA [33] mod-
ule we want to obtain. For the training text prompt, we use

5



Figure 4. Qualitative Results. DAViD models the dynamic patterns of both a human and an object for various object categories. We
visualize HOI motions for various objects generated by our DAViD, where frames are visualized in temporal order. The results show that our
method effectively models the dynamic patterns emerging in HOIs.

automatically simplified text compared to the original used
in 2D HOI image generation. See supplementary material
for the detailed process.
Human Conditioned Object Pose Diffusion. Once we
synthesize a plausible human motion, we then add a corre-
sponding 3D object motion. As humans are the driving force
behind an object’s movement, the motion of the object is
inherently conditioned on the human’s motion. Specifically,
we observe that the human pose at a specific timeframe is
closely correlated to the object pose at the same time in-
stance. Based on this intuition, we first (1) train a diffusion
model that generates object poses conditioned on human
poses, and then (2) provide smoothness guidance at infer-
ence time for the human motion condition, which we named
Smoothness Guidance Sampling (SGS). In practice, we first
sample 1024 vertices from the T-pose of SMPL-X [69] using
Poisson disk sampling [58]. For the sampled indices, we
normalize each frame of the generated 4D HOI sample by
adjusting the translation so that the mean of the sampled
human vertices aligns with the origin, and rotate the root
orientation to align with z-axis of the world coordinate. Note
that this transformation is applied to both the human and
the object. A pair of the SMPL-X [69] body pose parame-
ters θ ∈ R21×3 and the normalized object pose p ∈ R3×4

(consists of rotation and translation) is used for training our
diffusion model. Using the dataset, our objective is to learn
model Ψ which outputs the score function of conditional

object pose distribution for all noise level t.

Ψ(p, t|θ) = ∇p log p(pt|θ) (14)

According to Pascal et al. [94], the objective can be achieved
by minimizing the following loss function.

L = Et∼U(ϵ,1)λ(t)Ep,t

∥∥∥∥Ψθ(pt, t|θ)−
p0 − pt

σ(t)2

∥∥∥∥2
2

(15)

σ(t) = σmin

(
σmax

σmin

)t

, (16)

where σmin = 0.1, σmax = 50 are hyperparameters about
noise perturbation. For the detailed structure of our score
model, we follow the architecture of GenPose [113]. After
training the conditional object pose diffusion model, we pro-
pose a simple but powerful technique to generate motion-like
trajectories of the object at inference time called Smooth-
ness Guidance Sampling (SGS). We estimate the object pose
sequence pf1:fF ∈ RF×3×4, which is conditioned on the
body pose sequence θf1:fF ∈ RF×21×3. Instead of being
guided solely on the estimated score from the model, we add
a smoothness guidance term into the Probability Flow (PF)
ODE [83] as follows:

dpf1:fF

dt
= −σ(t)σ̇(t)Ψ(pf1:fF , t,θf1:fF )

+SGS(pf1:fF
t ),

(17)
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where SGS(pf1:fF
t ) is the gradient of recovered p̂f1:fF

0 ∈
RF×3×4 from the given noise level of object pose on follow-
ing smoothness loss.

Ls(p̂
f1:fF
0 ) =

∥∥∥p̂f2:fF
0 − p̂

f1:fF−1

0

∥∥∥2
2

(18)

Note that we utilize RK45 ODE solver [17] for figuring out
the ODE trajectory. SGS allows to find temporally smooth
object pose trajectories while sampling each frame-wise pose
in trained distribution.

4. Experiments
In this section, we conduct experiments to evaluate the

efficacy of our method. In Section 4.3, we show various gen-
erated dynamic 3D HOI samples, demonstrating the efficacy
of DAViD on learning dynamic patterns, and in Section 4.4,
we conduct a quantitative comparison with other baselines.
Finally, in Section 4.5, we introduce an application which
shows the potential of our pipeline.

4.1. Datasets

For qualitative evaluation, we consider 30 input 3D object
meshes from various sources, obtained from BEHAVE [5],
InterCap [34], ShapeNet [10, 60], SAPIEN [105], FullBody-
Manipulation Dataset [49], and SketchFab [2]. For quantita-
tive evaluation, we use FullBodyManipulation Dataset [49],
which consists of the motion of both humans and objects.
As our goal is to learn dynamic concepts of HOI using a
few shots of 4D HOI samples, we conduct evaluations on
object categories with relatively fewer long-tail interactions.
Specifically, we use the mop object for the evaluation.

4.2. Baselines and Metric

Following previous approaches on generating human mo-
tion with HOI, we evaluate the quality of our generated 4D
HOI samples against FullBodyManipulation Dataset [49]
in terms of (1) human motion, and (2) interaction quality.
Specifically, we use the state-of-the-art method of 4D HOI
sample generation, OMOMO [49] as a baseline of compari-
son. However, while the baseline generates 4D HOI samples
with object motion guidance, allowing for comparison with
ground truth, our approach uses only a 3D object as input,
making it challenging to define the ground truth of our gen-
erated samples. To address this, we evaluate the interaction
quality of the generated samples via contact patterns, which
is widely used in the area of affordance learning.

Specifically, we aggregate the contacts shown in each
frame of the generated 4D HOI sample to compute contact
scores for human joints. The contact score for each point
is computed as a possibility of contact during the HOI. We
use mean average error (MAE) [101] and similarity score
(SIM) [85] to compare contact scores against FullBodyMa-
nipulation Dataset [49]. For the human joints, as we use

Figure 5. Combining Concepts. Human motion concept learned
by our LoRA can be combined with original knowledge of pre-
trained MDM.

the output format of SMPL-X [69] (with the default hand
pose) instead of the baseline’s SMPL [54], we only consider
the contact possibility of wrist joints which have structurally
the same position. To remove the bias of the left and right
hand, we add the possibility of contact of both wrist joints
to construct the final contact score. Additionally, to assess
human motion quality, we measure Foot Sliding (FS) [30]
and foot height Hfeet in centimeters (cm).

4.3. Qualitative Results

4D HOI Generation for Various Objects. Different from
previous studies, we leverage the knowledge of a pre-trained
video diffusion model, which allows to learn dynamic pat-
terns of HOI for unbounded object categories objects. Fig. 4
visualizes the HOI motion for various objects generated by
our DAViD. The frames are visualized in temporal order.
The results show that our method effectively models the
dynamic patterns naturally emerging in HOIs. In Fig. 4 (a)
and Fig. 4 (b), we observe that the human pose and the rel-
ative position of the object are well modeled in relatively
static HOI scenarios. In cases with more dynamic human
motion, we find that various interaction patterns, including
pulling−Fig. 4 (c), pushing−Fig. 4 (h), lifting−Fig. 4 (g),
and holding−Fig. 4 (f) are well aligned with the typical use
of objects of humans. Also, we can observe that our method
can effectively capture complex human motions and their
corresponding object motions, such as back and forth move-
ment, as shown in Fig. 4 (e) and Fig. 4 (j). Importantly,
unlike previous studies where motion translation typically
resulted from walking, we observe that our model effectively
captures cases of translation changes without foot movement,
as shown in Fig. 4 (d) and Fig. 4 (h).
Combining Multiple Concepts. As we model dynamic
patterns of human motion using LoRA [33] on a pre-trained
MDM [88], the existing knowledge of MDM [88] can be
combined with the newly learned concepts of human mo-
tion. Fig. 5 shows the result of combining the directional
concept from the pre-trained MDM [88] with the motion of
using a motorcycle, which we learned through LoRA [33].
Specifically, we use text prompts such as “A person turns
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Figure 6. Ablation on SGS. SGS finds a smooth path that connects
framewise plausible object poses at inference, increasing the plau-
sibility of object motion.

Methods Hfeet(×100) ↓ FS↓ CSIM ↑ CMAE ↓

Ours 0.809 0.64 0.386 0.0654
OMOMO [49] 1.52 2.68 0.273 0.113

Table 1. Quantitative Results. We evaluate the quality of gener-
ated HOI motion against FullBodyManipulation Dataset.

left riding a motorcycle”. Even without annotating direction
knowledge during LoRA [33] tuning, we can combine our
human motion concepts with the directional knowledge from
the original MDM [88] to generate plausible HOI motion
involving a motorcycle with change of direction.
Ablation on Smoothness Guidance Sampling. To ver-
ify the efficacy of our SGS, we conduct an ablation study.
Fig. 6 shows six continuous frames of HOI motion with
a shopping cart, along with an overlay of consequent two
frames. Without SGS, object poses are independently com-
puted for the human pose, causing motion jitters between
adjacent frames and reducing the plausibility of the motion,
as shown in Fig. 6 (a). In contrast, with our SGS, the gener-
ated HOI motion shows relatively smooth as shown in Fig. 6
(b). This shows the importance of SGS as it finds a path
that continuously connects plausible object poses for each
frame, creating a motion that is both frame-wise plausible
and temporally smooth.

4.4. Quantitative Results

To verify the efficacy of our trained DAViD, we com-
pare OMOMO and ours on the FullBodyManipulation
Dataset [49]. We compare the quality of HOI motion gen-
erated by OMOMO, trained on the FullBodyManipulation
Dataset with ours generated from DAViD, which is trained
using synthetic 4D HOI samples. Specifically, we gen-
erate 50 HOI motions per category using DAViD, while
OMOMO [49] generates HOI motions in the same quantity
as the test dataset in the FullBodyManipulation Dataset [49].
For evaluating human quality, we compute the FS and Foot

Figure 7. Generating Multi-Object Interaction. Two human
motion concepts learned by our LoRA is combined to generate
multi-object interaction.

Height for each sample and then average them. As shown in
Tab. 1, the quality of our human motion outperforms the base-
line, indicating that our synthetic data is reliable enough to
be comparable with real-world capture data. We demonstrate
the effectiveness of our approach to learning from the syn-
thetic data as it is easy to scale for various object categories.
For evaluating interaction quality, we follow OMOMO [49]
which focuses on comparing hand contact. We compute the
hand contact score for both ours and baseline, and evaluate
how similar these scores are to the hand contact score in the
test set of FullBodyManipulation Dataset [49]. As shown
in Tab. 1, the hand contact in our HOI motion accurately
models the contact shown in the dataset than the baseline.
According to the result, we demonstrate that our uplifting
pipeline effectively decides spatial relations between humans
and objects considering human-object contact, and conse-
quently, DAViD well models the contact patterns.

4.5. Application

As we learn human motion concepts using LoRA of the
pre-trained MDM, it is possible to generate HOI motions
with multi-object interactions by combining two different
concepts. Specifically, we merge two separately trained
LoRA parameters into the original network by a weighted
summation, combining the two concepts into a single net-
work. In practice, we assign the same weight value of 0.65
to each network parameter for summation. After merging
the two LoRA models, we first generate human motion using
the combined network, and then use this as a condition for
the object pose diffusion model, obtaining each object’s pose
sequence through SGS. Fig. 7 shows the result of combining
two separately learned human motion concepts: one using a
scooter and the other using an umbrella. We observe that the
generated result shows plausible motion while satisfying the
dynamic patterns of each object’s usage (e.g., holding for the
umbrella, riding for the scooter). By generating multi-object
interactions through a simple plug-and-play approach with
LoRA layers, we demonstrate the advantages of using LoRA
to learn human motion concepts in HOI.
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5. Discussion
In this paper, we present a method to learn an affordance

called Dynamic Affordance and our framework DAViD
which models it, addressing that there exists not only static
patterns (e.g., contact, spatial relation) but also dynamic pat-
terns in HOIs. While obtaining a 4D HOI dataset including
diverse objects is challenging, we observe that the video
diffusion model has prior knowledge of the dynamic patterns
for general objects. Compared to learning affordance from
videos generated from text-to-video models, our pipeline,
which first renders the 3D object to generate HOI images
and then uses an image-to-video model, has the advantage
of lifting affordances in video into 3D space. Using the
4D HOI samples generated through our lifting pipeline, we
train DAViD, which consists of (1) the LoRA module of
MDM for learning human motion patterns and (2) an ob-
ject pose diffusion model with human pose guidance. We
qualitatively show that the 4D HOI samples generated by
DAViD effectively model the dynamic pattern of human pose
and corresponding object pose during HOIs. Quantitative
results show that our DAViD models human motion and
interactions that are more similar to real-world HOI than
the baseline. In addition, we demonstrate the advantage of
using LoRA to model the dynamic patterns of using specific
objects by generating HOI motion that include multi-object
interactions.
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A. Implementation Details
In this section, we introduce the details of our method for

modeling Dynamic Affordance. From Sec. A.1 to Sec. A.4,
we cover our first pipeline, 4D HOI Sample Generation.
Sec. A.5 and Sec. A.6 describe our second pipeline, learning
Dynamic Affordance.

A.1. Rendering Object from Multi-Viewpoints

For camera installation, we position eight perspective
cameras evenly spaced at 45◦intervals around the object
at a fixed elevation of 5◦. The radius (distance of camera
to origin) is set as a hyperparameter along with additional
adjustment of camera’s z-coordinate to ensure the object fits
within the image frame. To have a consistent camera setup
in the uplifting pipeline, we follow GVHMR [81] and set the
intrinsic parameters as follows.

K =

f 0 w/2
0 f h/2
0 0 1

 , (S.19)

where f =
√
h2 + w2 and h, w represent the height and

width of our rendering image, respectively. In practice, we
use h = 800, w = 1200 for rendering. For object installa-
tion, relatively large and stationary ground-placed objects
(e.g., motorcycles) are placed at the origin in a canonical
state, while small and portable objects (e.g., umbrellas) are
perturbed by sampling their position and rotation within a
certain range. The range of the position and rotation is set as
a hyperparameter.

A.2. Generating 2D HOI images

For the image rendered in Sec. A.1, we use the Canny
edge detector [8] to obtain structural guidance. In practice,
we use an upper threshold of 30 and a lower threshold of
25 to capture dense structures. We use the obtained Canny
edges as input of ControlNet [114] and leverage the off-
the-shelf pre-trained 2D diffusion model, FLUX [45], to
generate the 2D HOI Image. Unlike other approaches [39]
that directly use inpainting on the rendered object, main-
taining a consistent background color (e.g., white, gray),
our method generate background, offering the advantage
of aligning with the training domain of the video diffusion
model while providing motion cues to the world-grounded
HMR (e.g., if the background moves left, the subject moves
right). For specific settings, we use a classifier-free guidance
scale of 3.5, 28 inference steps, and the FlowMatchEulerDis-
crete scheduler [18] for image generation. In cases where
it is natural for a person to occlude an object (e.g., a hand
occluding the handle of a cart), strong structural guidance
can lead to the generation of implausible images. Therefore,
we set the ControlNet [114] conditioning guidance as 0.725
for the first 12 denoising steps, and 0.0 for the later steps.

We empirically find that this approach helps generating plau-
sible HOI image considering appropriate occlusion. For the
text prompt for generating images, we use a vision-language
model [67] to automatically obtain prompts that include HOI.
Specifically, we obtain the text prompt using the following
input.

Write a text prompt in two sentence. The format of
the text prompt should start with “1 person” and
should include word “{category}”. Write a de-
tailed text prompt focusing on human pose and the
interaction between “1 person” and “{category}”.
The third word of the first sentence must describe
the interaction.

We add the additional tag “, full body” at the end of the
obtained text prompt, which we find beneficial for expressing
the holistic body in image. While we know the category of
the input 3D object in many cases, we use the rendering of
the object to request a prompt if the category is not available.

A.3. Generating 2D HOI Video from 2D HOI Image

We use a pre-trained video diffusion model [1] to generate
2D HOI videos from 2D HOI images. For the text prompt,
we use the same one used for generating the 2D HOI image.
As the video diffusion model support only specific resolution
conditions, we resize both the input image and the output
video.

A.4. Lifting 2D HOI Videos to 4D HOI Samples

We detail the process of (1) computing object motion
and (2) resolving depth ambiguity which are used to lift 2D
HOI Videos into 4D HOI samples with additional figures
(Fig. S.1, Fig. S.2).
Obtaining Object Motion. We leverage an off-the-shelf
world-grounded HMR, GVHMR [81] to obtain both human
motion and the corresponding camera motion in world co-
ordinates. The core idea for obtaining the remaining object
motion is to find 2D-3D correspondences for each frame. As
we use a camera model same with GVHMR [81] for render-
ing, it is possible to transform (rotation and translation of)
the rendering camera to the first frame camera of GVHMR’s
output. Using the same transformation, we obtain the initial
(first frame) object pose aligned with the human and camera
motion. At the same time, we obtain the vertices of the ob-
ject visible in the rendered camera through raycasting [74],
and find the correspondences of 2D projection points across
the generated 2D HOI Video via video tracking [36, 37].
Through this, we establish the 2D-3D correspondences of
the vertices for each frame with known camera motion, al-
lows PnP [20, 47] to compute object pose for each frame, as
shown in Fig. S.1.
Resolving Depth Ambiguity. Even after obtaining the hu-
man motion, camera motion, and object motion aligned on
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Figure S.1. Obtaining Object Motion. We first leverage off-the-shelf world-grounded HMR to obtain human motion and corresponding
camera motion. Then, for the object vertices visible in our rendering camera, we find the 2D correspondences across the video. Using the
2D-3D correspondence of the vertices and camera pose for every frame, we compute the object pose for each frame via PnP.

Figure S.2. Resolving Depth Ambiguity. To resolve the depth ambiguity between human and object motion, we leverage weak depth
cues obtained from a metric depth model and contact cues, based on the intuition that object movement is driven by human contact. By
optimizing the human and object scales using these cues, we obtain the 4D HOI sample.

2D, the human motion and object motion do not interact with
each other in 3D space. To resolve the depth ambiguity that
occurs on perspective camera rays, we optimize the object’s
scale in the first frame using (1) weak depth cues and (2)
contact cues. First, we use a publicly available depth estima-
tion model [6] to predict the metric depth from the generated
images. As shown in Fig. S.2, the visible vertices of the
human and the object, obtained through raycasting [74] are
projected into 3D space to construct a point cloud. The MSE
distance between the human point cloud and the correspond-
ing visible 3D vertices of the human is defined as Lh, and
we define Lo similarly. Additionally, based on the intuition
that the object must be in contact with the human to have
movement, we define LHOI as the loss, calculated as the aver-
age distance of the n closest 3D vertices of the object to the
3D vertices of the human. In practice, we set n to one-third
of the total number of vertices in the object mesh. We define
the final loss as Ltotal = Lh + Lo + LHOI and optimize the
scales of the human and object, sh, and so, to obtain to s∗h,

and s∗o. To preserve the real-world scale of the human, we fix
the human scale and only adjust the object’s scale by s∗o/s

∗
h.

A.5. Network Architecture

We describe the network architecture of (1) LoRA for
MDM and (2) the Human-Conditioned Object Pose Diffu-
sion Model, which form our DAViD.
LoRA for MDM. To learn concepts through LoRA [33],
we model the concepts represented by the samples using text
prompts. To ensure that the text effectively models the con-
cepts demonstrated by the given samples, we add LoRA [33]
layers to the multi-head attention within the transformer en-
coder layer of the pre-trained MDM. Specifically, we add
four 2-layer MLPs for query, key, value, and output pro-
jection, respectively for a single transformer encoder layer,
allocating them as a space to learn additional knowledge.
We add this to all 8 transformer encoder layers stacked in
the transformer encoder.
Human Conditioned Object Pose Diffusion Model. To
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Figure S.3. Additional Qualitative Results. We showcase additional results of our method. As shown in (a), our method effectively models
the patterns during HOI. Furthermore, in (b), we present diverse samples generated from our DAViD, with each frame visualized in temporal
order.

model the conditional object pose based on the given human
pose, we design a score-based diffusion model. We encode
the object pose, timestep, and human pose using each MLP,
concatenating the feature vectors to construct the total fea-
ture. The feature is then fed into three different MLPs, which
output the scores for Rx, Ry , and T , where Rx and Ry con-
stitute the 6D rotation representation, and T represents the
translation. The overall architecture is shown in Fig. S.4.

A.6. Training Details

In this section, we describe the training details of (1)
LoRA for MDM and (2) the Human Conditioned Object
Pose Diffusion Model, which form our DAViD.
LoRA for MDM. For training the LoRA [33] layer in
the pre-trained MDM [88], we create a dataset by extract-
ing only the human motion from previously generated 4D
HOI samples and processing it following HumanML3D [25].
The number of training samples varies by object category,
ranging from 5 to 15, and we figure out that this amount is
sufficient for learning the concept of human motion through

LoRA [33]. During training, we freeze all other weights and
train only the weights of the LoRA [33] layer. As our con-
cepts are represented in the form of text, we prepare training
text prompt of (1) simplified text and (2) tag. The simplified
text is a modified version of the text prompt used earlier for
2D HOI image generation (Sec. A.2), formatted as “A person
{action} {category},” while the tag represents the category
of an object. For each training sample, one of the two text
prompts is assigned for training. We train a total of 500 to
3000 steps (depending on categories) using the Adam [41]
optimizer with a learning rate of 1× 10−4 without decay.

Human Conditioned Object Pose Diffusion Model. For
training human conditioned object pose diffusion model,
we extract pairwise human pose and object pose from each
frame of the 4D HOI Sample and use them as training data.
The number of data samples used varies by object category,
ranging from 765 to 2, 295. For human poses, we find that us-
ing the SMPL-X [69] body pose parameters θ ∈ R21×3 pro-
duces qualitatively better results compared to using canon-
icalized point clouds used in GenPose [113]. To achieve
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Figure S.4. Architecture of Human Conditioned Object Pose Diffusion Model. We design a diffusion model that generates a plausible
object pose for interacting with a given human pose. Each object pose, time step, and human pose are encoded by MLP. The concatenated
features then pass through different MLPs, producing an object pose output consisting of 6D rotation and translation.

this, we replaced the PointNet++ [73] encoder with 3-layer
MLP. We train total of 1000 to 5000 steps (depending on
categories) using the Adam [41] optimizer with a learning
rate of 5× 10−3 and a weight decay of 0.99.

B. Experimental Details

B.1. Additional Qualitative Results

We showcase additional qualitative results in Fig. S.3.
In Fig. S.3(a), we show the results of training DAViD on
additional object categories. As shown in the examples of the
trumpet and cello, our method effectively models the relative
position and orientation between human and the object, as
well as the dynamic patterns, when playing instruments.
Specifically, when using a trumpet, we observe a dynamic
pattern where the hands hold the trumpet and keep it near the
mouth while changing the head orientation. Similarly, when
using a cello, we observe a dynamic pattern where the cello
is positioned between the legs, and the right hand moves to
play it. Fig. S.3(b) shows the results of generating various
HOI motions using our trained LoRA [33]. Through the
results of generating various HOI motions, we demonstrate
that our LoRA [33] faithfully learns the dynamic patterns
during HOI.

B.2. Scale of the Object

As our human conditioned object pose diffusion model
generates plausible object pose for a given human pose, it
does not provide information about the object’s scale. Since
the output human of MDM and the human in the training
data both have a uniform scale of 1.0, we automatically
determine the appropriate object scale in the generated HOI
motion by sampling between the minimum and maximum
scales of objects existing in our 4D HOI Samples.

C. Limitations and Future Work
C.1. Spatial Bias on 2D HOI Image Generation

Due to the internal spatial bias of the pre-trained 2D diffu-
sion model, the model may fail to generate plausible images
when structural guidance is introduced in locations that do
not align with this bias, leading to collapse or hallucination.
For example, if an umbrella, which should be held by a hand,
is rendered at the bottom of the image and Canny edges [8]
are extracted from it to generate an image, the model may
create and use a new umbrella in a different location, rather
than in the rendered region. As a future direction, we can
consider a new form of conditional image generation that
is guided only by the structure of the given object, with-
out guidance on its location in the image. This approach is
expected to remove the human labor we used for filtering
malicious images.

C.2. Limits of Smoothness Guidance Sampling

Although our human-conditioned object pose diffusion
model is trained to generate plausible object pose during
interactions given a human pose, our smoothness guidance
sampling allows to generate plausible object motion for input
sequential human poses. In many cases, the assumption that
the object trajectory should be smooth while HOI is valid, but
in situations where the object vibrates within a small range
(e.g., when drilling a hole with an electric drill) collding
with other object, the assumption can be problematic. To
naturally model motions involving such collisions, physics
information is required, and understanding such physics
during HOI can be considered as potential future work.

C.3. Modeling Dexterous Hand-Object Interaction

Although we model the human with SMPL-X [69], and
recent 2D diffusion models demonstrate impressive quality
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in representing detailed hands, the pre-trained video diffu-
sion model and 3D human estimator struggle to uplift the 2D
hand from HOI images to high-quality 4D. This hinders the
modeling of dexterous hand-object interactions in both our
4D HOI samples and the learned Dynamic Affordance. As a
future direction, we can explore separately learning the hand
patterns and merging them with the dynamic patterns we
learned, with the expectation of improving the hand quality
of the sampled HOI motion.

C.4. Concept Conflict

As we show that our LoRA [33] has an advantage for
modeling multiple concepts (e.g., combining existing knowl-
edge of pre-trained model, and combining the knowledge
of two individual LoRAs [33]), the concept conflict may ap-
pear when combining two different concepts, similar to what
occurs in image diffusion models. When the two learned
concepts show totally different human motion patterns (e.g.,
lifting a barbell, pushing a cart), we empirically observe that
the result converges into two cases: (1) a motion is interpo-
lated between two concepts, resulting implausible motion
or (2) one motion is performed followed by the other. In-
stead, when the two concepts are reasonably similar (e.g.,
holding an umbrella, riding a scooter), their motions can be
combined to generate multi-object interactions. However,
we find that the relatively less coherent patterns (e.g., the
position of the hand while riding a scooter) are removed
while combining the concepts, which is the limitation of our
application.

17


	. Introduction
	. Related Work
	. Method
	. 4D HOI Sample Generation
	. Learning Dynamic Affordance
	. Experiments
	. Datasets
	. Baselines and Metric
	. Qualitative Results
	. Quantitative Results
	. Application

	. Discussion
	. Implementation Details
	. Rendering Object from Multi-Viewpoints
	. Generating 2D HOI images
	. Generating 2D HOI Video from 2D HOI Image
	. Lifting 2D HOI Videos to 4D HOI Samples
	. Network Architecture
	. Training Details

	. Experimental Details
	. Additional Qualitative Results
	. Scale of the Object


	. Limitations and Future Work
	. Spatial Bias on 2D HOI Image Generation
	. Limits of Smoothness Guidance Sampling
	. Modeling Dexterous Hand-Object Interaction
	. Concept Conflict




