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Figure 1. Overview of generated meshes, speed and token numbers of MeshCraft.

Abstract

In the domain of 3D content creation, achieving optimal
mesh topology through AI models has long been a pursuit
for 3D artists. Previous methods, such as MeshGPT, have
explored the generation of ready-to-use 3D objects via mesh
auto-regressive techniques. While these methods produce
visually impressive results, their reliance on token-by-token
predictions in the auto-regressive process leads to several
significant limitations. These include extremely slow gener-

† Corresponding authors.

ation speeds and an uncontrollable number of mesh faces.
In this paper, we introduce MeshCraft, a novel framework
for efficient and controllable mesh generation, which lever-
ages continuous spatial diffusion to generate discrete tri-
angle faces. Specifically, MeshCraft consists of two core
components: 1) a transformer-based VAE that encodes raw
meshes into continuous face-level tokens and decodes them
back to the original meshes, and 2) a flow-based diffusion
transformer conditioned on the number of faces, enabling
the generation of high-quality 3D meshes with a prede-
fined number of faces. By utilizing the diffusion model for
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the simultaneous generation of the entire mesh topology,
MeshCraft achieves high-fidelity mesh generation at signif-
icantly faster speeds compared to auto-regressive methods.
Specifically, MeshCraft can generate an 800-face mesh in
just 3.2 seconds—35× faster than existing baselines. Exten-
sive experiments demonstrate that MeshCraft outperforms
state-of-the-art techniques in both qualitative and quanti-
tative evaluations on ShapeNet dataset and demonstrates
superior performance on Objaverse dataset. Moreover,
it integrates seamlessly with existing conditional guidance
strategies, showcasing its potential to relieve artists from
the time-consuming manual work involved in mesh creation.

1. Introduction
With advances in fields such as gaming and 3D printing,
the creation of high-quality, topologically sound 3D meshes
has become increasingly important. However, generating
well-structured 3D meshes from simple inputs—such as
textual descriptions or a single 2D image—requires signifi-
cant artistic expertise and often entails labor-intensive man-
ual processes. Therefore, the ability to rapidly generate 3D
meshes with high-quality topology that meet the needs of
artists and professionals using AI models is a key goal.

Significant efforts have been made to automate the gen-
eration of 3D meshes. Many works [30, 39] are modeling
with dense triangle meshes, which are extracted from neu-
ral fields using iso-surfacing methods [16, 25, 28]. Specif-
ically, these methods first generate intermediate 3D repre-
sentations and then post-process them into final meshes. Al-
though these approaches yield impressive visualizations in
producing neural representations, the resulting meshes of-
ten suffer from excessive face counts and artifacts due to
misalignment that occur during the conversion of interme-
diate representations into final meshes via re-meshing tech-
niques [21]. The efficiency of these processes is also limited
by the post-processing step.

To address these issues, another group of works [1, 11,
26, 32], modeling with triangle meshes that accurately re-
flect the compactness of artists’ design, offers great flexi-
bility for manipulation and efficiency for storage. This ap-
proach, referred to as ”native mesh generation,” focuses on
explicitly modeling mesh distributions. It first transforms
the mesh into latent sequences by leveraging the spatial re-
lationships among faces, vertices, and coordinates. These
methods then directly generate the sequences, and even
shows superior long sequence scalability. However, these
approaches are often limited by generation effectiveness or
are validated only on small datasets, such as ShapeNet [2].
Furthermore, most of the methods lack user controllability,
which is essential for the 3D creation process.

To address these challenges, we introduce MeshCraft, an

efficient and controllable approach for high-fidelity mesh
generation method that leverages the strengths of continu-
ous diffusion transformers with rectified flow (see Fig. 1(b)
and (c) for comparisons with prior works). Unlike auto-
regressive methods such as Meshtron [11], which prioritize
scalability, we explore the possibilities of different routes
starting from the underlying principles of implementing na-
tive mesh generation, with the goal of demonstrating the
potential of diffusion models for the practical usage of con-
trollable and efficient mesh generation, rather than immedi-
ate scalability.

MeshCraft saves token numbers for at most 9 times, and
speed up for 35 times. It is designed as a two-stage pipeline
that consists of directly modeling the mesh distribution in a
latent space via a Variational Auto-Encoder(VAE) [17] and
then generating meshes with a diffusion transformer. Unlike
previous works that compress meshes into discrete tokens,
we explore the modeling of meshes in a low-dimensional
and continuous latent space. Face features of the mesh are
sent into the VAE encoder, regularized with KL divergence,
and are subsequently decoded into vertex coordinates of
each face. For the generative model, the diffusion trans-
former is modified to generate the continuous tokens with
varying lengths with inspirations from recent advances in
image generation [9, 22]. This approach enables MeshCraft
to generate meshes at high speed. The guidance and mask-
ing strategy also allow users to control the number of faces
of generated meshes in a user-friendly manner.

We validate the effectiveness of MeshCraft on the
ShapeNet dataset [2] and demonstrate its great potential as
a generic mesh generator on Objaverse [7], which includes
a diverse array of 3D objects across various categories. Ex-
tensive experiments illustrate the effectiveness, and control-
lability of MeshCraft from both qualitative and quantitative
aspects. In summary, our contributions are as follows:
• We propose a transformer-based VAE that encodes dis-

crete triangle meshes into a continuous latent space and
decodes them back to the original mesh, achieving com-
petitive reconstruction performance compared to state-of-
the-art mesh auto-encoders based on vector quantization.

• We introduce a flow-based transformer diffusion model
conditioned on the number of faces, integrating classifier-
free guidance for both image inputs and face number to
enable effective control over the mesh generation process.

• MeshCraft significantly outperforms existing methods,
achieving new state-of-the-art results on the ShapeNet
dataset while being 35× faster than MeshGPT, and
demonstrating the effectiveness of face number control
on the large-scale Objaverse dataset.

2. Related works
Recent advances [1, 4, 11, 26, 32, 38] have seen pioneer-
ing efforts to generate meshes directly, with many em-
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ploying auto-regressive models for this task. For instance,
PolyGen [26] utilizes two transformers to separately learn
vertex and face distributions. MeshGPT [32] first en-
codes meshes into face-level quantized tokens via GNN-
based Vector Quantization Variational Auto-Encoder(VQ-
VAE) [37], followed by the application of GPT-style trans-
formers for auto-regressive generation. MeshXL [4] intro-
duces another sequential mesh representation for one-stage
auto-regressive generation. Even though Meshtron [11]
shows the scalability of auto-regressive generations, how-
ever, the generative capabilities of these models are re-
stricted by the rapidly increasing number of tokens, leading
to slow inference speeds. Additionally, users cannot pre-
cisely assign an exact number of object faces, which limits
their practicality in the existing workflow for 3D creations.
Among these works, Polydiff [1] is the most relevant to our
approach. It trains a class-conditioned discrete diffusion
model using discrete state transition matrices and cross-
entropy loss, which is challenging to optimize and hard to
benefit from existing conditional guidance method. In con-
trast, we decouple modeling and generation: first compress-
ing meshes into a semantically rich latent space with a KL-
regularized VAE, then applying a flow-based DiT to model
this space for mesh generation. MeshCraft is the first to in-
troduce a fine-grained controllable mesh generator based on
diffusion transformers.

2.1. Image-to-3D Generation
With the effective exploration of 3D representations [16,
25, 28], large-scale datasets [7], and popular 2D gener-
ative models [31], conditional generation of diverse and
high-fidelity 3D assets has emerged as a promising area
of research. Most studies[12, 20, 30, 35] first learn neural
3D representations and then post-process [5, 21] them into
meshes, which can lead to overly dense results. Some ap-
proaches [18, 30, 39] utilize pre-trained text-to-image mod-
els to optimize targeted meshes based on given conditions,
resulting in significant time costs. In this paper, we focus on
”directly” generating high-fidelity meshes in face-level rep-
resentations, effectively balancing quality and efficiency.

2.2. Flexible Diffusion Models
The rise of text-to-image diffusion models has prompted
the consideration of more customized demands, particu-
larly in generating images with unrestricted resolutions. Re-
cent works [3, 22, 42] have explored this area with flexible
training, inference strategies, and model designs. Inspired
by these advancements, we propose MeshCraft, a control-
lable mesh generation pipeline based on flow-based diffu-
sion transformers. Our user-friendly method enables the
rapid generation of compact meshes while allowing for ex-
tensive manipulation of the results, thereby facilitating prac-
tical applications of AI-generated 3D assets in the industry.

3. Preliminary
3.1. Ordered mesh representation
In this work, we adopt the ordering rule used in previous
native mesh generation studies [26, 32, 38] and consider
meshes as ordered sequences consisting of three progres-
sively defined components: face level, vertex level, and
coordinate level. Let M be a mesh that includes n faces
{fi}i=1,2,··· ,n, where each face fi comprises k vertices, rep-
resented as fi = {v1

i ,v
2
i , · · · ,vk

i }. Each vertex is defined
in the coordinate system as vj

i = (xj
i , y

j
i , z

j
i ). Conse-

quently, the mesh M can be represented in the following
manner (taking k = 3 as an example):

M = {f1, f2, · · · , fn}
= {v1

1,v
2
1,v

3
1,v

1
2,v

2
2,v

3
2, · · · ,v1

n,v
2
n,v

3
n}

= {x1
1, y

1
1 , z

1
1 , x

2
1, y

2
1 , z

2
1 , · · · , x3

n, y
3
n, z

3
n}

(1)

For sequence ordering, faces are sorted by vertex indices
from lowest to highest, while vertices are sorted by their
z-y-x coordinates in the same manner to ensure the unique-
ness of the mesh. Unlike prior works using representations
at the vertex or coordinate levels to generate meshes, we
generate face-level tokens using flow-based diffusion trans-
formers. This approach significantly reduces the number of
tokens and enhances the efficiency of mesh generation.

3.2. Rectified flow
With the growing popularity of generative models in re-
cent years, diffusion models [14, 24, 29, 31, 33] have been
widely recognized for their powerful modeling capabilities.
Score-based models, such as [33] and DDPM [14], are com-
monly employed, formulating the diffusion process through
stochastic differential equations (SDEs). However, these
methods often suffer from a slow iterative de-noising pro-
cess, resulting in inefficient inference time. In contrast, rec-
tified flow [19] is an implicit probabilistic model designed
for fast generation, based on ordinary differential equations
(ODE). It aims to transport the distribution π0 to π1 by fol-
lowing straight-line paths as much as possible. This pref-
erence is both theoretically and computationally advanta-
geous, allowing for few-step or even one-step sampling.

Given two distributions π0 and π1, the rectified flow in-
duced from (X0, X1), where X0 ∼ π0 and X1 ∼ π1, is
modeled as an ODE over time t ∈ [0, 1],

dZt = v(Zt, t)dt (2)

which converts Z0 from π0 to a Z1 following π1. The drift
force v : Rd → Rd is to drive the flow to follow the linear
direction X1 −X0 as much as possible by solving a simple
least squares regression problem:

min
v

∫ 1

0

E
[
∥(X1 −X0)− v(Xt, t)∥2

]
dt (3)
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Figure 2. Pipeline of MeshCraft. Our framework comprises two stages. We firstly compress meshes into face-level tokens (Sec. 4.1).
Then the tokens are used for training the flow-based DiT, which is guided by the input face number and the image conditions (Sec. 4.2).

Original Continuous Discrete
Figure 3. Reconstruction quality using different tokeniz-
ers. ”Continuous” means using KL-divergence loss to regular-
ize continuous-space tokens, while ”Discrete” stands for using
RVQ [40] to quantize discrete tokens for reconstruction. Refer
to Tab. 3 for quantitative results.

where Xt = tX1 + (1− t)X0 is the linear interpolation of
X0 and X1. v is parameterized by the models in practice.

Rectified flow not only avoids crossing paths when
finding the solution but also reduces errors arising from
discrete-time scheduling and transport costs. To leverage
rectified flow and advanced model architectures, we follow
the implementation in SiT [24] and introduce several tech-
niques to adapt it to the task of mesh generation.

4. Methodology
Existing works [4, 26, 32, 38] that generate artist-
like meshes predominantly utilize auto-regressive models.
However, these approaches require discretizing coordinates
into a limited vocabulary, resulting in long token sequences
for each mesh. This can lead to information loss and inef-
ficient inference speeds. In contrast, we propose generat-
ing latent tokens of faces in the continuous space through

a transformer-based auto-encoder, and we model the distri-
bution using flow-based DiTs. As Fig. 3 shows, the con-
tinuous tokenizer achieves higher reconstruction accuracy
than the discrete one, justifying our choice of continuous
diffusion over discrete AR, which is also a foundation mo-
tivation for the diffusion-based exploration. Moreover, this
approach facilitates fast and controllable mesh generation.
Furthermore, it allows our method to integrate with popular
guidance strategies [13], enabling control over the diffusion
process with different conditions and enhancing generation
quality. An overview of MeshCraft is illustrated in Fig. 2.

4.1. Encoding meshes into face-level continuous to-
kens

As described in Sec. 3.1, we formulate meshes as ordered
sequences according to Eq. (1). To effectively learn their
distribution, the sequences are fed into encoder E along
with associated geometric information (normals, angles, ar-
eas, and adjacency among faces), which is aggregated us-
ing a single Graph Convolutional Network (GCN) layer,
preserving geometric information and enhancing the repre-
sentation robustness. Subsequently, NE transformer-style
blocks are employed to extract face-level features Fi.

Unlike previous works [32, 38] that utilize residual vec-
tor quantization [40] to obtain discrete tokens, we linearly
project the features into continuous space:

FCµ(Fi) = (µi,j)j∈[1,2,··· ,CKL]

FCσ(Fi) =
(
log σ2

i,j

)
j∈[1,2,··· ,CKL]

(4)
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MeshGPT PivotMesh MeshXL Ours

Figure 4. Qualitative comparisons on ShapeNet. MeshCraft produces high-quality meshes with sharp edges and smooth faces.

Method Tri. Accu.(%) ↑ L2 Dist.(×10−2) ↓
MeshGPT [32] 99.99 0.00
PivotMesh [38] 98.88 0.86

Ours 99.42 0.06

Table 1. Reconstruction performance on ShapeNet dataset.
Our continuous auto-encoder behaves competitively with prior
works using the vector quantization.
where FCµ(·) and FCσ(·) are linear projection layers. The
continuous tokens F ′

i can then be sampled from (µi, σi). To
better adapt them for training the diffusion model, we use
KL-divergence to regularize them:

LKL ({Fi}ni=1) =
1

n · CKL

n∑
i=1

CKL∑
j=1

1

2

(
µ2
i,j + σ2

i,j − log σ2
i,j

)
(5)

As the findings of Fluid [10] claim, this transformation
eliminates the need for the codebook, and also results in
significantly shorter token lengths, leading to accurate re-
constructions (also discussed in Sec. 5.3.1).

The sampled tokens F ′
i are then passed to the decoder

D, which consists of ND transformer-style blocks and con-
cludes with an MLP layer. The outputs are reshaped into
coordinates to compute the loss LAE against the input se-
quences. Following [32], we use a cross-entropy loss LAE

to guide the training process.

4.2. Mesh generation with the flow-based DiT
As illustrated in the right part of Fig. 2, the face-level tokens
are fed into the flexible diffusion transformer for training.
However, standard SiT [24] does not support direct training
with token sequences of variable lengths. To address this,
we introduce several techniques to adapt the architecture for
mesh generation.

First, it is essential that the input tokens are of the same
length. By padding the token sequences to match the length

of the longest mesh sequence in the batch, the model can
be trained using mesh sequences of varying lengths. The
corresponding masks for these samples are also provided to
the model, functioning as attention masks within the SiT
blocks and guiding the unpadding process. RoPE [34] is
applied to keys/values in attention layer. And the attention
scores are computed as follows:

Softmax

(
QKT

√
d

+M

)
(6)

where Q and K represent the queries and keys, respectively,
and d is their dimension. The value of M is set to be 0 for
noised tokens and −∞ for padding tokens. Masks are also
applied to exclude padding tokens before calculating losses,
ensuring that generated tokens align with the input tokens.
(refer to the supplementary for our detailed architectures)

In addition to masking techniques, we explicitly use the
number of faces cf as guidance. Following the class condi-
tioning approach implemented with adaLN-Zero blocks in
DiT [29], we embed the number of faces using an embed-
ding layer and add it to the timestep embeddings. This mod-
ification provides additional information and models a more
accurate distribution of meshes according to the targeted
number of faces, significantly enhancing generation quality
when combined with classifier-free guidance (CFG) [13]:

ṽt = vθ(zt, ∅) + w · (vθ(zt, cf )− vθ(zt, ∅)) (7)

where θ and zt denote the network parameters and noised
tokens, respectively. ṽt represents the estimated velocity at
each de-noising step. For conditioning the mesh geome-
try (e.g., from images or texts), we employ cross-attention
modules to inject the corresponding features. Thus, for
image-conditioned generation (similar to text conditions),
we have two conditions: the input image ci and the assigned
number of faces cf . We find that the generation process

5



Class Method COV↑ MMD↓ 1-NNA JSD↓ FID↓ KID↓ Class Method COV↑ MMD↓ 1-NNA JSD↓ FID↓ KID↓

Chair

MeshGPT [32] 45.98 10.34 60.06 11.67 25.43 4.10

Table

MeshGPT [32] 48.85 9.23 57.82 8.50 21.98 2.99
PivotMesh [38] 47.99 10.00 60.06 13.51 34.40 10.33 PivotMesh [38] 47.42 9.08 58.35 10.42 24.97 7.99
MeshXL* [4] 49.43 10.17 56.90 11.37 20.09 1.70 MeshXL* [4] 50.98 9.38 57.82 9.07 22.08 2.88

Ours 51.44 9.61 54.31 11.03 20.40 1.76 Ours 55.42 8.74 54.26 8.73 16.63 1.70

Bench

MeshGPT [32] 56.06 8.44 58.33 28.34 66.30 9.45

Lamp

MeshGPT [32] 43.90 20.82 60.37 36.21 73.21 6.04
PivotMesh [38] 59.09 8.25 48.48 25.76 64.48 5.17 PivotMesh [38] 50.00 19.17 56.71 39.75 67.76 7.09
MeshXL* [4] 59.09 7.74 53.79 26.37 19.30 3.44 MeshXL* [4] 42.68 21.64 63.41 35.96 62.46 5.32

Ours 57.58 7.90 50.76 27.17 59.83 1.53 Ours 62.20 18.69 48.17 37.33 62.81 2.17

Table 2. Quantitative results on ShapeNet dataset. MeshCraft outperforms the baselines on shape quality, visual and compactness
metrics. MMD values are multiplied by 103. COV and 1-NNA are scaled by 102. * stands for using the released pre-trained models.

Partial Original Generated 1 Generated 2 Generated 3

Figure 5. Mesh completion results. Given some partial observa-
tion of a mesh, MeshCraft can produce diverse completed results.

benefits from multiple different CFG weights. Therefore,
our modified estimation equation for the multiple condi-
tions cf and ci can be expressed as:

ṽt = vθ(zt, ∅, ∅)
= +w1 · (vθ(zt, cf , ∅)− vθ(zt, ∅, ∅))
= +w2 · (vθ(zt, cf , ci)− vθ(zt, cf , ∅))

(8)

In Sec. 5.3.2, we present the effects of CFG weights on the
generated meshes.

Additionally, to ensure more stable training, we intro-
duce sandwich normalization [8], replace the MLP with
SwiGLU, and employ QK-norm [6] techniques inspired by
previous works [36, 42]. The QK-norm is crucial for stabi-
lizing the training of transformer models, especially when
the token length gets more flexible and longer. Benefiting
from the elaborate architecture and excellent properties of
rectified flow’s linear sampling, training becomes more ef-
ficient and stable. We also draw inspiration from observa-
tions during the noising process to prioritize intermediate
steps of diffusion, as the middle and final stages are more
challenging during training. To alleviate this, we adopt the
logit-normal sampling strategy from SD3 [9] to adjust the
sampling weights:

πln(t;m, s) =
1

s
√
2πt(1− t)

exp

(
− (log(t/(1− t))−m)2

2s2

)
(9)

where m and s represent the location and scale parameters,
respectively.

Finally, we utilize an MSE loss LDiff to predict the ve-
locity v using our model.

5. Experiments

We trained our model on two datasets: ShapeNet [2] and
Objaverse [7]. The model on ShapeNet demonstrates the ef-
fectiveness of our method (see Fig. 4 and Tab. 2 for the main
results), which achieves state-of-the-art performance com-
pared with prior works. Furthermore, experiments (Fig. 6)
conducted on Objaverse show that MeshCraft is able to gen-
erate diverse samples of different face numbers conditioned
on the same single image, which shows its potential to be a
practical mesh generator in larger-scale scenarios.

5.1. Experiment Settings

5.1.1. Datasets
Following the previous convention [4, 32, 38] for prepro-
cessing, we apply planar decimation to meshes with more
than 800 faces and use further filtering by comparing the
Hausdorff distance [15] between decimated and the orig-
inal meshes with a pre-set threshold σhausdorff for the
ShapeNet dataset. As for the Objaverse dataset, we select
assets whose number of faces is in [1024, 1536] to train our
image-conditioned model. The dataset size is about 10k and
65k, respectively. We split the training set and validation
set in 10:1 and 100:1. The coordinate space resolution is
set as 128 and 256 for ShapeNet and Objaverse dataset, re-
spectively. We normalize the coordinate range into [−1, 1]
and augment the data using random scaling on each axis
(from 0.95 to 1.05) and random rotations for the reconstruc-
tion stage to improve auto-encoder’s robustness. Across all
experiments, we use triangular meshes (each face fi con-
sists of 3 vertices) as training data for fair comparisons with
baselines.

5.1.2. Evaluation
We choose three recent baselines to compare the re-
sults on ShapeNet dataset, including MeshGPT [32], Piv-
otMesh [38] and MeshXL [4]. For evaluating the recon-
struction quality, we follow previous works [1, 32, 38] to
use two metrics, triangle accuracy and l2 distance. We
evaluate the methods following previous mesh generation
works [38]. The metrics include Minimum Matching Dis-
tance (MMD), Coverage (COV), 1-Nearest-Neighbor Accu-
racy (1-NNA), Jensen-Shannon Divergence (JSD) for mea-
suring 3D geometry, FID and KID for visual perceptions.
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Image Condition Generated 1 Generated 2 Generated 3

13091300 1302

1344 13541352

132413221321

432 736 1364

912 1110 1300

11671161406 485 544 1344

906 1172 1444
Image Condition Generated 1 Generated 2 Generated 3

Figure 6. Generation diversity on Objaverse dataset. The number below each asset represents for the face number of it. MeshCraft is
about to produce diverse samples with different seeds and face numbers.

For COV, higher is better; for 1-NNA, 50% is the opti-
mal; for the rest of metrics, lower is better. Following Piv-
otMesh [38], we use a Chamfer Distance measure for com-
puting these metrics on 1024-dim point clouds uniformly
sampled from meshes. For each method, we generate 1000
samples to calculate the quantitative results.

5.1.3. Implementation Details

For transformer-styled blocks in the auto-encoder, we set
the encoder part as 12 layers with a hidden size of 768, and
18 layers with a hidden size of 384 for the decoder part.
The channel dimension for face-level tokens is set to 8 for
the balance of reconstruction quality and compression ca-
pability. For the diffusion model, we adopt a 24-layer trans-
former with a hidden size of 864, which has similar num-
ber of parameters compared with baselines. For the imple-
mentation of baselines, we adopt the public code to reim-
plement MeshGPT [32], and official training code of Piv-
otMesh [38]. For MeshXL [4], we use their released 350M
pre-trained models for evaluation. All models are trained
following the settings claimed in the original paper. With-
out further specification, we generate meshes in the distri-
bution of data’s face numbers for MeshCraft and follow the
default settings of baselines. For auto-encoders, we trained
about 2 days on an 8×A100 80GB machine with a batch
size of 8. For diffusion transformers, we train for 3 days on
the ShapeNet dataset and for around 3 weeks on the Obja-
verse dataset. During the training of diffusion transformers,
we use bf16 mixed precision to accelerate the training pro-
cess. All the generated results are sampled with the 50-step
Euler method.

https://github.com/lucidrains/meshgpt-pytorch

5.2. Experiment Results

5.2.1. Results on ShapeNet dataset

Firstly, we evaluate our method on the most commonly
used benchmark, ShapeNet, focusing on four different cate-
gories: chair, table, bench, and lamp. Tab. 1 shows that our
continuous latent space VAE achieves competitive recon-
struction performance compared with baselines that adopt
an advanced vector quantization technique, RVQ [40], to
discretize vertex coordinates into indices of a codebook.
Furthermore, the number of tokens in face sequences de-
creases ninefold compared with prior works, which not only
reduces memory requirements but also speeds up the subse-
quent generation process. For the comparisons in the gen-
eration part, we follow the previous setting [1, 4, 32, 38],
first pretraining our model on a mixed dataset composed
of the four categories and subsequently fine-tuning each of
them separately to perform comparisons from both qualita-
tive and quantitative aspects. For the CFG weight w of the
face number condition, we set w = 8.0 for better generation
quality. As shown in Fig. 4, our method can produce diverse
and high-quality 3D meshes. As Tab. 2 demonstrates, our
method significantly outperforms the baselines, performing
better on all three metrics. In Fig. 5, we also demonstrate
the completion ability of our model by adapting the op-
eration from an image inpainting work [23]. Compared
with autoregressive methods, our diffusion-based method
achieves state-of-the-art generation results while maintain-
ing a superior generation speed. Specifically, as shown in
Fig. 1(b) and (c), our method decreases the token number by
up to 9 times and speeds up generation by 35 times, demon-
strating the advantages of diffusion-based models.
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Method Tri. Accu.(%) ↑ L2 Dist.(×10−2) ↓
KL (4-dim) 90.41 0.63
KL (8-dim) 99.66 0.12
RVQ [40] 65.12 8.63

Table 3. Reconstruction performance study on Objverse.
5.2.2. Results on Objaverse dataset
An image-conditioned model is also trained to demon-
strate the effectiveness of face number control on large-
scale dataset Objaverse. To enhance the capability of cap-
turing details in the image condition, we use DINOv2 ViT-
L/14 [27] as the image feature extractor and fine-tuned with
3D assets whose front view occupies more than 20% of the
frame. For the CFG weights w1, w2, which respectively
controls the face number and the input image condition, we
set them as w1 = 1.0, w2 = 5.0. Fig. 6 displays that our
model has the potential for the capability of diverse genera-
tion on the large-scale dataset, which can be also combined
well with existing mature conditional techniques [13]. No-
tably, increasing the face number primarily enhances fine
local details rather than uniformly refining the entire shape.
For example, in the third row, the tiger’s facial features be-
come more detailed, whereas broader regions such as the
torso show only slight improvements.

5.3. Ablation Studies
5.3.1. Comparisons of auto-encoder selections
At the reconstruction stage, we compare auto-encoders op-
erating in different continuous and discrete latent spaces.
As shown in Tab. 3, KL regularization with 8-dimensional
token channels yields better performance, striking a good
balance between reconstruction quality and compression
capability compared to using 4-dimensional channels. We
believe that using an excessively high compression ratio
leads to severe information loss. Additionally, we compare
the continuous tokenizer with the discrete one by replacing
the compression component using KL regularization with
residual vector quantization (RVQ) [40]. It is worth men-
tioning that discrete tokenizers, limited by their codebook
size, can cause significant information loss when compress-
ing variable data. In contrast, models with continuous to-
kens produce meshes of higher quality.

5.3.2. Effects of CFG weights
We also investigate the effects of CFG weights on w and
w1, w2, respectively. For the weight w controlling the face
number, Tab. 4 shows that as w increases, the quantitative
metrics improve, reaching a peak when w is around 8.0.
For multiple conditions (single images ci and the number
of faces cf ), Fig. 7 provides a visualization of the effects
corresponding to different scales of w1, w2. The best re-
sult appears when w1 = 1.0, w2 = 5.0. These two sets of
experiments show that low weights can result in weak con-

CFG COV↑ MMD↓ 1-NNA
0.0 30.70 12.61 84.75
1.0 38.20 11.34 75.00
2.0 44.80 10.72 67.65
3.0 48.60 10.33 61.05
4.0 50.80 9.89 58.40
5.0 51.70 10.05 57.55
6.0 51.00 9.97 56.55
7.0 51.70 9.65 56.70
8.0 53.30 9.90 56.85
9.0 52.50 9.85 56.75

10.0 52.30 9.86 57.90

Table 4. Effects of CFG weights over the face number condi-
tion to mesh generation results on ShapeNet dataset.

= 1.0

= 1.0

= 5.0

= 9.0

= 5.0 = 9.0

Image Condition

Figure 7. CFG weights over face number and image condi-
tions. w1 controls on the condition of the face number cf , while
w2 yields weights further over the single-image condition ci.

ditional control, while excessive weights are detrimental to
the results.

5.4. Limitations
Though MeshCraft shows promising results, there are still
some limitations: (1) The extrapolation capability of our
diffusion model is limited due to the face number embedder
we use is learnable, and objects with unseen face numbers
cannot be produced directly; (2) When the domain of im-
ages and assigned face numbers is far from the training do-
main, MeshCraft fails to generate completed meshes. We
will further explore more generalizable models with im-
proved training strategies and architectures.

6. Conclusion
In this paper, we introduce a novel method, namely
MeshCraft, for generating ready-to-use 3D meshes with
high efficiency and controllability. Regarding meshes
as face-level sequences, we first compress them into
continuous tokens and subsequently generate the to-
kens with a flow-based diffusion transformer. Our
method demonstrates superior speed (35 × speed up) and
shows competitive performance in both qualitative and
quantitative experiments. MeshCraft shows the poten-
tial to alleviate artists from time-consuming manual work.
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Figure 8. Architectures of the transformer-styled block and well-
designed blocks in the DiT.

7. Additional details of the model design

7.1. Detailed architectures of modules

The proposed model architecture comprises intricate
transformer-styled blocks with carefully designed compo-
nents. As illustrated in Fig. 8(a), the transformer-styled
block is composed of two attention layers, followed by an
RMS normalization and a feed-forward layer. Fig. 8(b) and
(c) provide a detailed visualization of our DiT-styled block
and the final layer in the diffusion transformer, highlighting
the nuanced design choices that contribute to the model’s
performance.

7.2. Logit-normal sampling

Drawing inspiration from the training methodology of
SD3 [9], we inspect the diffusion process of noises to the
latent tokens, visualizing in Fig. 9. The visualization in
Fig. 9 reveals critical insights into the mesh generation pro-
cess, demonstrating that intermediate and final diffusion

t=1.0 t=0.9 t=0.8 t=0.7 t=0.6

t=0.5 t=0.4 t=0.3 t=0.2 t=0.1

t=1.0 t=0.9 t=0.8 t=0.7 t=0.6

t=0.5 t=0.4 t=0.3 t=0.2 t=0.1

Figure 9. Process of adding noises. The complete mesh is grad-
ually transformed into noises from standard normal distribution
from t = 1 to t = 0.

Figure 10. Loss during training on Objaverse dataset. The QK-
norm is of vital importance for stabilizing the training process.

steps play a pivotal role in generating complete meshes.
Consequently, we implemented a logit-normal sampling ap-
proach to emphasize these crucial stages of the generation
process. By setting the distribution parameters to m = 0.5
and s = 1.0, informed by empirical results from SD3, we
effectively prioritize sampling in the most informative re-
gions of the diffusion process.

1



7.3. The importance of QK-norm
Recent advancements in transformer research [6, 22, 42]
have highlighted the inherent challenges of training large-
parameter models with flexible data sequences. Our mesh
generation experiments on the Objaverse dataset corrobo-
rated these observations, revealing significant training insta-
bilities. To address this critical issue, we implemented the
QK-norm technique, a proven strategy for mitigating train-
ing volatility. Formally, we modified the attention scores as
follows:

Softmax

(
LN(Q)LN(K)T√

d
+M

)
(10)

By applying LayerNorm to the query and key matrices,
we effectively stabilize the attention mechanism. Fig. 10
demonstrates that QK-norm helps to stabilize the process.

8. Additional quantitative results
We present comprehensive visualization of generation re-
sults across multiple datasets, showcasing the versatility of
our approach in Fig. 11, Fig. 12, and Fig. 13. To demon-
strate the model’s adaptability, we also extended our method
to point cloud conditioning on the ShapeNet bench dataset.
Our implementation leverages a pre-trained point cloud en-
coder inspired by the Michelangelo [41] architecture. We
integrated the point cloud features into our model using
cross-attention techniques, analogous to image feature in-
jection. Specifically, we employed linear projections to
seamlessly adapt and align the point cloud representations
with our model’s internal feature space. Refer to Fig. 13 for
the results.
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Figure 11. Generation gallery on ShapeNet. Additional results on the subset of bench, lamp, chair and table.
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Figure 12. Additional generation results on Objaverse.
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Point cloud condition Point cloud conditionGenerated Sample Generated Sample

Figure 13. Point cloud conditioned generation on the ShapeNet bench dataset.
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