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Figure 1. Given arbitrary scene and open-domain rigged objects, A3Syn synthesizes articulation that respects the affordance and context.

Abstract

Rigged objects are commonly used in artist pipelines, as
they can flexibly adapt to different scenes and postures.
However, articulating the rigs into realistic affordance-
aware postures (e.g., following the context, respecting the
physics and the personalities of the object) remains time-
consuming and heavily relies on human labor from experi-
enced artists. In this paper, we tackle the novel problem and
design A3Syn. With a given context, such as the environ-
ment mesh and a text prompt of the desired posture, A3Syn
synthesizes articulation parameters for arbitrary and open-
domain rigged objects obtained from the Internet. The task
is incredibly challenging due to the lack of training data,
and we do not make any topological assumptions about the
open-domain rigs. We propose using a 2D inpainting dif-
fusion model and several control techniques to synthesize
in-context affordance information. Then, we develop an ef-
ficient bone correspondence alignment using a combination
of differentiable rendering and semantic correspondence.
A3Syn has stable convergence, completes in minutes, and
synthesizes plausible affordance on different combinations
of in-the-wild object rigs and scenes.

1. Introduction

Recent advancements in generative models have enabled
many applications in 3D content creation, such as syn-
thesizing static objects [23, 25, 32, 34], deformable ob-
jects [2, 24], and environments [13, 38]. As most research
focuses on creating 3D assets, the ability to utilize assets
in real-world production (e.g., gaming and artistic design)
receives less attention. In particular, we are interested in
the workflow of articulating the rigged 3D assets commonly
used in production for humans and animals. Rigged objects
are characterized by their reusability and flexibility in dif-
ferent environments compared to static assets. However,
placing these rigged objects into the scene relies heavily
on human labor and remains challenging for experienced
artists. To ensure the resulting pose is visually plausible and
both semantically and physically respects the scene geom-
etry, it often takes artists hours to manipulate tens or hun-
dreds of bones in the 3D space, which often also requires
back-and-forth tweaking across the hierarchical topology
of the rigs from different view directions. These observa-
tions incentivize automating the process of placing articu-
lated objects into the scene. It reduces the labor for valu-
able artists and allows them to add final touches if neces-
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sary, compared to synthesizing the objects from scratch that
produces finalized and unchangeable results.

The problem is non-trivial as there is no existing large-
scale 3D object-scene composition data for model training,
prohibiting intuitive solutions such as training a model to
predict the feasible articulations for arbitrary rigged objects.
In real-world applications, the rigged objects and the envi-
ronments are open sets with diverse appearances and com-
plex semantics. Their interaction produces a combinatorial
explosion; training any prior model on small-scale data will
suffer from the domain gap and lack practical value. More-
over, the rigs’ topology and joint placement do not have
a universal definition. Different artists can create different
rigs for the same creature for various personal preferences
or functionality needs. For instance, rigs supporting facial
expression and breathing motion will include extra bones. It
is non-trivial to distinguish which set of bones is necessary
while posing the articulated object, and it is also challenging
to design a model that works for arbitrary rigs that supply
different functionalities.

In this paper, we are interested in the problem of plac-
ing a rigged object into a scene with text prompt instruc-
tions, where the appearance and topology of the object
and scene can be arbitrary. The placement requires re-
specting the physical and semantic soundness of the object
in the context. This is often referred to as affordance in
robotics and computer vision. The problem requires solv-
ing the per-bone SO(3) transformations for linear blend
skinning, which is a representation commonly used in all
types of commercial rendering engines. We propose an
Affordance-Aware Articulation Synthesis framework called
A3Syn. A3Syn distills the object-scene interaction infor-
mation from prompt-conditioned 2D inpainting models pre-
trained on large-scale data. As the diffusion model is pre-
trained on large-scale open-set data to complete a part or
the whole body of the objects with a given scene and text
prompts, the model learns generalizable representations to
produce in-context objects with plausible affordance.

Despite using a generative model to solve a generative
task, challenges arise when applying a 2D foundation model
to a 3D problem: efficiency and ambiguity. For the ef-
ficiency problem, the commonly used Score Distillation
Sampling (SDS) [32] is known for its lengthy optimiza-
tion process due to stochasticity and intensive computing
due to the large number of sampling steps. We argue that
such inefficiency is especially unnecessary in our problem,
as SDS expenses a significant part of computing on texture
optimization. At the same time, the gradients toward geo-
metrical alternation are ineffective [51, 56] and maintain a
high variation. Therefore, in Sec. 3.2, we design an efficient
geometry optimization paradigm using differentiable ren-
dering and 2D-pixel correspondence. The algorithm con-
verges within a minute, compared to the hour-scale SDS

requiring high-end GPUs. For the ambiguity issue, as the
3D-to-2D projection loses the depth information, matching
the appearance of a 3D articulated object with a 2D image
reference is an ill-conditioned problem that has infinite re-
sults. A natural solution is multi-view supervision, but ex-
isting multi-view diffusion models [16, 26] fall short in our
problem as they are object-centric and supply no affordance
information. In Sec. 3.3, we propose to employ a combi-
nation of partial denoising diffusion scheduling [10] along
with grid prior [45]. The former borrows contextual infor-
mation (e.g., current object pose, object appearance, and
scene layout) that proposes slightly altered poses respect-
ing the geometry from different angles. The latter produces
cross-view 3D consistent inpainting results by exchanging
the information from various angles.
We summarize our main contributions as follow:
• We propose a novel and practical task in synthesizing af-

fordance for open-domain rigged objects. To facilitate fu-
ture research, we establish a benchmark dataset and code
templates for converting rigged objects on the Internet to
Python-programmable formats.

• We address the challenging task with a data-free frame-
work, supporting open-domain real-world rigged objects
without topology or geometric assumptions.

• Our framework features highly efficient articulation opti-
mization with low variance.

2. Related Work
Affordance. Gibson [7] defines affordance as a property
of the environment that allows the animal to interact with;
as such, it implies the complementarity between the animal
and the environment. The early works [6, 8, 17, 20, 28, 57,
58] thereby focus on analyzing the interaction between the
human and the environment from images or videos.
Data-driven affordance synthesis. As the scale of avail-
able data increases, several works [18, 43] initiate the re-
search on synthesizing the human affordance within envi-
ronments in the 2D image space. Later works [5, 11, 22,
27, 41, 42, 44, 46, 52, 53] further expand the affordance
research to 3D space. These works mainly focus on train-
ing human affordance models for human-scene interaction
with abundant established high-quality data. Another line
of work attempts to learn a non-human subject affordance
model with limited training data, such as small-scale video
data [4] and dense captures [48]. However, these works em-
ploy data-driven algorithms that require learning an affor-
dance model from domain-specific data and lack general-
ization to open-domain subjects.
Data-free affordance synthesis. Despite the early suc-
cess, the high-quality and annotated human-scene affor-
dance data still needs to be improved. Several recent works
sought for zero-shot [15, 21, 47, 56] settings that synthe-
size sophisticated human-scene or human-object interaction
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Stage 1: Single-View Initial Placement

Articulated Pose

Object Transform

Rendered Image & Dilated Mask

2D Affordance Synthesis (Sec. 3.2.1)

Rigged Object

At Rest Pose

Per-Bone Articulation

Parameters

Linear Blend
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Global Transforms

Parameters
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Mesh

Prompt: A dog climbing stairs.

Stage 2: Multi-View Fine-Grained Alignment

Cross-View Consistent Inpainting

w/ Grid Prior (Sec. 3.3.1)
Rendered Image + Dilated Mask

Context-Aware

Inpainting

w/ Partial

Denoising

Multi-View Bone Correspondence 

Alignment (Sec. 3.3.2)

Semantic

Correspondence

Coord.

Loss

Bone Correspondence 

Alignment (Sec. 3.2.2)
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Diffusion

+

VLM

Verification

Semantic
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Loss
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With Optimization

Figure 2. Overview. (Left) Our A3Syn takes four inputs: The scene geometry, a rigged object, a text prompt describes the desired articula-
tion, and an approximate location to perform the pose. The goal is to solve the object transformation and articulation parameters. (Middle)
Our first stage aims to synthesize a course proposal posture, then optimizes the single-view pixel coordinate alignment with the current
rest pose. The processing is fully and efficiently differentiable by using differentiable rendering and semantic correspondence. (Right) In
the second stage, we use a combination of grid prior and partial denoising to synthesize cross-view consistent affordance reference, then
optimizes the alignment in multiple views. In both stages, the optimization objective is equivalent to explicit 3D deformation, and we show
such an optimization has a steady convergence.

using pretrained foundation models. However, all these
approaches use human-centric prior models pretrained on
large-scale human data, such as human pose estimation (in
[15, 21, 56]), human shape estimation (in [15]), and human-
object affordance model (in [47]). They also leverage
SMPL-X [31], which is meticulously extracted from thou-
sands of 3D human scans. Moreover, leveraging the diffu-
sion model to solve human-related tasks is less challenging
than other open-domain subjects, as large-scale datasets of-
ten include substantial human data. Unfortunately, these as-
sumptions are not available in our problem setting. The sub-
jects in our setting are not only open-domain, but the rigs’
topology can be arbitrary with indefinite specifications.

3. Method
Overview. We design A3Syn compatible with the prac-
tical artist workflow, as it is a real-world challenge. The
inputs to A3Syn include four components: a text prompt Γ,
a scene mesh S, an approximal desired location p ∈ R3

within S, and a rigged 3D object C. Our framework solves
the object articulation parameters A (defines in Sec. 3.1),
and a set of global transformations T (includes translation
∈ R3, rotation ∈ R3×3, and scaling factor ∈ R). In practice,
we anticipate the users dragging and dropping the rigged
object (at rest pose) to the approximate desired location and
then providing a text-prompt description of the desired ar-
ticulation. Our algorithm will take over the remaining pos-
ing process and produce the plausible parameters A and T .

In Fig. 2, A3Syn is designed in two stages. First, in
Sec. 3.2, the single-view initial placement coarsely places
the object from a single-view guidance. Then, in Sec. 3.3,

the multi-view fine-grained alignment stage finetunes the
object’s detailed posture from different angles, addressing
the depth ambiguity from a single view.

3.1. Preliminaries

Linear Blend Skinning (LBS) and articulation. We rep-
resent object articulation with linear blend skinning [14],
the most basic and commonly used formulation for di-
rect skeletal shape deformation. An articulated 3D object
C = (V,B,W ) is a collection of mesh vertices V , bones
B, and skinning weights W . The bones B is a set of nodes
organized in a hierarchical structure, representing the mod-
ifications to a parent node that will affect all its children.
Each bone is a control node that users can operate on. They
typically control the relative position with the fixed-distance
rotation. The skinning weights W ∈ R|V |×|B| define the
weighting factor of how a transformation in each bone will
affect the location of all vertices. As a displacement (i.e., ar-
ticulation) is applied to a bone, two things will happen: (a)
the articulation also displaces all its children, and (b) all
the vertices receive a weighted transformation based on the
skinning weights. In this work, we aim to solve the articula-
tion parameters defined as a set of SO(3) rotations for each
bone, denoted as A ∈ R|B|×3.
Semantic correspondence. In order to utilize the af-
fordance information synthesized by the generative model,
we use semantic correspondence [50] to associate the pixel-
level relationship between the rendered object and the syn-
thesized image. Given two images (Is, It), semantic corre-
spondence [9] was proposed to build the dense correspon-
dence between the semantically similar objects between the
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images that are not identical (e.g., a rendered dog mesh and
a realistic dog). The semantic correspondence calculation
is in two stages: feature extraction and similarity match.
Let F = Rh×w×3 7→ Rh×w×d represent a pre-trained se-
mantical feature extractor, mapping all pixel values of an
input image I into a d-dimensional feature space. We de-
note fu = F (I)u, the semantic feature of a pixel located
at u in I . Then, for a query pixel in one image Is, we de-
note its semantical feature as fsq . Its semantic corresponding
point u∗ in another image It is determined by the pixel that
maximizes the feature cosine similarity:

u∗ = arg max
u

cos
(
fsq , f

t
u

)
, (1)

where cos(·, ·) is the cosine similarity between two features.

3.2. Single-View Coarse-Grained Placement
As motivated in Sec. 1, we design a training-free framework
by leveraging the prompt-conditioned inpainting diffusion
model as the primary source of affordance information. The
process has two steps: synthesizing the affordance and ap-
plying the distilled affordance to the rigged object.

3.2.1. Affordance Synthesis With 2D Inpainting Model
We start by determining a suitable viewpoint k0 with the
best visibility of C. We sample multiple candidate cameras
surrounding C at a fixed distance. For each of the camera,
C is rasterized to an RGB image I0 and a silhouette mask
M0 with differentiable rasterization [35]. In particular, we
render two types of object silhouette masks, one with scene
and one without scene. The difference between these two
masks calculates the occlusion rate. We choose the camera
with the most extensive silhouette and the lowest occlusion
as the ideal viewpoint k0.

Since C is initially at its rest pose, its final pose af-
ter articulation will be different in position, size, rota-
tion, and posture (i.e., we solve A and T ). We signifi-
cantly dilate the silhouette mask by a radius r to reserve
the space for the inpainting model to generate different
candidate poses, resulting in an updated mask M̂0. The
prompt-based inpainting diffusion model, D, then gener-
ates multiple candidate poses using different noises, written
as Î0 = VLM(D(I0, M̂0,Γ) ). Among the generated can-
didate inpainting results, we use a Vision Language Model
(VLM) [29] to secure both the quality and whether the in-
painted image aligns with the given text prompt. We pro-
vide the details of the procedure in Supplementary.

3.2.2. Bone Correspondence
We design a novel bone correspondence mechanism to
transfer the affordance information from Î0 to the current
object posture parametrized by A. Previous works in hu-
man articulation synthesis [15, 21, 47, 56] leverage pre-
trained human models (e.g., keypoint detection and pose
estimation) to align the object pose. However, there is no

similar model for open-domain objects, mainly because the
concept of keypoint is ill-defined in such a situation. The
challenging alignment problem between two semantically
similar but different subjects is highly relevant to the se-
mantic correspondence problem (covered in Sec. 3.1). We
adopt the semantic correspondence framework to our sce-
nario and design the bone correspondence.

During rasterizing the current object to image I0, we
identify the visible foreground vertices Vfg ⊆ V , where
each vfg ∈ Vf corresponds to an image-space coordinate
ufg ∈ Ufg. For each vfg ∈ Vfg, we attribute the vertex to
a bone bfg ∈ B that has the largest skinning weights wfg,
which implies the bone will contribute the most to the dis-
placement of vertex during LBS. Written as:

bf = argmax
b={1,··· ,|B|}

wf . (2)

For each foreground coordinate ufg, we identify the seman-
tically corresponding coordinates u∗

fg in Î0 with Eq. (1).
Then, we average the semantic correspondence to obtain a
more robust prediction, obtaining the b-th bone correspon-
dence pairs (ūb, ū

∗
b) with:

ūb =
1

Nb
fg

∑
vfg∈Vfg

1{bfg = b} · ufg , (3)

ū∗
b =

1

Nb
fg

∑
vfg∈Vfg

1{bfg = b} · u∗
fg , (4)

where N b
fg is the number of vertices belonging to b-th bone

as noted in Eq. (2). The bones that are invisible to the cur-
rent view k0 are ignored. We filter outlier points with a fea-
ture cosine similarity score (in Eq. (1)) lower than a thresh-
old τ or outside a standard deviation.

Finally, we define the bone correspondence loss LBC us-
ing the computed bone correspondence between the ren-
dered image I0 and the inpainted image Î0:

LBC =
1

Nvis

|B|∑
b=1

1{N b
f > 0} · ||ūb − ū∗

b ||2, (5)

where Nvis denotes the number of bone whose N b
f > 0.

3.2.3. Bone Rotation Penalty
As defined in Sec. 3.1, the LBS bones are hierarchical,
where the rotational angle of a leaf node inherits the rota-
tion angles from all parents. Such a property makes the leaf
nodes move faster than parent nodes (often near the mass
center), overly compensating and overfitting the rotations
that parent nodes should perform. Such behavior often leads
to unnatural limb angles, as shown in Sec. 4.3. To address
this issue, we propose a hierarchical bone rotation penalty
to regularize the rotation angle by bone hierarchy level.

Let ℓb be the hierarchy level of b-th bone in B (the root
node has ℓb = 0). We define the hierarchical bone rotation
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penalty loss LRP as

LRP =
1

|B|
∑
b∈B

αℓb · ||Ab||2 , (6)

where Ab is the articulation parameter of b, and α is a hyper-
parameter re-weighting the penalty. We find that weighting
the loss with an exponential factor works well in practice.

3.2.4. The First Stage Total Loss
The total loss at this training stage is LSV = λBC · LBC +
λRP ·LRP +λSDF ·LSDF , where the λ’s are hyper-parameters
that weigh the losses. We use this objective to optimize
the learnable parameters A and T , the computational graph
is end-to-end differentiable with differentiable rasterization.
LSDF is a Signed Distance Field (SDF) loss that encour-
ages physical contact and penalizes the object penetrating
the scene. We first compute a voxel-based SDF Ψ of the
scene mesh, where each entry of the voxel records the dis-
tance to the mesh surface. The SDF loss is

LSDF =


min
v∈V

Ψ(v) , ifΨ(v) > 0∀v ∈ V∑
v∈V

∥min(Ψ(v), 0)∥1 , otherwise , (7)

where the first term encourages object-scene contact, while
the second term avoids penetration.

3.3. Multi-View Fine-Grained Alignment
The single-view alignment stage only approximates an ini-
tial pose. Such a pose suffers from depth ambiguity, which
may appear unnatural from a different viewpoint. Although
the ambiguity issue is intuitively solvable with multi-view
guidance, maintaining cross-view consistency while in-
painting multiple views is challenging. We propose to over-
come the problem with a combination of partial denoising
and grid prior [45] to secure the cross-view consistency of
the appearance and posture.

3.3.1. Partial Denoising With Grid Prior.
Starting with view selection, similar to the procedure in
Sec. 3.2.1, we scatter, rasterize, and compute the visibil-
ity of each camera. At this stage, we only filter half of
the cameras that have relatively low visibility and randomly
sample four views from the remaining cameras, correspond-
ing to images I = {I1, I2, I3, I4} and silhouette masks
M = {M1,M2,M3,M4}. As the masks are generated
with rasterization from C, the masks are strictly 3D con-
sistent. Following a similar procedure in the previous stage,
we dilate the masks to reserve space for the model to syn-
thesize appropriate articulation.

The challenges at this stage are twofold: cross-view con-
sistency and keeping the inpainting model aware of the cur-
rent object pose. To address the former problem, inspired
by [45], we utilize the grid prior to encourage the cross-
view consistency, which spatially tiles I and M into a 2×2

grid. Intuitively, the cross-view consistency is encouraged
by sharing the context across tiled image features within the
self-attention layers. For the latter issue, we want to keep
the inpainting model from synthesizing completely differ-
ent poses, which destroys the initial results obtained from
the previous stage. As a complete denoising diffusion pro-
cess synthesizes entirely new content, we alternatively only
execute a fraction of it, called partial denoising. Let T be
the total denoising steps and γ ∈ [0, 1] be the ratio of the
denoising process we want to execute. We first encode the
tiled I back to the latent space with the encoder of the la-
tent diffusion model. We add the noise at the denoising time
step T ∗ γ (the noise level depends on the denoising sched-
uler) to recreate the noisy latent at the corresponding time
step. By completing the remaining denoising steps with the
noisy latent, the tiled M and the text prompt Γ, we obtain
the final inpainted images {Î1, · · · , Î4}. We show the effect
of grid prior in Sec. 4.3.

3.3.2. Multi-view bone correspondence.
Similar to Sec. 3.2.2, we use bone correspondence loss to
distill the affordance information from {Î1, · · · , Î4}. How-
ever, the cross-view consistency from the grid prior is ap-
proximated in the 2D space; it still sometimes remains con-
tradictory in the actual 3D space when the sampled cameras
are distant apart. Therefore, in addition to simply comput-
ing a per-view bone correspondence loss, we improve the
robustness of the loss with a loss threshold ϵt to exclude
anomalous loss values. The multi-view version of the bone
correspondence loss LMVBC is

LMVBC =
1

Nvalid

4∑
m=1

1{Lm
BC < ϵt} · Lm

BC, (8)

where m is the index of the view, Lm
BC is the single-view

bone correspondence loss at view km, and Nvalid is the num-
ber of Lm

BC lower than ℓt.

3.3.3. The Second Stage Total Loss
Our multi-view refinement loss function is LMV = λMVBC ·
LMVBC + λRP · LRP + λSDF · LSDF , where the λ’s are loss
weighting hyper-parameters. Similar to the first stage, we
optimize A and T with gradient descent.

3.3.4. Iterative Refinement
As we design the multi-view refinement stage aware of the
current state of the object posture, we can iteratively ap-
ply the same process to refine the articulation from differ-
ent views To ensure the algorithm converges to a terminal
state, we gradually reduce the synthesis freedom of the dif-
fusion model (controlled by γ) at each iteration. We found
that running three rounds of iterative refinement is sufficient
to reach a stable final state. Such an iterative refinement is
entirely optional. In Fig. 6, we show the first iteration of
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Jumping down from a
wooden chair to the ground.

Running on a
wooden bridge.

Climbing stairs.

Climbing a tree.

Scene + Prompt View 1 View 2 View 1 View 2 View 1 View 2

Figure 3. The affordance-aware articulation synthesized with our A3Syn. For each scene-prompt-location composition, we use three
different objects to show that our algorithm can adapt to arbitrary open-domain objects, maintain the physical soundness, and be aware of
the object semantics (e.g., the rabbit has a different jumping posture, the cat and dog has different tail signatures). Most importantly, the
same object adapts to distinctive postures accord to different scene geometries, showing our results captures the nuance of affordance: the
complementarity between the animal and the environment [7].

multi-view alignment has nearly reached the terminal state.

4. Experiments
Datasets. We collect six rigged objects from the Inter-
net, including shiba inu, fox, horse, cow, cat and rabbit.
We establish code templates and pipelines to convert rigged
objects obtained from the Internet to python-programmable
formats. The pipeline first extracts the bone hierarchy, skin-
ning weights, and bone constraints from artist designed
rigged objects. Then, we convert the format compatible to
LBS implemented in PyTorch [30], and verify the correct-
ness of the conversion. Note that the effort is substantial,
as a lot of the objects may fail the verification due to non-
standard rigging or weight painting by amateur artists. To
facilitate future effort on collecting more rigged object data,
we will make our pipeline publicly available. We test these
objects on 3D scenes released by [21]. Combining with text
prompts varying at different positions, we gather a total of
20 object-scene interaction pairs for evaluation.
Metrics. To evaluate the semantic alignment and physical
plausibility of the results, we adopt an evaluation protocol

similar to the human-scene interaction task [21].

• CLIP score [12] measures the semantic alignment be-
tween the rendered images and prompts by comparing the
feature similarity between the image and prompt features
extracted with a pre-trained CLIP ViT-B/32 model [33].
We sample k viewpoints for each unique prompt-object-
scene composition and calculate the average.

• Non-collision score [21, 53, 54] measures the ratio of
vertices with positive SDF values from Ψ (Sec. 3.2.4),
evaluating whether the object penetrates the scene mesh.

• Contact score [21, 53, 54] measures the ratio of object-
scene pair where the object contacts with the scene mesh.
The contact is evaluated by whether any of the vertex has
a non-positive SDF value measured with Ψ.

Baseline method. As there is no previous work directly
solving our task, we implement an SDS baseline to update
the parameters. We use the publicly available StableDream-
Fusion [39] implementation. To stabilize the training and
stochasticity, we use HiFA [55] to schedule the noise level
from high to low base on the number of iterations into the
optimization. We create cameras at five different height lev-
els (i.e., 10, 25, 40, 55 and 70 degrees), with 20 equally-
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Method CLIP score (↑) Non-Collision (↑) Contact (↑)

Initial 0.291 - -
SDS 0.290 0.972 0.529
A3Syn (ours) 0.297 0.993 0.6

Table 1. Semantic correctness and physical plausibility. A3Syn
has the best performance in all metrics. Initial is the object rest
pose. CLIP score evaluates the semantic consistency; the non-
collision and contact loss measures the physical correctness be-
tween the object and scene. All metrics are the higher the better.

spacing cameras at each level pointing toward the object at
the same distance, and filter out cameras that has less than
80% visibility. The selection process typically keeps 70 to
90 cameras in the end.
Hyperparameters. We report more implementation de-
tails in Supplementary.

4.1. Qualitative Evaluation
Main results. Fig. 3 presents the results of our proposed
method across four distinct scenes, each guided by a unique
text prompt to drive the object’s interaction with the scene.
For each scene/prompt pair, we show three different objects
performing a similar postures specified by the same prompt.
The results show that our method can adapt to different
object-scene compositions, and aware of the semantic-level
affordance of different objects (e.g., the rabbit jumps differ-
ently, the tails are in different posture for dogs and cats).
We render the results in different views, showing the po-
sitioning is 3D correct without severe counter-physic be-
haviors. Our method consistently produces realistic artic-
ulations with reasonable affordance across different views,
verifying the multi-view alignment successfully demystifies
the depth ambiguity.
Comparison with SDS. Fig. 4 show the qualitative com-
parison with the baseline method implemented by SDS.
All methods use similar hyperparameters. As previous
study [51, 56] has shown that SDS is ineffective in updating
object transformation, we similarly observe that SDS is not
effective in updating the articulation parameters. Moreover,
the gradient from SDS tend to create large spikes in optimiz-
ing the object scale, forcing us to manually set the learning
rate of global transformations to 10,000 times smaller than
the articulation learning rate. On the other hand, our method
has stable convergence in all parameters, steadily follow the
affordance information supplied by the generative model,
and leading to more plausible final articulation.

4.2. Quantitative Evaluation
Tab. 1 presents the quantitative evaluation of our method
compared to initial placement (i.e., positioning the object
in a rest pose within the scene) and the SDS baseline. Our
method consistently outperforms both initial placement and

R
es

tP
os

e
SD

S
O

ur
s

Running on railing. Pushing the fence. Jumping from boat. Running on rooftop.

Figure 4. Comparisons. SDS has a limited pose change from the
rest pose, or creates unnaturally distorted limbs (e.g., the legs of
the shiba inu and rabbit). Our method produces more natural pos-
ture, while the added articulation better resembles the affordance.

w/o BR Penalty w/o MV Alignment Full (ours)

Figure 5. Ablation study. We show a sample of dog attempting to
climb tree from two views. Removing bone rotation penalty (BR)
causes unnatural limb bending, while omitting our second stage
multi-view alignment (MV) leads to floating due to single-view
depth ambiguity. Combining all methods lead to the best posture.

SDS in terms of semantic accuracy and physical plausibil-
ity. For the semantics evaluation with the CLIP score, we
observe that SDS often results in lower semantic correct-
ness, even worse than the initial placement. This indicates
the SDS-generated articulation can sometimes produce non-
sensical postures, comparing to the neutral rest pose. Mean-
while, SDS has a lower score in both non-collision and con-
tact scores, indicating the approach leads to severe penetra-
tion and floating that even the SDF loss cannot constrain.
Note that initial placement has no inherent physical mean-
ing, as it is simply positioned according to the specified ini-
tial setup. To avoid confusion for clarity, we leave these
values blank in the table.

4.3. Ablation Study & Analysis
We conduct ablation studies and analysis to evaluate the
effectiveness of our proposed pipeline in synthesizing
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(a) Ours (no learning rate decay) (b) SDS w/o learning rate decay (c) SDS w/ learning rate decay

Figure 6. Our approach provides steady convergence. We visualize the bone rotation in degrees (y axis) to optimization iterations (x
axis), each line represents a unique bone. All methods use similar hyperparameters. Our approach (no learning rate decay) has a clear
converge direction. In contrast, SDS does not have a consistent converge target, even with HiFA scheduling [55] that sets a low noise rate
by the end of optimization. Adding learning rate scheduling mitigates the issue (still unstable at end), but restricts the change in angle.
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Figure 7. Comparing inpainting strategies. Our strategy with
grid prior maintains better cross-view consistency, compared to in-
dividually inpaint each view produces inconsistent limb locations.

View 1 View 2 View 3

Figure 8. Additional out-of-domain objects. A3Syn can gener-
alize to cartoon characters with unusual appearance and geometry.

affordance-aware articulation.
Bone rotation penalty. We compare the full version of our
method with a variant that removes our proposed Bone Ro-
tation Penalty. The bone rotation penalty is designed to pre-
vent unnatural articulations as mentioned in Sec. 3.2. The
Method without this constraint results in synthesizing im-
plausible postures, as visualized in Fig. 5 (a).
Multi-view fine-grained alignment. We further vali-
date the effectiveness of the multi-view alignment stage for
aligning object positioning and pose with accurate depth.
Without updating the model through multi-view alignment
stage and relying solely on single-view guidance, the model
tends to overfit to the given viewpoint. This results in an
unnatural look in other viewpoints, as shown in Fig. 5 (b).
Consistent inpainting of partial denoising grid prior.
Fig. 7 illustrates the effectiveness of our partial denoising
grid prior strategy for achieving consistent inpainting. By

partially denoising rendered object images across multiple
viewpoints, our approach preserves accurate spatial rela-
tionships and object postures across views, leading to sta-
ble convergence during articulation synthesis. In contrast,
direct inpainting across four separate views fails to ensure
semantic coherence, potentially confusing the model and re-
sulting in sub-optimal articulation synthesis.
Convergence analysis. In Fig. 6, we show that our method
has a very stable convergence in the multi-view alignment
stage. In comparison, SDS maintains a high stochasticity in
bone placement without clear optimization directions. Con-
sidering we have adopted HiFA scheduling, meaning a low
noise rate by the end of optimization, the stochasticity re-
mains high and nondeterministic. Despite such a stochas-
ticity can be controlled with learning rate decay, but the
randomness (i.e., moving the bones back-and-forth) in opti-
mization along with learning decay significantly constrains
the degree of changes in articulation.
Out-of-domain rare objects. In Fig. 8, we examine the
limit of our framework with objects having uncommon ap-
pearance and geometry. A3Syn can still synthesize novel
postures with these abnormal examples.

5. Conclusion
We propose and tackle a practically valuable task of syn-
thesizing affordance-aware articulation for rigged objects
collected from the Internet. Different from pure object or
environment synthesis, our task involves extracting the in-
formation of potential object behaviors within an environ-
ment. The task is especially challenging with open-domain
objects, the lack of training data, and the naive approaches
are all limited by practical challenges. Our A3Syn features
solving task with a fast and steady optimization.
Future work. As the recent advancements in video syn-
thesis and increasing number of open-source video diffu-
sion models [3, 49] available, an important next step in our
research is distilling the motion in addition to the affordance
information. However, it is more challenging than only syn-
thesizing the articulation, with more information to synthe-
sis and less tools available with video diffusion models.
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Limitations. Despite presented some exciting prelimi-
nary results, we still find a few fundamental limitations with
A3Syn. We observe that the inpainting diffusion models
have a worse text-image alignment, compared to the uncon-
ditional diffusion models. It is still unclear if such a perfor-
mance gap is purely due to the insufficient training, prob-
lems in training paradigm, or a fundamentally unsolvable
issue of conditional models. This questions the long-term
validity of relying on the inpainting models, and motivates
shifting the framework design to the unconditional models.

References
[1] Omri Avrahami, Ohad Fried, and Dani Lischinski. Blended

latent diffusion. ACM transactions on graphics, 2023. 12
[2] Sherwin Bahmani, Ivan Skorokhodov, Victor Rong, Gordon

Wetzstein, Leonidas Guibas, Peter Wonka, Sergey Tulyakov,
Jeong Joon Park, Andrea Tagliasacchi, and David B. Lindell.
4d-fy: Text-to-4d generation using hybrid score distillation
sampling. In IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pat-
tern Recognition, 2024. 1

[3] Andreas Blattmann, Tim Dockhorn, Sumith Kulal, Daniel
Mendelevitch, Maciej Kilian, Dominik Lorenz, Yam Levi,
Zion English, Vikram Voleti, Adam Letts, et al. Stable video
diffusion: Scaling latent video diffusion models to large
datasets. arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.15127, 2023. 8

[4] Yen-Chi Cheng, Chieh Hubert Lin, Chaoyang Wang, Yash
Kant, Sergey Tulyakov, Alexander G Schwing, Liangyan
Gui, and Hsin-Ying Lee. Virtual Pets: Animatable animal
generation in 3d scenes. arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.14154,
2023. 2

[5] Divyanshu Daiya, Damon Conover, and Aniket Bera. Col-
lage: Collaborative human-agent interaction generation us-
ing hierarchical latent diffusion and language models. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2409.20502, 2024. 2

[6] Kuan Fang, Te-Lin Wu, Daniel Yang, Silvio Savarese, and
Joseph J Lim. Demo2vec: Reasoning object affordances
from online videos. In IEEE Conference on Computer Vi-
sion and Pattern Recognition, 2018. 2

[7] JJ Gibson. The theory of affordances. Perceiving, acting and
knowing: Towards an ecological psychology/Erlbaum, 1977.
2, 6

[8] Helmut Grabner, Juergen Gall, and Luc Van Gool. What
makes a chair a chair? In IEEE Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2011. 2

[9] Bumsub Ham, Minsu Cho, Cordelia Schmid, and Jean
Ponce. Proposal flow: Semantic correspondences from ob-
ject proposals. In IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and
Machine Intelligence, 2017. 3

[10] Ayaan Haque, Matthew Tancik, Alexei A Efros, Aleksander
Holynski, and Angjoo Kanazawa. Instruct-nerf2nerf: Edit-
ing 3d scenes with instructions. In IEEE International Con-
ference on Computer Vision, 2023. 2

[11] Mohamed Hassan, Partha Ghosh, Joachim Tesch, Dimitrios
Tzionas, and Michael J Black. Populating 3d scenes by
learning human-scene interaction. In IEEE Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2021. 2

[12] Jack Hessel, Ari Holtzman, Maxwell Forbes, Ronan Le Bras,
and Yejin Choi. Clipscore: A reference-free evaluation met-
ric for image captioning. arXiv preprint arXiv:2104.08718,
2021. 6

[13] Lukas Höllein, Ang Cao, Andrew Owens, Justin Johnson,
and Matthias Nießner. Text2room: Extracting textured 3d
meshes from 2d text-to-image models. In IEEE International
Conference on Computer Vision, 2023. 1

[14] Alec Jacobson, Zhigang Deng, Ladislav Kavan, and John P
Lewis. Skinning: Real-time shape deformation. In ACM
SIGGRAPH Courses, 2014. 3

[15] Hyeonwoo Kim, Sookwan Han, Patrick Kwon, et al. Beyond
the contact: Discovering comprehensive affordance for 3d
objects from pre-trained 2d diffusion models. In European
Conference on Computer Vision, 2024. 2, 3, 4

[16] Xin Kong, Shikun Liu, Xiaoyang Lyu, Marwan Taher, Xi-
aojuan Qi, and Andrew J Davison. Eschernet: A generative
model for scalable view synthesis. In IEEE Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2024. 2

[17] Hema S Koppula and Ashutosh Saxena. Physically grounded
spatio-temporal object affordances. In European Conference
on Computer Vision, 2014. 2

[18] Sumith Kulal, Tim Brooks, Alex Aiken, Jiajun Wu, Jimei
Yang, Jingwan Lu, Alexei A Efros, and Krishna Kumar
Singh. Putting people in their place: Affordance-aware hu-
man insertion into scenes. In IEEE Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2023. 2

[19] Black Forest Labs. Flux, 2024. https://github.com/black-
forest-labs/flux. 12

[20] Gen Li, Deqing Sun, Laura Sevilla-Lara, and Varun Jampani.
One-shot open affordance learning with foundation models.
In IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recog-
nition, 2024. 2

[21] Lei Li and Angela Dai. Genzi: Zero-shot 3d human-scene
interaction generation. In IEEE Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2024. 2, 3, 4, 6, 13

[22] Xueting Li, Sifei Liu, Kihwan Kim, Xiaolong Wang, Ming-
Hsuan Yang, and Jan Kautz. Putting humans in a scene:
Learning affordance in 3d indoor environments. In IEEE
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition,
2019. 2

[23] Chen-Hsuan Lin, Jun Gao, Luming Tang, Towaki Takikawa,
Xiaohui Zeng, Xun Huang, Karsten Kreis, Sanja Fidler,
Ming-Yu Liu, and Tsung-Yi Lin. Magic3d: High-resolution
text-to-3d content creation. In IEEE Conference on Com-
puter Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2023. 1

[24] Huan Ling, Seung Wook Kim, Antonio Torralba, Sanja Fi-
dler, and Karsten Kreis. Align your gaussians: Text-to-4d
with dynamic 3d gaussians and composed diffusion models.
In IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recog-
nition, 2024. 1

[25] Ruoshi Liu, Rundi Wu, Basile Van Hoorick, Pavel Tok-
makov, Sergey Zakharov, and Carl Vondrick. Zero-1-to-3:
Zero-shot one image to 3d object. In IEEE International
Conference on Computer Vision, 2023. 1

[26] Yuan Liu, Cheng Lin, Zijiao Zeng, Xiaoxiao Long, Lingjie
Liu, Taku Komura, and Wenping Wang. Syncdreamer: Gen-

9



erating multiview-consistent images from a single-view im-
age. In International Conference on Learning Representa-
tions, 2023. 2

[27] Tushar Nagarajan and Kristen Grauman. Learning affor-
dance landscapes for interaction exploration in 3d environ-
ments. In Neural Information Processing Systems, 2020. 2

[28] Tushar Nagarajan, Christoph Feichtenhofer, and Kristen
Grauman. Grounded human-object interaction hotspots from
video. In IEEE International Conference on Computer Vi-
sion, 2019. 2

[29] OpenAI. Chatgpt, 2024. Accessed: 2024-11. 4, 12
[30] Adam Paszke, Sam Gross, Francisco Massa, Adam Lerer,

James Bradbury, Gregory Chanan, Trevor Killeen, Zeming
Lin, Natalia Gimelshein, Luca Antiga, et al. Pytorch: An
imperative style, high-performance deep learning library. In
Neural Information Processing Systems, 2019. 6

[31] Georgios Pavlakos, Vasileios Choutas, Nima Ghorbani,
Timo Bolkart, Ahmed AA Osman, Dimitrios Tzionas, and
Michael J Black. Expressive body capture: 3d hands, face,
and body from a single image. In IEEE Conference on Com-
puter Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2019. 3

[32] Ben Poole, Ajay Jain, Jonathan T Barron, and Ben Milden-
hall. Dreamfusion: Text-to-3d using 2d diffusion. In Inter-
national Conference on Learning Representations, 2023. 1,
2

[33] Alec Radford, Jong Wook Kim, Chris Hallacy, Aditya
Ramesh, Gabriel Goh, Sandhini Agarwal, Girish Sastry,
Amanda Askell, Pamela Mishkin, Jack Clark, et al. Learn-
ing transferable visual models from natural language super-
vision. In International Conference on Machine Learning,
2021. 6

[34] Amit Raj, Srinivas Kaza, Ben Poole, Michael Niemeyer,
Ben Mildenhall, Nataniel Ruiz, Shiran Zada, Kfir Aberman,
Michael Rubenstein, Jonathan Barron, Yuanzhen Li, and
Varun Jampani. Dreambooth3d: Subject-driven text-to-3d
generation. In IEEE International Conference on Computer
Vision, 2023. 1

[35] Nikhila Ravi, Jeremy Reizenstein, David Novotny, Tay-
lor Gordon, Wan-Yen Lo, Justin Johnson, and Georgia
Gkioxari. Accelerating 3d deep learning with pytorch3d.
arXiv:2007.08501, 2020. 4

[36] Robin Rombach, Andreas Blattmann, Dominik Lorenz,
Patrick Esser, and Björn Ommer. High-resolution image syn-
thesis with latent diffusion models. In IEEE Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2022. 12

[37] Christoph Schuhmann, Romain Beaumont, Richard Vencu,
Cade Gordon, Ross Wightman, Mehdi Cherti, Theo
Coombes, Aarush Katta, Clayton Mullis, Mitchell Worts-
man, et al. Laion-5b: An open large-scale dataset for training
next generation image-text models. Neural Information Pro-
cessing Systems, 2022. 12

[38] Jaidev Shriram, Alex Trevithick, Lingjie Liu, and Ravi Ra-
mamoorthi. Realmdreamer: Text-driven 3d scene gener-
ation with inpainting and depth diffusion. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2404.07199, 2024. 1

[39] Jiaxiang Tang. Stable-dreamfusion: Text-to-3d with
stable-diffusion, 2022. https://github.com/ashawkey/stable-
dreamfusion. 6

[40] AlimamaCreative Team. Flux-controlnet-inpainting, 2024.
https://github.com/alimama-creative/FLUX-Controlnet-
Inpainting. 12

[41] Jiashun Wang, Huazhe Xu, Jingwei Xu, Sifei Liu, and Xiao-
long Wang. Synthesizing long-term 3d human motion and
interaction in 3d scenes. In IEEE Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2021. 2

[42] Jingbo Wang, Sijie Yan, Bo Dai, and Dahua Lin. Scene-
aware generative network for human motion synthesis. In
IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recogni-
tion, 2021. 2

[43] Xiaolong Wang, Rohit Girdhar, and Abhinav Gupta. Binge
watching: Scaling affordance learning from sitcoms. In
IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recog-
nition, 2017. 2

[44] Zan Wang, Yixin Chen, Tengyu Liu, Yixin Zhu, Wei Liang,
and Siyuan Huang. Humanise: Language-conditioned hu-
man motion generation in 3d scenes. In Neural Information
Processing Systems, 2022. 2

[45] Ethan Weber, Aleksander Holynski, Varun Jampani, Saurabh
Saxena, Noah Snavely, Abhishek Kar, and Angjoo
Kanazawa. Nerfiller: Completing scenes via generative 3d
inpainting. In IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, 2024. 2, 5

[46] Zeqi Xiao, Tai Wang, Jingbo Wang, Jinkun Cao, Wenwei
Zhang, Bo Dai, Dahua Lin, and Jiangmiao Pang. Unified
human-scene interaction via prompted chain-of-contacts.
In International Conference on Learning Representations,
2024. 2

[47] Sirui Xu, Ziyin Wang, Yu-Xiong Wang, and Liang-Yan Gui.
Interdreamer: Zero-shot text to 3d dynamic human-object in-
teraction. In Neural Information Processing Systems, 2024.
2, 3, 4

[48] Gengshan Yang, Bajcsy Andrea, Shunsuke Saito, and
Angjoo Kanazawa. Agent-to-sim: Learning interactive
behavior models from casual longitudinal videos. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2410.16259, 2024. 2

[49] Zhuoyi Yang, Jiayan Teng, Wendi Zheng, Ming Ding, Shiyu
Huang, Jiazheng Xu, Yuanming Yang, Wenyi Hong, Xiao-
han Zhang, Guanyu Feng, et al. Cogvideox: Text-to-video
diffusion models with an expert transformer. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2408.06072, 2024. 8

[50] Junyi Zhang, Charles Herrmann, Junhwa Hur, Eric Chen,
Varun Jampani, Deqing Sun, and Ming-Hsuan Yang. Telling
left from right: Identifying geometry-aware semantic corre-
spondence. In IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, 2024. 3

[51] Qihang Zhang, Chaoyang Wang, Aliaksandr Siarohin, Peiye
Zhuang, Yinghao Xu, Ceyuan Yang, Dahua Lin, Bolei Zhou,
Sergey Tulyakov, and Hsin-Ying Lee. Towards text-guided
3d scene composition. In IEEE Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2024. 2, 7

[52] Siwei Zhang, Yan Zhang, Qianli Ma, Michael J Black, and
Siyu Tang. Place: Proximity learning of articulation and con-
tact in 3d environments. In International Conference on 3D
Vision, 2020. 2

10



[53] Yan Zhang, Mohamed Hassan, Heiko Neumann, Michael J
Black, and Siyu Tang. Generating 3d people in scenes with-
out people. In IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, 2020. 2, 6

[54] Kaifeng Zhao, Shaofei Wang, Yan Zhang, Thabo Beeler, and
Siyu Tang. Compositional human-scene interaction synthe-
sis with semantic control. In European Conference on Com-
puter Vision, 2022. 6

[55] Junzhe Zhu, Peiye Zhuang, and Sanmi Koyejo. HIFA: High-
fidelity text-to-3d generation with advanced diffusion guid-
ance. In International Conference on Learning Representa-
tions, 2024. 6, 8

[56] Thomas Hanwen Zhu, Ruining Li, and Tomas Jakab.
DreamHOI: Subject-driven generation of 3d human-
object interactions with diffusion priors. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2409.08278, 2024. 2, 3, 4, 7

[57] Yuke Zhu, Alireza Fathi, and Li Fei-Fei. Reasoning about
object affordances in a knowledge base representation. In
European Conference on Computer Vision, 2014. 2

[58] Yixin Zhu, Chenfanfu Jiang, Yibiao Zhao, Demetri Ter-
zopoulos, and Song-Chun Zhu. Inferring forces and learning
human utilities from videos. In IEEE Conference on Com-
puter Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2016. 2

11



Towards Affordance-Aware Articulation Synthesis for Rigged Objects
Supplementary Material

In the supplementary materials, we provide more imple-
mentation details to ensure reproducibility and offer a com-
prehensive understanding of our proposed framework. We
also report additional results for each stage in the frame-
work, such as the matching results of our proposed bone
correspondence, and the intermediate steps during multi-
view alignment stage. These results verify the contributions
of each component and provide deep understanding to the
step-by-step refinement process.

A. Implementation Details
We elaborate on our inpainting process in Appendix A.1,
including model selection and the corresponding hyper-
parameters. We then detail the process of our auto-
matic verification mechanism using Vision-Language Mod-
els (VLMs) in Appendix A.2. We also provide the im-
plementation details for the multi-view alignment stage
in Appendix A.3. A comprehensive overview of hyper-
parameters throughout all experiments and training details
are reported in Appendix A.4. Lastly, we list the computa-
tional resources in Appendix A.5.

A.1. Inpainting Details
The plausibility and diversity of our proposed A3Syn
framework highly rely on the quality of the inpainting pro-
cess. During the first single-view coarse-grained placement
stage, we introduce a state-of-the-art inpainting model,
Flux-Controlnet-Inpainting (Flux-CN-Inp.) [40] to synthe-
size realistic interaction between objects and scenes. This
model is based on the state-of-the-art open-sourced text-to-
image generative models, Flux.1-dev [19], and further fine-
tuned on a subset of Laion-2B dataset [37] (12M data as
reported by the original repository) and internal source im-
ages, resulting in realistic quality of interaction between ob-
jects and scenes.

Fig. 9 compares the generated quality across various
inpainting models. Besides Flux-CN-Inp., DreamShaper-
8-Inpainting (DS-8) is fine-tuned on Stable-Diffusion v1-
5 inpainting model [36]. Stable-Diffusion-2-Inpainting
(SD-2) is fine-tuned on Stable-Diffusion 2 [36]. Flux-
Inpainting (Flux-Inp) is an inpainting pipeline using Flux.1-
schnell [19] with blended latent diffusion [1] without addi-
tional fine-tuning. The results indicate that both DS-8 and
SD-2 fail to align with the provided text prompts, often pro-
ducing semantically incoherent results. On the other hand,
while Flux-Inp. produce an object with the specified action,
the details (e.g., the head and the front legs) of the gener-
ated object are not realistic. Among the models evaluated,
Flux-CN-Inp. is the only model producing high-quality and

DS-8 SD-2

Flux-Inp. Flux-CN-Inp.

Figure 9. Comparison among different inpainting models. We
demonstrate the quality of the inpainted images using different in-
painting models. Text prompt: A shiba inu climbing a tree, with
its front paws gripping the rough bark while its hind legs remain
planted firmly on the ground for support. Among four different
models, only Flux-Controlnet-Inpainting (Flux-CN-Inp.) produce
realistic results, being aware of the interaction between foreground
objects and background scene.

satisfactory results that align with the text prompts, demon-
strating realistic object-scene interactions.

A.2. Verification Process
Although we have leveraged the state-of-the-art inpainting
model to synthesize high-fidelity 2D object-scene interac-
tion images, the quality is not always satisfactory, and need
to be further verified. For real-world applications, we as-
sume that this verification process could be performed by
users. However, to automate the entire pipeline, we also
explore the potential of advanced Vision-Language Models
(VLMs) to assess the plausibility of inpainted images and
evaluate the alignment between the generated images and
their corresponding text prompts.

We leverage GPT-4o [29] to help verify the quality of
the inpainted images generated during the first stage. We
prompt the model using the following instruction to evalu-
ate the alignment between images and text prompts.

Given an image, evaluate whether the
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is valid: true is valid: false

Figure 10. Automatic VLMs verification process for the in-
painted images. We leverage advanced VLMs to automatically
verify the quality of inpainted images and evaluate their alignment
with the provided text prompts. In this example, the text prompt
is: A Shiba Inu standing in a grassy field, lowering its head to
graze on fresh green grass. Left. An example of an image that
successfully passes the verification. Right. An example of an im-
age that fails the verification process.

posture of the foreground object and
its interaction with the background
align with the provided prompt: "<
PROMPT>". If the image aligns correctly
with the prompt, return: ‘‘‘json{"

is_valid": true}‘‘‘, otherwise return
‘‘‘json{"is_valid": false}‘‘‘

We replace <PROMPT> with the specific prompt used
to generate the inpainted image. The output is a JSON-
formatted boolean value indicating whether the inpainted
image passes GPT-4o’s verification process. Fig. 10 pro-
vides examples of a successfully verified image and an im-
age that fails the verification. In the failed example, the
object is merely inpainted into the scene without perform-
ing the action specified in the prompt. If an image fails the
verification, we simply select a new seed, generate a new
inpainted image, and repeat the verification process until a
satisfactory result is achieved.

A.3. Details of Multi-View Fine-Grained Alignment
During the multi-view fine-grained alignment stage, we
choose Flux-Inpainting as our backbone inpainting mod-
els, as the implementation of blended latent diffusion nat-
urally supports partial denoising. Across the whole exper-
iments, we iterate the multi-view alignment process three
times, with descending partial denoising ratios τ from 0.8
to 0.6. Such the descending ratios are helpful for the con-
vergence of the pipeline, reducing the possibility that the
inpainting pipeline generates completely different reference
images every iteration. Fig. 11 shows the effectiveness of
our proposed multi-view alignment at each iteration. As the
number of iterations increases, the synthesized articulation
is converged, and the orientation is getting more natural.

Before MV alignment 1-st round MV alignment

2-nd round MV alignment 3-rd round MV alignment

Figure 11. Effectiveness of Iterative Refinement of Multi-view
fine-grained alignment. We demonstrate the effectiveness of
multi-view fine-grained alignment at each stage. The depth am-
biguity issue is iteratively improved after each iteration of multi-
view alignment.

Multi-view loss threshold. Although the inpainted image
quality from different viewpoints are mostly consistent due
to our proposed partial denoising grid-prior strategy. Em-
pirically, we find the inpainting model sometimes produces
objects with reverse head-to-tail postures, as demonstrated
in Fig. 12 In this case, the bone correspondence loss Lm

BC
will be abnormally larger than usual. Thus, we apply a sim-
ple loss threshold ϵt to exclude anomalous loss values, as
mentioned in Sec. 3.3. We set ϵt as 1000 across the whole
experiments. When there are no images provided valid loss
range, we simply ignore this round, and re-inpaint a set of
new multi-view images.

A.4. Other Implementation Details

Decomposition of the SDF Loss. The SDF Loss LSDF
was originally proposed by [21]. It can be decomposed
into two components: the penetration loss Lpen and the no-
contact loss Lno-cont, defined as follows:

Lpen =
∑
v∈V

||min(Ψ(v), 0)||1, (9)

Lno-cont = min
v∈V

Ψ(v), (10)

and the original SDF loss LSDF can be expressed as:

LSDF = λpen · Lpen + λno-cont · Lno-cont, (11)
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Figure 12. Visualization of the reverse head-to-tail postures.
When the partial denoising rate is higher (e.g., 0.8, in this exam-
ple), the inpainted model sometimes generates objects with reverse
head-to-tail postures. In this example, the inpainted images on
view 0 and view 3 are in reverse postures, resulting in abnormally
high correspondence loss. Thus, we apply a simple loss threshold
ϵt to ignore the huge loss derived from these viewpoints.

where λ are hyper-parameters to control the balance among
different loss functions.

As discussed in Sec. 3.2, when all vertices in V have
positive SDF values, we calculate Lno-cont using the above
definition and set Lpen = 0. Conversely, if any vertex has a
negative SDF value, we calculate Lpen and set Lno-cont = 0.
Hyper-parameters for rotation penalty loss. The base α
in Eq. (6) controls the growth rate of the penalty applied
to the rotation of child nodes. As α increases, rotations
of child nodes become increasingly restricted. However,
higher α can also excessively limit the diversity of synthe-
sized articulations. To balance naturalness and diversity in
synthesized postures, we set α = 1.2 for all experiments.
Hype-parameters for loss functions. The weights λ
for each loss function are critical for reflecting their rela-
tive importance. Empirically, we find the range of differ-
ent loss functions vary significantly. For example, the SDF
loss is typically 1000x smaller than the bone correspon-
dence loss. To normalize the impact of each loss, we set
λBC = λMVBC = 1, λRP = 100, and λpen = λno-cont = 1000.
These weights ensure that each loss function contributes
proportionally to the overall optimization objective. We use
the same weights for all experiments.
Training details. We set the learning rate for all learn-
able parameters (i.e., articulation parameters A and global
transformation T ) as 10−2, except for the scale parameter.
Empirically, the learning rate for the scale parameter is set
to 10−5 to prevent unnatural scaling of the object. During
the single-view coarse-grained placement stage, we update
the parameters for a total of 200 epochs to establish an ini-
tial alignment. For the multi-view fine-grained alignment
stage, We reduce the total number of epochs to 100 since the
update in this stage primarily involves subtle adjustments to
refine the object postures.
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Figure 13. Bone correspondence matching results for single-
view coarsed-grained placement. The inpainted image serves
as a reference, providing the desired posture for alignment. Each
color indicates bone correspondence points across the query im-
age and the reference image. Our proposed bone correspondence
effectively matches the bones in 2D space, enabling the synthesis
of the desired articulation.

A.5. Computational Resources

All experiments could be done using single RTX A6000
GPU with 48GB memory.

B. Intermediate Results

In this section, we present intermediate results from our
experiments, including the matching results of bone cor-
respondence and the intermediate steps of the multi-view
alignment stage. These results provide a deeper understand-
ing of the role of each component, and its contribution to the
overall performance.
Bone correspondence for single-view placement. Our
proposed bone correspondence loss aims to align the visible
bone positions between the query image (rendered image)
and the target image (inpainted image) from a single view-
point. The effectiveness of this method heavily depends on
the accuracy of the correspondence points. Accurate match-
ing ensures that the synthesized articulation aligns closely
with the desired posture in the target image. Fig. 13 illus-
trates the intermediate results of the bone correspondence
matching process, providing reliable guidance for the sub-
sequent articulation synthesis.
Intermediate steps during MV alignment. The multi-
view fine-grained alignment stage primarily corrects biases
introduced during the initial single-view placement stage.
Additionally, it also making subtle adjustments to the ob-
ject’s posture. Fig. 14 presents an example of the inter-
mediate results at each round of the multi-view alignment
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Figure 14. Intermediate steps for multi-view fine-grained
alignment stage. Text prompt: A brown rabbit in mid-leap as it
jumps down from a wooden chair. In this example, the left hind leg
of the rabbit are wrongly placed after the single-view placement
stage (initial pose), appearing in an unnatural position. During the
multi-view alignment stage, the posture is iteratively refined, with
the left hind leg gradually adjusting to align more realistically with
the action described in the prompt.

stage. In this example, the left hind leg of the rabbit is in-
correctly positioned in the initial pose (i.e., the result from
the single-view placement stage). However, it is gradually
adjusted during the multi-view alignment process, finally
achieving a more realistic posture when viewed from mul-
tiple angles. This verifies the effectiveness of the multi-
view iterative alignment stage in refining object postures,
improving the overall plausibility of the synthesized articu-
lation across different viewpoints.

C. License
We thank all the following artists for creating the 3D ob-
jects used in our work and generously shared them for free
on Sketchfab.com: “3d modelling my cat: Fripouille” by
guillaume bolis, “Cow NPC” by Owlish Media, “Horse
Rigged(Game Ready) ” by abhayexe, “Low poly fox run-
ning animation” by dragonsnap, “Shiba Inu Doggy” by
aaadragon, “Rabbit Rigged” by FourthGreen, “Sponge-
bob. Rigged” by Eyeball, “Patrick. Rigged” by Eyeball,
“Venice city scene 1DAE08 Aaron Ongena” by AaronOn-
gena, “1DAE10 Quintyn Glenn City Scene Kyoto” by
Glenn.Quintyn, “Low Poly Farm V2 by EdwiixGG. All 3D
objects are licensed under CC Attribution.
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