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Exploring Mutual Cross-Modal Attention for
Context-Aware Human Affordance Generation

Prasun Roy, Saumik Bhattacharya, Subhankar Ghosh, Umapada Pal, and Michael Blumenstein

Abstract—Human affordance learning investigates contextually
relevant novel pose prediction such that the estimated pose
represents a valid human action within the scene. While the task
is fundamental to machine perception and automated interactive
navigation agents, the exponentially large number of probable
pose and action variations make the problem challenging and
non-trivial. However, the existing datasets and methods for
human affordance prediction in 2D scenes are significantly
limited in the literature. In this paper, we propose a novel cross-
attention mechanism to encode the scene context for affordance
prediction by mutually attending spatial feature maps from two
different modalities. The proposed method is disentangled among
individual subtasks to efficiently reduce the problem complexity.
First, we sample a probable location for a person within the
scene using a variational autoencoder (VAE) conditioned on the
global scene context encoding. Next, we predict a potential pose
template from a set of existing human pose candidates using
a classifier on the local context encoding around the predicted
location. In the subsequent steps, we use two VAEs to sample the
scale and deformation parameters for the predicted pose template
by conditioning on the local context and template class. Our
experiments show significant improvements over the previous
baseline of human affordance injection into complex 2D scenes.

Impact Statement—Human affordance generation is an intrigu-
ing yet challenging problem in computer vision. The ability to
produce semantically coherent human instances in a complex
scene can facilitate many downstream applications, including
but not limited to synthetic data generation, augmented and
virtual reality systems, digital media, and scene understanding.
Existing methods have approached the problem using different
network design philosophies without significant emphasis on
contextual representation. This paper explores a novel cross-
attention strategy for better semantic encoding in a disentangled
human affordance generation scheme. Experimental studies show
that the proposed method outperforms the existing techniques in
qualitative and quantitative benchmarks.

Index Terms—Affordance generation, cross-attention, VAE.

I. INTRODUCTION

The original conception [1] of relating perception with
action describes affordance as the opportunities for interaction
with the environment. In computer vision, human affordance
prediction involves probabilistic modeling of novel human
actions such that the estimated pose interprets a semantically
meaningful interaction with the environment. The task is
fundamental to many vision problems, such as machine per-
ception, robot navigation, scene understanding, contextually
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sound novel human pose generation, and content creation.
However, predicting a contextually relevant valid pose for a
non-existent person is extremely challenging because, unlike
the generic pose estimation task, we do not have an actual
human body for supervision. So, in this case, the generator has
to rely exclusively on the environmental semantics, requiring
an intricate focus on the scene context representation.

Earlier works on affordance-aware human pose generation
have explored knowledge base representation [2], social rea-
soning constraints [3], variational autoencoder [4], adversarial
learning [5], [6] and transformer [7]. However, the major-
ity of existing methods investigate different network design
philosophies while putting less emphasis on the contextual
representation of the scene. Unlike 3D, the lack of rich
information about the surrounding environment in a 2D scene
makes the problem particularly challenging and requires a
robust representation of the scene context. In this paper, we
propose an affordance-aware human pose generation method
in complex 2D indoor scenes by introducing a novel context
representation technique leveraging cross-attention between
two spatial modalities. The key idea is to mutually attend
the convolution feature spaces from the scene image and the
corresponding semantic segmentation map to get a modulated
encoding of the scene context. Initially, we estimate a probable
location where a person can be centered using a VAE condi-
tioned on the global context encoding of the entire scene. After
determining a potential center, local context embeddings are
computed from square patches centered around that location
at multiple scales. Next, we use a classifier on the multi-scale
context vectors to predict the most likely pose as the template
class from a set of existing human pose candidates. Finally,
we use two VAEs conditioned on the context embeddings and
the template class to sample the scale and linear deformations
separately. The estimated scale and deformations are applied
to the predicted pose template to get the target pose.

Contributions: The main contributions of the proposed work
are summarized as follows.

• We propose an affordance-aware human pose generation
method in complex 2D indoor scenes by introducing a
novel scene context representation technique that lever-
ages mutual cross-attention between two spatial modali-
ties for robust semantic encoding.

• Unlike the existing methods where the target position is
user-defined, the proposed method utilizes global scene
context to sample probable locations for the target, which
provides additional flexibility for constructing a fully
automated human affordance generation pipeline.
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Fig. 1: Overview of the proposed method. Left: Predicted locations for a new person in the scene. Middle: Estimated scale
at each predicted location. Right: Final human pose estimated after scaling and deformation at each predicted location.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. We
discuss the relevant literature in Sec. II. The proposed ap-
proach is discussed in Sec. III. Sec. IV describes the dataset,
experimental protocols, evaluation metrics, qualitative results,
quantitative analysis, and a detailed ablation study. Finally, we
conclude the paper in Sec. V with a summary of key findings,
potential use cases, and future scopes.

II. RELATED WORK

The original investigation [1] on the relationship between
visual perception and human action defines affordance as the
opportunities for interaction with the surrounding environment.
Behavioral studies on regular and cognitively impaired persons
have shown evidence that perception results in both visual
and motor signals in the human brain. An extended study
[8] shows that visual attention to the spatial characteristics
of the perceived objects initiates automatic motor signals
for different actions. In computer vision, human affordance
learning involves novel pose prediction such that the estimated
pose represents a valid human action within the scene context.
The task is fundamental to many problems requiring robust
semantic reasoning about the environment, such as human
motion synthesis [5] and scene-aware human pose generation
[4], [9], [6], [7].

Earlier methods of affordance learning have explored
knowledge mining [2] and multimodal feature cues [9] to
address the problem. In [2], the authors use a Markov Logic
Network for constructing a knowledge base by extracting
several object attributes from different image and metadata
sources, which can perform various downstream visual infer-
ence tasks without any additional classifier, including zero-
shot affordance prediction. In [9], the authors use depth map,
surface normals, and segmentation map as multimodal cues
to train a multi-scale convolutional neural network (CNN)
for scene-level semantic label assignment associated with
specific human actions. In [10], the authors design a multi-
branch end-to-end CNN with two separate pathways for object
detection and affordance label assignment to achieve high real-
time inference throughput. Researchers [3] have also explored
socially imposed constraints for affordance learning. In [3], the
authors propose a graph neural network (GNN) to propagate
contextual scene information from egocentric views for action-
object affordance reasoning.

Probabilistic modeling of scene-aware human motion gen-
eration also involves semantic reasoning of human interac-
tion with the environment. Initial works on human motion

synthesis have taken different architectural approaches, such
as sequence-to-sequence models [11], generative adversarial
networks (GAN) [11], [12], [13], graph convolutional net-
works (GCN) [14], and variational autoencoders (VAE) [15].
However, these methods have mostly ignored the role of en-
vironmental semantics. Due to potential uncertainty in human
motion, in a recent approach [5], the authors address such
motion synthesis with a GAN conditioned on scene attributes
and motion trajectory to predict probable body pose dynamics.

One key challenge of human affordance generation in 2D
scenes is the lack of large-scale datasets with rich pose
annotations. In [4], the authors compile the only public dataset
of annotated human body poses in complex 2D indoor scenes
by extracting frames from sitcom videos. Aiming to generate
a contextually valid human affordance at a user-defined loca-
tion, the authors propose sampling the scale and deformation
parameters for an existing human pose template using a VAE
conditioned on the localized image patches as scene context.
In [6], the authors introduce a two-stage GAN architecture for
achieving a similar goal by estimating the affine bounding box
parameters to localize a probable human in the scene and then
generating a potential body pose at that location. The method
uses the input scene, corresponding depth, and segmentation
maps as semantic guidance. In [7], the authors propose a
transformer-based approach with knowledge distillation for
generating human affordances in 2D indoor scenes.

III. METHOD

Generating a semantically meaningful body pose of a non-
existent person is challenging. Because, unlike a traditional
pose estimation approach, an actual human is not present for
supervision of the body joints, which forces the generator to
depend exclusively on the scene context. However, directly
using the spatial feature maps from one [4], [10], [7] or mul-
tiple [3], [5], [6] modalities does not provide a comprehensive
encoding of the scene context, thereby limiting the sampling
quality of the generator. Our key idea is a bidirectional cross-
attention mechanism between feature spaces of two modalities
for a modulated scene context representation. In particular,
we use an ImageNet-pretrained [16] VGG-19 model [17]
to estimate the convolution feature maps from the scene
image and the corresponding segmentation mask, followed by
mutually cross-attending the two feature spaces. The proposed
affordance generation pipeline consists of four stages. In the
first stage, we use a conditional VAE to estimate a probable
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Fig. 2: Architecture of the Mutual Cross-Modal Attention
(MCMA) block.

location within the scene where a person can be centered.
In the second stage, a classifier predicts the most likely
template pose for the estimated location from a set of existing
human pose candidates. In the subsequent stages, we use two
conditional VAEs to sample the scale and linear deformation
parameters for the predicted template. Fig. 3 illustrates an
overview of the proposed architecture.

A. Context representation

Conceptually, the attention mechanism [18] dynamically
increases the receptive field in a network architecture [19].
Unlike self-attention, which combines two similar embedding
spaces, cross-attention asymmetrically combines two separate
embedding spaces. More specifically, self-attention computes
the attention maps from queries Q, keys K, and values V

projected from the same token space, while cross-attention
uses K and V projected from a different token space as
the contextual guidance. However, the underlying computation
steps are identical in both cases and involve a similarity
measure between Q and K to form an attention matrix AM ,
followed by weighing V with AM to obtain the updated query
tokens.

In the proposed cross-attention mechanism, we use an image
I and the corresponding semantic segmentation map S as
inputs from two different modalities for mutually attending
to each other. The segmentation maps are estimated from
respective images using OneFormer [20] with DiNAT-L [21]
backbone pretrained on the ADE20K dataset [22]. We re-
duce the initial 150 semantic labels to 8 most significant
categories to represent indoor scenes as grayscale semantic
maps with the following values – wall (36), floor (72), stairs
(108), table (144), chair (180), bed (216), person (252), and
background/everything else (0). Initially, we resize I and
S with a rescaling function f : Rh×w×3 → R256×256×3.
The resized images are passed through the convolutional
backbone of an ImageNet-pretrained [16] frozen VGG-19
model [17] to extract the respective spatial feature maps F conv

I

and F conv
S , g : R256×256×3 → R8×8×512. The resulting

feature maps F conv
I and F conv

S are normalized with channel-
wise root mean square layer normalization (RMSNorm) [23]
to obtain the normalized feature maps Fnorm

I and Fnorm
S .

Mathematically, the normalization operation defines a function
ϕ : R8×8×512 → R8×8×512 as

Fnorm = ϕ(F conv) = γ
F conv

√
Nc

max(∥F conv∥2, ϵ)
where Nc denotes the number of channels in feature map
F conv , ϵ ∈ Rn is a very small constant (≈ 1e−12) to provide
numerical stability, and γ ∈ Rn is a learnable gain parameter
set to 1 at the beginning.

For computing the multi-head attention maps, we first define
three projection functions q, k, and v to map the normalized
feature maps Fnorm into queries Q, keys K, and values V as

Q = q(Fnorm) : R8×8×512 → R8×8×Nembed

K = k(Fnorm) : R8×8×512 → R8×8×Nembed

V = v(Fnorm) : R8×8×512 → R8×8×Nembed

where the projection functions use point-wise convolution with
1 × 1 kernels and zero bias, and Nembed is the length of
the cumulative embedding space of all attention heads. In the
proposed architecture, we use 8 attention heads of dimension
64 each, resulting Nembed = 8 × 64 = 512. Next, we update
the feature maps from both modalities I and S by computing
the respective cross-attention matrices, taking Q from one
modality and K & V from the other. Mathematically,

F att
I = softmax

(
QIK

T
S√

d

)
VS

F att
S = softmax

(
QSK

T
I√

d

)
VI

where d is a scaling parameter. In the proposed method, we
take the attention head dimension as d.
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The final updated cross-modal feature maps are estimated
as F ∗

I = p(F att
I ) and F ∗

S = p(F att
S ), where the function

p : R8×8×Nembed → R8×8×512 defines a projection that uses
convolution with 1× 1 kernels and zero bias.

Finally, we compute the mutual cross-modal feature maps as
Fmutual = t(c(F ∗

I , F
∗
S)) by a channel-wise concatenation c :

R8×8×512×R8×8×512 → R8×8×1024 of F ∗
I and F ∗

S , followed
by a projection t : R8×8×1024 → R8×8×512 using convolution
with 1× 1 kernels and zero bias.

The vectorized representation of the contextual embedding
F context ∈ R8192 is obtained by first downsampling the 8× 8
feature maps of Fmutual into a spatial resolution of 4 × 4
with strided convolution (4 × 4 kernel, stride = 2, padding =
1, bias = 0), then following a set of sequential operations –
batch normalization, ReLU activation, 4× 4 adaptive average
pooling, and flattening. We use F context as the semantic
condition in the proposed architecture. The architecture of
the proposed mutual cross-modal attention (MCMA) block
is illustrated in Fig. 2.

B. Estimating locations of non-existent persons

Unlike the existing approaches, where the location of the
target person is user-specified, we attempt to estimate the
probable locations of non-existent persons automatically to
minimize user intervention. However, the problem is chal-
lenging as potential human candidates may appear at several
locations with varying scales and poses. Therefore, inferring
a location directly from spatial feature space is difficult. In
the proposed method, we use a VAE to sample a possible
location by conditioning the network on the global context
embedding F context ∈ R2048, computed over the entire scene.
The encoder and decoder in the VAE architecture use a shared
feature space F shared ∈ R128, obtained by projecting F context

into a 128-dimensional vector with a fully connected (FC)
layer and ReLU activation.

In the encoder network, the 2D location coordinates
o(x, y) ∈ R2 is first mapped into a 128-dimensional vector
using two consecutive FC layers having ReLU activations, and
the output is linearly concatenated with F shared. We compute
the mean µ ∈ R32 and variance σ ∈ R32 of the latent
distribution P (µ, σ) by projecting the concatenated feature
vector through two separate FC layers. The latent embedding
vector z is obtained using the reparameterization technique
[24] as z = µ + σ ⊙ ϵ, where z ∈ R32 is sampled from the
estimated distribution P (z | µ, σ) and ϵ ∈ R32 is sampled
from the normal distribution N (0, 1).

In the decoder network, the latent embedding z is projected
into a 128-dimensional space using two consecutive FC-ReLU
layers. The shared feature vector F shared also receives an
additional projection into a 128-dimensional space through a
single FC-ReLU layer. The two projected vectors are linearly
concatenated and passed over another 128-dimensional FC-
ReLU layer. Finally, we use one more FC layer to project
the feature space into the predicted 2D location coordinates
o(x, y) ∈ R2.

The optimization objective for the network consists of
two loss components. To measure the spatial deviation, we

compute the mean squared error (LMSE) between the 2D
target and predicted locations o(x, y) & o(x, y) as follows.

LMSE = ∥ o(x, y) − o(x, y) ∥2

To evaluate the statistical difference between the estimated
probability distribution of the embedding space P (z | µ, σ)
and the normal distribution N (0, 1), we compute the Kull-
back–Leibler divergence [25] (LKLD) between the two distri-
butions as follows.

LKLD = KL (P (z | µ, σ) ∥ N (0, 1))

We update the network parameters by minimizing the
cumulative objective L = LMSE + LKLD using stochastic
Adam optimizer [26], keeping a fixed learning rate of 1e−3

and β-coefficients at (0.5, 0.999). During inference, we es-
timate a probable center o∗(x, y) for a non-existent person
by using a random noise η ∈ R32, sampled from the normal
distribution N (0, 1), and the shared scene context embedding
F shared ∈ R128 as inputs to the VAE decoder Dvae. Formally,
o∗(x, y) = Dvae(η, F shared), η ∼ N (0, 1).

C. Finding pose templates for non-existent persons

Unlike the conventional human pose estimation techniques
[27], [28], [29], [30], directly inferring the valid pose of a
non-existent person is difficult [31] due to the unavailability of
an actual human body for supervision. Thus, after sampling a
probable location o∗(x, y) within the scene where a person can
be centered, we select a potential candidate from an existing
set of m valid human poses as the initial guess (template) at
that position. In the next stage, the template pose is scaled
and deformed to estimate the target pose. The candidate pool
is constructed using the K-medoids algorithm [32] to select
m representative pose templates from all the available human
poses in the training data. Each template class is represented
as a m-dimensional one-hot embedding vector y ∈ Rm. To
estimate the class probabilities y ∈ Rm for an expected pose,
we use a multi-class classifier on the context embedding.

The global cross-modal feature maps Fmutual ∈ R8×8×512

are estimated over the entire scene as discussed in Sec. III-A.
In addition to the global features, we compute two local
feature representations Fmutual

A ∈ R8×8×512 and Fmutual
B ∈

R8×8×512 over two square patches A and B, centered at the
initially sampled location o∗(x, y). The size of patch A is
equal to the scene height, and the size of patch B is half
of the scene height. A channel-wise concatenation of the
global and local feature maps represents the cumulative feature
space Fmutual

∗ ∈ R8×8×1536. We derive the combined context
embedding vector F context

∗ ∈ R8192 by first downsampling
Fmutual
∗ into a spatial dimension of R4×4×512 with strided

convolution (4× 4 kernel, stride = 2, padding = 1, bias = 0),
then following a set of sequential operations similar to Sec.
III-A – batch normalization, ReLU activation, 4× 4 adaptive
average pooling, and flattening. Finally, the classifier predicts
the multi-class probabilities by projecting the context embed-
ding F context

∗ into a m-dimensional output vector y ∈ Rm

using an FC-layer, followed by softmax activation.
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The optimization objective of the classifier is a multi-class
(categorical) cross-entropy loss (LCCE), which is formally
defined using the negative log-likelihood as follows.

LCCE = −
m∑
i=1

yi log(yi)

where yi ∈ y and yi ∈ y denote the probabilities of i-
th class, i ∈ {1, ...,m}, in the target (y) and predicted (y)
label vectors, respectively. We update the network parameters
by minimizing LCCE using stochastic Adam optimizer [26],
keeping a fixed learning rate of 1e−3 and β-coefficients at (0.5,
0.999). During inference, we obtain the one-hot pose template
class embedding y∗ ∈ Rm by selecting the predicted class
with the highest probability. Formally, y∗ = argmax(y).

D. Scaling the selected pose template

After inferring a probable location o∗(x, y) and one-hot
pose template class embedding y∗ ∈ Rm, we use a conditional
VAE to sample the expected scaling factors (height and width)
of the target person. The estimated parameters are used to
rescale the normalized pose template of unit height and width
into the target dimensions. The encoder and decoder networks
of the VAE use a shared feature space F shared

∗ ∈ R128 as
the condition, which is derived from the cumulative context
vector F context

∗ ∈ R2048 and pose template class embedding
y∗ ∈ Rm. As discussed in Sec. III-C, F context

∗ encodes both
global (over entire scene) and local (over localized patches)
cross-modal scene context representations. To compute the
shared feature space, we first project y∗ into a 128-dimensional
vector by two consecutive FC-ReLU layers and then linearly
concatenate the projected output with F context

∗ . The con-
catenated vector is passed through another FC-ReLU layer
to obtain the 128-dimensional shared feature representation
F shared
∗ .
The encoder and decoder of the VAE adopt a similar

architecture as the location estimator discussed in Sec. III-B.
The encoder takes the scaling parameters s(∆x,∆y) ∈ R2

and shared feature vector F shared
∗ ∈ R128 as inputs to predict

the mean µs ∈ R32 and variance σs ∈ R32 of the latent dis-
tribution Ps(µs, σs). The decoder takes the latent embedding
zs ∈ R32 and shared feature vector F shared

∗ ∈ R128 as inputs
to estimate the probable scaling parameters s(∆x,∆y) ∈ R2,
where zs is computed using the reparameterization technique
as zs = µs + σs ⊙ ϵ, zs ∼ Ps(µs, σs), and ϵ ∼ N (0, 1).

The optimization objective for the network consists of two
loss components. The first term measures the spatial deviation
LMSE between s(∆x,∆y) and s(∆x,∆y) as the L2 norm.
The second term estimates the statistical difference LKLD

between Ps(zs | µs, σs) and N (0, 1) as the KL divergence.
Mathematically, the loss terms can be represented as follows.

LMSE = ∥ s(∆x,∆y) − s(∆x,∆y) ∥2

LKLD = KL (Ps(zs | µs, σs) ∥ N (0, 1))

We update the network parameters by minimizing the cu-
mulative objective L = LMSE+LKLD using stochastic Adam
optimizer, with a fixed learning rate of 1e−3 and β-coefficients

of (0.5, 0.999). During inference, we estimate the probable
scaling factors s∗(∆x,∆y) for the selected pose template
by using a random noise η ∈ R32, sampled from N (0, 1),
and the shared scene context embedding F shared

∗ ∈ R128 as
inputs to the VAE decoder Dvae

s . Formally, s∗(∆x,∆y) =
Dvae

s (η, F shared
∗ ), η ∼ N (0, 1).

E. Deforming the selected pose template

The potential human pose at the sampled location o∗(x, y)
is estimated by applying a linear deformation on the chosen
pose template. A linear deformation vector d is the set of
distances between the cartesian coordinates of each body
keypoint. Assuming a human pose is represented with r
keypoints, we define d = {dx1, dy1, ..., dxr, dyr} ∈ R2r,
where (dxj , dyj) denotes the differences between the template
and target coordinates along x and y axes for the j-th keypoint,
1 ⩽ j ⩽ r. In the proposed method, we represent a human
pose with 16 major body joints (r = 16, d ∈ R32), following
the MPII [33] keypoint format.

The deformation parameters are estimated using an identical
VAE architecture as discussed in Sec. III-D. The encoder
takes the context embedding F shared

∗ ∈ R512 and linear
deformations d ∈ R32 as inputs to predict the mean µd ∈ R32

and variance σd ∈ R32 of the latent distribution Pd(µd, σd).
The decoder takes F shared

∗ ∈ R512 and the latent vector
zd ∈ R32 as inputs to estimate the probable deformation
parameters d ∈ R32, where zd = µd+σd⊙ϵ, zd ∼ Pd(µd, σd),
and ϵ ∼ N (0, 1).

The network parameters are optimized by minimizing the
cumulative objective L = LMSE + LKLD using stochastic
Adam optimizer, with a fixed learning rate of 1e−3 and β-
coefficients of (0.5, 0.999). Mathematically,

LMSE = ∥ d − d ∥2
LKLD = KL (Pd(zd | µd, σd) ∥ N (0, 1))

The probable deformation parameters d∗ ∈ R32 for the
selected pose template is inferred by using a random noise
η ∈ R32 and the shared scene context embedding F shared

∗ ∈
R512 as inputs to the VAE decoder Dvae

d . Formally, d∗ =
Dvae

d (η, F shared
∗ ), η ∼ N (0, 1).

F. Target transformation

Assuming a normalized human pose template of unit
scale h∗(x1, y1, ..., xr, yr) corresponding to the predicted
pose template class y∗, we compute the target pose
h(x1, y1, ..., xr, yr) from the estimated center o∗(x0, y0),
scaling factors s∗(∆x,∆y), and linear deformations
d∗(dx1, dx2, ..., dxr, dyr) as follows.

xi =
w

w0

[
(xi∆x+ dxi) +

(
x0 −

∆x

2

)]
yi =

h

h0

[
(yi∆y + dyi) +

(
y0 −

∆y

2

)]
where i ∈ {1, 2, ..., r}, (h0, w0) is the rescaled image patch
size for network input, and (h,w) is the size of the original
scene. In the proposed method, we use h0 = w0 = 256.
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Fig. 3: An illustration of the proposed architecture. The workflow is divided into four subnetworks to estimate the probable
location o∗, pose template class y∗, scaling parameters s∗, and linear deformations d∗ of a potential target pose. Every
subnetwork exclusively uses the proposed Mutual Cross-Modal Attention (MCMA) block to encode global and local scene
contexts as shown in Fig. 2.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Dataset

The number of large-scale annotated public datasets for
complex 2D affordance generation is significantly limited in
the literature. The main challenge is to obtain a specific
frame in two different states – with and without populated
with random persons. Researchers [6], [34] have attempted
to resolve the issue by randomly removing and inpainting
existing person instances from the scene. However, these
datasets [6], [34] are not publicly available, and our attempt to
remove persons from a complex scene leaves significant visual
artifacts even with state-of-the-art inpainting techniques [35],
making such data generation methods [6], [34] insufficient for
our purpose.

Following the recent works [4], [7], we train and evaluate
the proposed method on an openly available large-scale sitcom
dataset [4] for fair comparisons. The dataset comprises 28837
human interaction samples over 11499 video frames extracted
from seven sitcoms. The training set consists of 24967 poses
over 10009 frames from six sitcoms, while the evaluation set
contains 3870 poses over 1490 frames from one sitcom. Each
human pose is represented with 16 keypoints following the
standard MPII format [33].

B. Visual results and evaluation metrics

Qualitative analysis: To demonstrate the efficacy of the
proposed method, we compare the visual results against major
existing works [4], [7], [6] on 2D human affordance gener-
ation. In [4], [7], the networks directly learn from a single
modality of image features. In [6], the authors introduce an
adversarial learning mechanism with two additional modalities
of segmentation and depth maps alongside image features.
We notice that adopting a transformer-based architecture [7]

or combining multiple modalities in an adversarial learning
method [6] provide only marginal improvements over the base-
line approach [4]. In contrast, the proposed method focuses on
imposing a better semantic constraint in the learning strategy
by introducing a novel cross-attention mechanism. Fig. 4
illustrates a qualitative comparison of the proposed method
with existing human affordance generation techniques [4], [7],
[6]. The visual results show that our approach produces more
realistic human interactions in complex scenes than previous
methods.

Quantitative evaluation: We evaluate the alignment of the
generated pose with the ground truth for analytically compar-
ing the proposed method against existing human affordance
generation techniques [4], [7], [6]. In particular, we use the
percentage of correct keypoints (PCK/PCKh) [36], average
keypoint distance (AKD), mean absolute error (MAE), mean
squared error (MSE), and cosine similarity (SIM) as the
evaluation metrics for pose alignment. To estimate the correct-
ness of the estimated scale, we measure the intersection over
union (IOU) between the target and predicted pose bounding
boxes. Following [7], our comparative study also includes
evaluation results from additional baseline methods (heatmap
and regression), pose estimation techniques [37], [38], and
object placement algorithms [39], [40]. Additionally, we train
and evaluate another variation of the proposed architecture
by replacing semantic segmentation maps with depth maps.
PCK and PCKh measure the similarity between two poses
by computing the fraction of correctly aligned keypoints,
where a valid alignment denotes that the distance between
two respective keypoints is within a predetermined tolerance.
PCK uses α ∗ torso width, while PCKh uses β ∗ head size
as the tolerance threshold, where 0 < α, β ⩽ 1. AKD is the
average Euclidean distance between respective pairs of target
and predicted keypoints. MAE and MSE measure the average
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Fig. 4: Qualitative comparison of the proposed method with existing human affordance generation techniques by Wang et al.
[4], Zhang et al. [6], and Yao et al. [7].

absolute and squared linear deviations, respectively, along both
coordinate axes between all respective pairs of actual and
inferred keypoints. SIM evaluates the average cosine similarity
between the positional vectors corresponding to every target
and predicted keypoint pair. IOU enumerates the intersection
over union ratio between the bounding rectangles of predicted
and target poses. We summarize the quantitative evaluation
scores for each competing method in Table I. The proposed
method exhibits significantly better evaluation scores, reflect-
ing the apparent visual superiority of the qualitative analysis.

Subjective evaluation (User study): While the evaluation
metrics are analogous to visual rationality for most cases in
our experiments, the quantitative scores alone may not be
sufficient to claim the superiority of a generation scheme. The

reason is the potential uncertainty of a generated human pose.
Within the given scene context, it is possible to obtain multiple
valid human interactions with the environment. Therefore, the
evaluation scores against a specific ground truth pose may not
always provide a rational judgment of superiority. We have
conducted an opinion-based user study with 42 volunteers to
select the most visually realistic sample from a pool of images
generated by the competing methods, including ground truth.
The mean opinion score (MOS) is estimated as the average
fraction of times a method is preferred over the others. As
shown in Table I, the proposed approach achieves a signif-
icantly higher user preference over other existing methods,
indicating the best semantic integrity in the generated samples
similar to the ground truth.
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TABLE I: Quantitative comparison of the proposed method with existing pose estimation [37], [38], object placement [39],
[40], and affordance generation [4], [7], [6] techniques. The best scores are in bold, and the second-best scores are underlined.

Method PCK ↑ PCKh ↑ AKD ↓ MAE ↓ MSE ↓ SIM ↑ IOU ↑ User Score ↑
Heatmap 0.363 0.422 11.298 7.112 53.45 0.9864 0.402 0.000
Regression 0.386 0.451 10.929 6.840 51.29 0.9899 0.426 0.000
UniPose [37] 0.387 0.447 9.966 6.241 46.78 0.9918 0.471 0.012
PRTR [38] 0.408 0.474 9.724 6.088 45.72 0.9934 0.489 0.025
PlaceNet [39] 0.060 0.072 79.978 50.325 377.78 0.9476 0.118 0.000
GracoNet [40] 0.380 0.441 10.576 6.614 49.60 0.9912 0.427 0.000
Wang et al. [4] 0.401 0.462 9.940 6.208 46.65 0.9928 0.482 0.022
Zhang et al. [6] 0.372 0.428 10.252 6.409 48.14 0.9906 0.405 0.005
Yao et al. [7] 0.414 0.479 9.514 5.918 44.86 0.9954 0.494 0.104
Ours (Depth) 0.407 0.472 6.680 4.163 32.78 0.9966 0.566 0.205
Ours (Semantic) 0.433 0.503 6.352 3.972 29.81 0.9969 0.566 0.299
Ground Truth 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 1.0000 1.000 0.328

TABLE II: Quantitative ablation analysis of different variations of the proposed network architecture.

Model Context PCK ↑ PCKh ↑ AKD ↓ MAE ↓ MSE ↓ SIM ↑ IOU ↑
Baseline None 0.274 ±0.006 0.322 ±0.008 9.998 ±0.042 6.248 ±0.034 48.920 ±0.408 0.9845 ±0.0005 0.398 ±0.004
Self-I Image 0.346 ±0.004 0.399 ±0.005 7.899 ±0.035 4.925 ±0.025 38.714 ±0.406 0.9947 ±0.0004 0.458 ±0.012
Self-D Depth 0.317 ±0.004 0.372 ±0.006 8.582 ±0.025 5.625 ±0.028 42.104 ±0.344 0.9888 ±0.0002 0.406 ±0.002
Cross-D/I Image 0.341 ±0.004 0.387 ±0.008 8.146 ±0.032 5.077 ±0.028 39.972 ±0.228 0.9927 ±0.0005 0.447 ±0.006
Cross-I/D Depth 0.374 ±0.005 0.429 ±0.005 7.260 ±0.047 4.424 ±0.025 35.649 ±0.301 0.9952 ±0.0002 0.498 ±0.002
Mutual-I+D Image + Depth 0.407 ±0.003 0.472 ±0.002 6.680 ±0.031 4.163 ±0.020 32.782 ±0.294 0.9966 ±0.0001 0.566 ±0.004
Self-S Semantic 0.336 ±0.006 0.391 ±0.009 8.174 ±0.038 5.112 ±0.024 38.452 ±0.404 0.9895 ±0.0001 0.418 ±0.014
Cross-S/I Image 0.355 ±0.005 0.407 ±0.008 7.746 ±0.039 4.904 ±0.018 36.354 ±0.477 0.9950 ±0.0002 0.478 ±0.008
Cross-I/S Semantic 0.398 ±0.006 0.458 ±0.004 6.904 ±0.045 4.325 ±0.029 32.402 ±0.344 0.9958 ±0.0002 0.515 ±0.005
Mutual-I+S Image + Semantic 0.433 ±0.004 0.503 ±0.004 6.352 ±0.036 3.972 ±0.022 29.810 ±0.326 0.9969 ±0.0001 0.566 ±0.002

Visualization of the learned distribution: Due to many
feasible outcomes, there are substantial ambiguities when
inferring a possible pose at a random location within the scene,
depending on the surrounding context. The ground truth is
only one of the many possibilities. For example, a selected
position in front of a chair can lead to either standing or sitting
postures. Therefore, the association between an estimated pose
and scene objects is an ideal way to visualize the sampled pose
distribution. We discover two broad pose categories, standing
and sitting, in the dataset by manually inspecting the given
templates. To visualize the learned distribution, we randomly
sample 10000 poses for a scene and assign a pose category
(standing or sitting) to each sampled location based on the
predicted pose template at that position. Then, we visualize the
bivariate distribution of the sampled coordinates for each pose
category. Fig. 5 shows a few such visualizations, exhibiting
ideal associations between a pose type and the scene objects.

C. Ablation study
In the ablation analysis, we evaluate ten different net-

work configurations by varying attention mechanisms in the
proposed MCMA block and altering contextual modalities
(depth map or semantic map) to determine an optimal network
architecture. The Baseline architecture entirely excludes
contextual supervision by removing all MCMA blocks from
the proposed architecture. Configurations Self-I, Self-D,
and Self-S also drop all MCMA blocks but introduce
self-attention on a single modality. In particular, Self-I
uses self-attention on the image I itself, while Self-D
and Self-S use self-attention on the depth map D and
semantic segmentation map S, respectively. The next four
architectures Cross-D/I, Cross-I/D, Cross-S/I, and
Cross-I/S introduce cross-attention from an additional

Fig. 5: Visualization of the learned distribution. (Left) Input
scene. (Middle) Distribution of standing poses. (Right) Dis-
tribution of sitting poses.

input stream. Specifically, for configurations Cross-D/I
and Cross-S/I, we compute query (Q) from D and S,
respectively, while retrieving key (K) and value (V ) from I .
Likewise, for configurations Cross-I/D and Cross-I/S,
we compute Q from I , while estimating K and V from
the contextual input D or S, respectively. The final two net-
work variants Mutual-D and Mutual-S use the proposed
mutual cross-modal attention (MCMA) mechanism utilizing
D or S as the auxiliary contextual supervision, respectively,
alongside I . In all our experiments, we estimate the depth
maps using a recent monocular depth estimation technique
Depth Anything [41] and the semantic segmentation maps
using a recent transformer-based universal image segmentation
method OneFormer [20].

To measure the spatial alignment of the estimated pose
against the ground truth, we evaluate PCK, PCKh, AKD,
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(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f)

Fig. 6: Qualitative ablation analysis of the proposed network architecture with different input modalities. (a) Depth map.
(b) Estimated bounding region from depth context. (c) Estimated pose from depth context. (d) Semantic map. (e) Estimated
bounding region from semantic context. (f) Estimated pose from semantic context.

MAE, MSE, and SIM. Additionally, we compute the IOU
between the predicted and target pose bounding boxes to
measure the correctness of inferred scales. Table II summa-
rizes the evaluation scores for every network variant in our
ablation study. The analysis shows that additional supervision
from other modalities generally results in better performance.
Introducing the MCMA block into the architecture further
improves this performance gain by a significant margin, re-
flecting the efficacy of the proposed approach for robust scene
context representation. Interestingly, we observe that semantic
segmentation maps generally perform better than depth maps
as auxiliary contextual input. We hypothesize that the object
labels in a segmentation map provide additional semantic
context to the model. Fig. 6 shows a visual comparison of the
predicted pose from depth-context against semantic-context.

To investigate the impact of semantic label granularity, pose
templates, and dedicated VAEs for scale and deformation on
the proposed method, we analyze six additional configurations
A - F of the architecture. The first four models A - D use
different numbers of semantic labels in the segmentation maps.
Specifically, configuration A uses 2 labels for foreground (all
objects merged) and background. Configuration B uses 3 labels
by dividing the foreground objects into non-human objects
and humans. Configuration C uses 4 labels by further splitting
the non-human object labels into fixed (wall, floor, stairs) and
movable (table, chair, bed) object categories. Configuration D

TABLE III: Quantitative ablation analysis of different varia-
tions of the proposed network architecture.

Model PCK ↑ PCKh ↑ AKD ↓ MAE ↓ MSE ↓ SIM ↑ IOU ↑
A 0.217 0.267 11.941 7.223 52.88 0.9821 0.409
B 0.292 0.351 9.112 5.917 45.11 0.9901 0.477
C 0.377 0.441 7.019 4.508 37.79 0.9964 0.564
D 0.376 0.436 7.313 4.573 40.12 0.9959 0.557
E 0.352 0.400 7.915 4.841 47.69 0.9951 0.541
F 0.369 0.423 7.206 4.523 38.02 0.9961 0.563
G 0.433 0.503 6.352 3.972 29.81 0.9969 0.566

retains all 150 initially estimated semantic labels unaltered.
To verify the requirements of multiple pose templates, Con-
figuration E drops the classifier from the architecture and
uses the first template as a fixed predefined pose. To validate
the necessity of 2 dedicated VAEs for separately estimating
scale and deformation parameters, Configuration F uses a
single unified VAE to predict both scale and deformation
parameters as a single vector. Finally, Configuration G denotes
the proposed architecture that uses 8 semantic labels, 30 pose
templates with a template classifier, and 2 dedicated VAEs for
estimating scale and deformation parameters separately.

Table III summarizes evaluation scores for all the network
configurations. The results show that using too few or too
many semantic labels does not contribute towards performance
improvements. Also, with a fixed template, the linear devi-
ations between the target and template keypoints can vary
more randomly. For example, the deviation of a standing pose
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Fig. 7: Visual examples of limiting cases inferred from the
proposed method. (Left) Auxiliary semantic context. (Middle)
Estimated bounding region. (Right) Estimated human pose.

template from a standing target pose is often much smaller
than from a sitting target pose. However, with multiple pose
templates, the model estimates a probable pose (template)
first and then samples linear deformation parameters from a
more predictable range to translate the template into the target
pose. Likewise, the possible ranges of scaling and deformation
parameters are widely different. The scaling parameters are the
height and width of the minimal bounding box around a human
pose. These values are much larger than the deformation
parameters comprising small linear deviations between two
sets of pose keypoints. So, forcing the architecture to infer the
scaling and deformation parameters with a single unified VAE
causes noticeable instability due to poor normalization. These
observations further justify the proposed network design.

D. Limitations

Estimating a valid pose for a non-existent person in complex
scenes is a fundamentally challenging problem with multiple
acceptable solutions other than the ground truth. For example,
for a scene containing a bed, the probable pose can be
standing, sitting or lying down, with many feasible variations
for each case. While on most occasions, the proposed method
generally infers realistic poses with affordance-aware human
interactions, there are a few instances when the technique fails
to sample an acceptable posture. Alongside the advantages
of the modularity and flexibility in the disentangled multi-
stage approach, a potential error propagation problem also
exists. More precisely, inferential error in an earlier stage
may propagate through later stages, negatively impacting the
overall predictive performance of the pipeline. We show a
few examples of such limiting cases in Fig. 7, illustrating the
misinterpretation in sampled location (top row), scale (middle
row) or deformation (bottom row) by the proposed method.

E. Downstream applications

The ability to sample semantically-valid scene-aware com-
plex human poses directly facilitates downstream tasks such
as novel person instance generation using off-the-shelf pose

Fig. 8: Visual examples of downstream rendering of human
instances. (Left) Input scene. (Middle) Estimated pose by the
proposed method. (Right) Rendered person using PIDM [42].

transfer or pose rendering techniques. Such downstream ren-
dering to inject novel person instances into complex scenes is
critical in various application domains, including augmented /
virtual reality, digital media, and synthetic data generation.
While the state-of-the-art keypoint-based person generation
techniques provide high-quality photorealistic rendering, the
algorithms also demand precise supervision of the target pose.
Therefore, the proposed method must sample a valid and
accurate human pose for successful downstream rendering.
Fig. 8 shows a few examples of rendered persons using an off-
the-shelf pose transfer technique PIDM [42] on sampled poses
from our method, demonstrating the geometric correctness of
the predicted keypoints.

V. CONCLUSIONS

This work investigates the fundamental computer vision
problem of semantically constrained human affordance gen-
eration in complex environments. We discuss the main chal-
lenges of estimating realistic poses for non-existent persons
by exploring current approaches in the literature to address
the problem. The vast majority of the existing techniques are
built around architectural innovations of the network without
any significant emphasis on the semantic understanding of the
scene. By introducing a novel cross-attention mechanism, we
show that a robust semantic representation of the scene context
can improve the generation performance by a significant
margin. In addition, our approach provides a fully automated
inference pipeline. We demonstrate the efficacy of the pro-
posed method with visual results, quantitative analyses on pose
alignment, and an opinion-based subjective user evaluation.

REFERENCES

[1] J. J. Gibson, The Ecological Approach to Visual Perception. Houghton
Mifflin, 1979. 1, 2

[2] Y. Zhu, A. Fathi, and F.-F. Li, “Reasoning about object affordances in a
knowledge base representation,” in European Conference on Computer
Vision (ECCV), 2014. 1, 2

[3] C.-Y. Chuang, J. Li, A. Torralba, and S. Fidler, “Learning to act properly:
Predicting and explaining affordances from images,” in The IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2018.
1, 2



EXPLORING MUTUAL CROSS-MODAL ATTENTION FOR CONTEXT-AWARE HUMAN AFFORDANCE GENERATION 11

[4] X. Wang, R. Girdhar, and A. Gupta, “Binge watching: Scaling affordance
learning from sitcoms,” in The IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2017. 1, 2, 6, 7, 8

[5] J. Wang, S. Yan, B. Dai, and D. Lin, “Scene-aware generative network
for human motion synthesis,” in The IEEE/CVF Conference on Com-
puter Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2021. 1, 2

[6] L. Zhang, W. Du, S. Zhou, J. Wang, and J. Shi, “Inpaint2Learn: A
self-supervised framework for affordance learning,” in The IEEE/CVF
Winter Conference on Applications of Computer Vision (WACV), 2022.
1, 2, 6, 7, 8

[7] J. Yao, J. Chen, L. Niu, and B. Sheng, “Scene-aware human pose
generation using transformer,” in ACM International Conference on
Multimedia (MM), 2023. 1, 2, 6, 7, 8

[8] S. J. Anderson, N. Yamagishi, and V. Karavia, “Attentional processes
link perception and action,” Proceedings of the Royal Society of London.
Series B: Biological Sciences, 2002. 2

[9] A. Roy and S. Todorovic, “A multi-scale cnn for affordance segmentation
in rgb images,” in European Conference on Computer Vision (ECCV),
2016. 2

[10] T.-T. Do, A. Nguyen, and I. Reid, “AffordanceNet: An end-to-end
deep learning approach for object affordance detection,” in The IEEE
International Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA), 2018. 2

[11] E. Barsoum, J. Kender, and Z. Liu, “HP-GAN: Probabilistic 3d human
motion prediction via gan,” in The IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition Workshops (CVPRW), 2018. 2

[12] H. Cai, C. Bai, Y.-W. Tai, and C.-K. Tang, “Deep video generation,
prediction and completion of human action sequences,” in European
Conference on Computer Vision (ECCV), 2018. 2

[13] C. Yang, Z. Wang, X. Zhu, C. Huang, J. Shi, and D. Lin, “Pose guided
human video generation,” in European Conference on Computer Vision
(ECCV), 2018. 2

[14] S. Yan, Z. Li, Y. Xiong, H. Yan, and D. Lin, “Convolutional sequence
generation for skeleton-based action synthesis,” in The IEEE/CVF In-
ternational Conference on Computer Vision (ICCV), 2019. 2

[15] C. Guo, X. Zuo, S. Wang, S. Zou, Q. Sun, A. Deng, M. Gong,
and L. Cheng, “Action2Motion: Conditioned generation of 3d human
motions,” in ACM International Conference on Multimedia (MM), 2020.
2

[16] J. Deng, W. Dong, R. Socher, L.-J. Li, K. Li, and L. Fei-Fei, “ImageNet:
A large-scale hierarchical image database,” in The IEEE/CVF Confer-
ence on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2009. 2,
3

[17] K. Simonyan and A. Zisserman, “Very deep convolutional networks
for large-scale image recognition,” in The International Conference on
Learning Representations (ICLR), 2015. 2, 3

[18] A. Vaswani, N. Shazeer, N. Parmar, J. Uszkoreit, L. Jones, A. N. Gomez,
Ł. Kaiser, and I. Polosukhin, “Attention is all you need,” Advances in
Neural Information Processing Systems (NeurIPS), 2017. 3

[19] X. Wang, R. Girshick, A. Gupta, and K. He, “Non-local neural net-
works,” in The IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition (CVPR), 2018. 3

[20] J. Jain, J. Li, M. T. Chiu, A. Hassani, N. Orlov, and H. Shi, “One-
former: One transformer to rule universal image segmentation,” in The
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition
(CVPR), 2023. 3, 8

[21] A. Hassani and H. Shi, “Dilated neighborhood attention transformer,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2209.15001, 2022. 3

[22] B. Zhou, H. Zhao, X. Puig, T. Xiao, S. Fidler, A. Barriuso, and
A. Torralba, “Semantic understanding of scenes through the ade20k
dataset,” International Journal of Computer Vision (IJCV), 2019. 3

[23] B. Zhang and R. Sennrich, “Root mean square layer normalization,”
Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems (NeurIPS), 2019.
3

[24] D. P. Kingma and M. Welling, “Auto-encoding variational bayes,” in
International Conference on Learning Representations (ICLR), 2014. 4

[25] S. Kullback and R. A. Leibler, “On information and sufficiency,” The
Annals of Mathematical Statistics, 1951. 4

[26] D. P. Kingma and J. Ba, “Adam: A method for stochastic optimization,”
in International Conference on Learning Representations (ICLR), 2015.
4, 5

[27] Z. Cao, T. Simon, S.-E. Wei, and Y. Sheikh, “Realtime multi-person 2d
pose estimation using part affinity fields,” in The IEEE/CVF Conference
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2017. 4

[28] K. Sun, B. Xiao, D. Liu, and J. Wang, “Deep high-resolution representa-
tion learning for human pose estimation,” in The IEEE/CVF Conference
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2019. 4

[29] Y. Xu, J. Zhang, Q. Zhang, and D. Tao, “ViTPose: Simple vision
transformer baselines for human pose estimation,” Advances in Neural
Information Processing Systems (NeurIPS), 2022. 4

[30] Z. Geng, C. Wang, Y. Wei, Z. Liu, H. Li, and H. Hu, “Human pose
as compositional tokens,” in The IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2023. 4

[31] P. Roy, S. Ghosh, S. Bhattacharya, U. Pal, and M. Blumenstein, “Scene
aware person image generation through global contextual conditioning,”
in International Conference on Pattern Recognition (ICPR), 2022. 4

[32] H.-S. Park and C.-H. Jun, “A simple and fast algorithm for k-medoids
clustering,” Expert Systems with Applications, 2009. 4

[33] M. Andriluka, L. Pishchulin, P. Gehler, and B. Schiele, “2d human
pose estimation: New benchmark and state of the art analysis,” in The
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition
(CVPR), 2014. 5, 6

[34] S. Zhu, Z. Lin, S. Cohen, J. Kuen, Z. Zhang, and C. Chen, “TopNet:
Transformer-based object placement network for image compositing,” in
The IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition
(CVPR), 2023. 6

[35] R. Suvorov, E. Logacheva, A. Mashikhin, A. Remizova, A. Ashukha,
A. Silvestrov, N. Kong, H. Goka, K. Park, and V. Lempitsky,
“Resolution-robust large mask inpainting with fourier convolutions,” in
The IEEE/CVF Winter Conference on Applications of Computer Vision
(WACV), 2022. 6

[36] Y. Yang and D. Ramanan, “Articulated human detection with flexible
mixtures of parts,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine
Intelligence (TPAMI), 2012. 6

[37] B. Artacho and A. Savakis, “UniPose: Unified human pose estimation in
single images and videos,” in The IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2020. 6, 8

[38] K. Li, S. Wang, X. Zhang, Y. Xu, W. Xu, and Z. Tu, “Pose recognition
with cascade transformers,” in The IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2021. 6, 8

[39] L. Zhang, T. Wen, J. Min, J. Wang, D. Han, and J. Shi, “Learning
object placement by inpainting for compositional data augmentation,”
in European Conference on Computer Vision (ECCV), 2020. 6, 8

[40] S. Zhou, L. Liu, L. Niu, and L. Zhang, “Learning object placement
via dual-path graph completion,” in European Conference on Computer
Vision (ECCV), 2022. 6, 8

[41] L. Yang, B. Kang, Z. Huang, X. Xu, J. Feng, and H. Zhao, “Depth
anything: Unleashing the power of large-scale unlabeled data,” in The
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition
(CVPR), 2024. 8

[42] A. K. Bhunia, S. Khan, H. Cholakkal, R. M. Anwer, J. Laaksonen,
M. Shah, and F. S. Khan, “Person image synthesis via denoising
diffusion model,” in The IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision
and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2023. 10


	Introduction
	Related Work
	Method
	Context representation
	Estimating locations of non-existent persons
	Finding pose templates for non-existent persons
	Scaling the selected pose template
	Deforming the selected pose template
	Target transformation

	Experiments
	Dataset
	Visual results and evaluation metrics
	Ablation study
	Limitations
	Downstream applications

	Conclusions
	References

