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Abstract

Human video generation task has gained significant atten-
tion with the advancement of deep generative models. Gen-
erating realistic videos with human movements is challeng-
ing in nature, due to the intricacies of human body topology
and sensitivity to visual artifacts. The extensively studied 2D
media generation methods take advantage of massive human
media datasets, but struggle with 3D-aware control; whereas
3D avatar-based approaches, while offering more freedom in
control, lack photorealism and cannot be harmonized seam-
lessly with background scene. We propose AMG, a method
that combines the 2D photorealism and 3D controllability by
conditioning video diffusion models on controlled rendering
of 3D avatars. We additionally introduce a novel data pro-
cessing pipeline that reconstructs and renders human avatar
movements from dynamic camera videos. AMG is the first
method that enables multi-person diffusion video generation
with precise control over camera positions, human motions,
and background style. We also demonstrate through exten-
sive evaluation that it outperforms existing human video gen-
eration methods conditioned on pose sequences or driving
videos in terms of realism and adaptability.

Code & Dataset — https://github.com/zshyang/amg

Introduction
Recent progresses in deep generative models have signifi-
cantly advanced the progress of creative content generation,
especially media including images and videos (Blattmann
et al. 2023a). Among those advancements, generating con-
trollable and photorealistic human videos emerges as a par-
ticularly interesting and challenging task, with broad poten-
tial application in fields including VR/AR, film and game in-
dustries. Compared with general open-domain text-to-video
generation studies, human video generation is exceptionally
hard due to human bodies’ special topological restrictions,
and the high sensitivity to artifacts that can easily be per-
ceived in the output.

Current human content generation methods mainly de-
velops in two separate streams depending on whether they
are 2D or 3D in nature. The 2D methods takes advantage
of tremendous scale human media datasets and universal
pre-trained generative models. They fine-tune existing im-
age or video models on a specific human dataset, with hu-
man pose sequences (Güler, Neverova, and Kokkinos 2018;

Figure 1: Our proposed method generates realistic human
videos given a single text prompt. We enables diverse con-
trols by explicitly incorporating the rendering of a 3D human
avatar as conditional signal while fine-tuning a pre-trained
video model. We specially achieves generation with (a)
novel motion by generating control motion sequences with
various text prompts, (b) free camera viewpoints by simulat-
ing camera movements while rendering, and (c) novel scene
by describing background in the prompt.

Loper et al. 2015; Pavlakos et al. 2019) as control sig-
nals (Xu et al. 2024b; Hu et al. 2023; Zhu et al. 2024).
On the other hand, the 3D methods (Liu et al. 2023b; Liao
et al. 2024; Kolotouros et al. 2023; Huang et al. 2024; Hong
et al. 2022a; Zhang et al. 2023) start by creating animatable
human avatars with certain geometry and texture, and later
on driving them with user-specified motions. Despite the re-
markable progress, neither of these two lines of works satis-
fies the demands for precise controllability and true photo-
realism. 2D approaches struggles with full, 3D-aware con-
trollability with dynamic camera positions, detailed 3D ap-
pearance information, and group interactive motions that of-
ten involves body occlusions. Specifically, skeletal signals
like OpenPose (Hu et al. 2023; Wang et al. 2023b) struggle
with handling occlusion, while semantic signals like Dense-
Pose (Xu et al. 2024b; Karras et al. 2023) face challenges in
preserving identity. 3D approaches often emphasize comput-
ing lighting transitions between objects and scenes but lack
methods to leverage the massive amount of photorealistic
data contents. This limitation results in unnatural rendering
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or ignorance of the background, particularly in scenarios re-
quiring realistic lighting, which in turn demands high com-
putational resources.

In this paper, we propose AMG, a method that merges
merits from both 2D and 3D worlds. In particular, we intro-
duce a technique that uses controlled 3D avatar rendering as
a condition for video diffusion models. However, creating a
dataset with paired 3D animatable human avatars and photo-
realistic videos is not a trivial task, as existing datasets lack
such pairs. There are two approaches to address this chal-
lenge: either reconstruct a 3D human avatar from 2D video
datasets or first render an albedo-like video and then refine
the avatar with modern rendering techniques to achieve pho-
torealism. We choose the first approach due to the abundance
of 2D videos and the maturity of 3D human reconstruction
from 2D videos. Given a human video in training data, we
start by building an animatable 3D human avatar (Liu et al.
2023b) for identities occurring in the video with prompts
generated from Vision Language Model (VLM) (Liu et al.
2023a) describing their appearance. We then extract 3D hu-
man body movements from the same video, use the pose
sequences to drive the synthesized avatars, and simulate
cameras to render synthetic videos of the human avatars.
This synthetic rendering serves as the conditional signal
when we fine-tune a text-to-video model our human video
datasets. In particular, we employ our collected dataset of
(video, prompt, avatar rendering), add addi-
tional condition by concatenating the frame with noise in la-
tent space (Brooks, Holynski, and Efros 2023) and fine-tune
the diffusion model ModelScopeT2V (Wang et al. 2023a)
with LoRA (Hu et al. 2021).

At inference time, we take a single text prompt as input
and decompose it into human appearance and scene descrip-
tions. we synthesize the human avatar (Liu et al. 2023b)
based on the appearance description and then use off-the-
shelf multi-person motion generation models (Liang et al.
2024; Shan et al. 2024) to generate driving signals for the
avatars. The synthetic videos and scene descriptions are then
used to condition our video diffusion model. Our model de-
sign enables a high-level of controllability that combines the
strengths from both the powerful 2D pre-trained model, and
the rich 3D information of human avatars. Figure 1 visu-
alizes various applications of our method. Remarkable, our
method is the first to achieve multi-person diffusion video
generation, allowing for a high degree of controllability over
multiple unexplored aspects such as camera positions, hu-
man 3D motions, and lighting adjustments to match the de-
scribed scene.

To summarize, our contributions are as follows: (a) We
propose a training paradigm that takes advantage of both 2D
pre-trained generative models and 3D animatable avatars,
achieving high-level of realism as well as fine-grained con-
trollability for human video generation. (b) We introduce a
data collection pipeline that extracts 3D motion and cam-
era information from 2D human videos, and render corre-
sponding human avatar as conditions. We also plan to re-
lease the processed dataset. (c) We propose a video condi-
tional parameter-efficient fine-tuning method for pre-trained
text-to-video models. (d) We compare our method against

multiple baselines and verify its effectiveness, robustness,
and superiority in terms of both controllability and photore-
alism, as measured by CLIP score and motion accuracy.

Related Work
Text-to-Video Generation
The text-to-video generation task aims to synthesize plausi-
ble, text-aligned, and temporally coherent video sequences
given a prompt description. Early techniques including com-
bining RNN and GANs (Yu et al. 2022; Skorokhodov,
Tulyakov, and Elhoseiny 2021; Tulyakov et al. 2018),
and Transformer-based autoregressive models (Yang et al.
2024b; Hong et al. 2022b; Yu et al. 2023). Recent progress
in diffusion models greatly boosts the advancement in
video generation (Xing et al. 2023; He et al. 2022). Early
works like Video Diffusion Model (Ho et al. 2022b), Mod-
elScopeT2V (Wang et al. 2023a), and VideoCrafter (Chen
et al. 2023, 2024) start with the innovative idea of factor-
izing space and time to improve efficiency, and thus allow
models to build upon existing Text-to-Image model. Video
LDM (Blattmann et al. 2023b) and EMU video (Girdhar
et al. 2024) learns to augment pre-trained U-Net structure
image generation model with temporal layer and 3D con-
volution, and jointly train with videos and images. Imagen-
Video (Ho et al. 2022a) learns a series of cascaded video dif-
fusion models that starts with initial short and low-resolution
video, and then extending to long high-resolution ones with
spatial and temporal upsampling. More recent work explores
the creative idea of replacing the U-Net structure with Trans-
former architecture (Gupta et al. 2023; Ma et al. 2024),
inspired by the promising Text-to-Image generative results
from DiT (Peebles and Xie 2022). Our work is built upon
ModelScopeT2V (Wang et al. 2023a), and it can be seam-
lessly transferred to other Text-to-Video models.

Controllable Video Generation
Controllable video generation tasks leverages guidance from
content control signals other than text. Example control
modalities include semantic story layout (Gong et al. 2023;
Long et al. 2024), sketches (Gal et al. 2023), optical
flow (Yang et al. 2023; Hu and Xu 2023), and camera
movements (Xu et al. 2024a; Yang et al. 2024a; He et al.
2024). (Guo et al. 2023) combines various control types
above to train a universal control video generation model.
One line of controllable video generation work studies the
motion in a video. DragNUWA (Yin et al. 2023) enables
high-level control with text, image and user-defined trajec-
tory to control both object movements and camera path.
Generative Image Dynamics (Li et al. 2024) models scene
motion from a collection of motion trajectories extracted
from real video sequences. DMT (Yatim et al. 2024) tackles
the video translation task, using a pre-trained text-to-video
diffusion model to transform video scenes according to text
prompts while preserving the original motion. AnimateAny-
thing (Dai et al. 2023) animates a reference image by des-
ignating an area of motion within a 2D image. (Wang et al.
2024) enables fine-grained motion control with user-input
bounding box and trajectories.



Figure 2: Our method consists of two stages: training data generation and video-conditional finetuning. In the left column,
we visualize key steps in our data generation pipeline. We begin by (a) detecting and reconstructing SMPL using TRACE;
then (b) using LLaVA to generate textual descriptions that capture both the subjects’ appearance and their interaction with
the environment; and finally (c) rendering an avatar video using HumanGaussian, based on motion and camera from (a) and
appearance from (b). In the right column, we illustrate how the synthetic human avatar video is used to condition the fine-tuning
process by leveraging the input video condition and LoRA.

Human Video Generation
As the study of general object and scene motion grows, a
specific subset of controllable human motion-conditioned
video generation also evolves simultaneously. Human video
generation is in nature hard, especially due to specific body
topology and audiences’ high level of awareness to even
the smallest artifact. Existing method utilizes motion guid-
ance to improve video faithfulness, signals including Open-
Pose skeletons (Hu et al. 2023; Wang et al. 2023b), Dense-
Pose (Xu et al. 2024b; Karras et al. 2023), SMPL (Zhu et al.
2024), or simply a driving video (Yatim et al. 2024). It still
remains challenging to generate videos that allow for de-
tailed 3D control of human body movements and appear-
ance. Our method instead takes explicit 3D human avatar
rendering as the control signal for video diffusion models,
thus achieving finer level of controllability, and also enables
multi-person interactive video generation.
Human Avatar Generation from Text
Realistic 3D human generation from text prompts is an
emerging and challenging task. Current research mainly fo-
cuses on two aspects to address this challenge: underly-
ing 3D representations and supervisions to optimize them.
The 3D representations can be based on either 2D man-
ifolds (such as SMPL (Loper et al. 2015) and SMPL-
X (Pavlakos et al. 2019)), or 3D volumetric fields (such
as NeuS (Wang et al. 2021), imGHUM (Alldieck, Xu, and
Sminchisescu 2021), and 3D Gaussian Splatting (Kerbl et al.

2023)). Supervisions are categorized into diffusion model-
guided approaches (also known as Score Distillation Sam-
pling (Poole et al. 2022)), which are trained on various con-
ditions (DensePose (Güler, Neverova, and Kokkinos 2018),
normal maps, and depth maps), and non-diffusion-guided
approaches (CLIP (Radford et al. 2021)). The combina-
tion of these two aspects leads to the development of mul-
tiple methods, including AvatarCLIP (Hong et al. 2022a),
DreamHuman (Kolotouros et al. 2023), AvatarVerse (Zhang
et al. 2023), TADA (Liao et al. 2024), HumanNorm (Huang
et al. 2024), and HumanGaussian (Liu et al. 2023b). Despite
the rapid growth in 3D human quality, none of the existing
approaches achieve photo-realistic quality, especially when
rendering with various camera poses, user-given motion se-
quences and backgrounds. Our method enables control over
video generation using human avatars while also enhancing
avatar rendering quality.

Method
Preliminaries
Text-to-Video Diffusion Models are designed to transform
textual input into a video data distribution using a re-
verse diffusion process (Ho, Jain, and Abbeel 2020; Sohl-
Dickstein et al. 2015). These models typically operate in a
latent space to efficiently manage the complexity of video
data (Rombach et al. 2022). During pre-training, a video
sample x is encoded by a pre-trained encoder E (Esser,



Rombach, and Ommer 2021) to obtain its latent represen-
tation z ∈ Rf×h×w×4. In the forward diffusion process,
random noise ϵ is added to z according to a pre-defined
noise schedule {βt}Tt=1. This process is represented as zt =√
ᾱtz +

√
1− ᾱtϵ, where ϵ ∼ N (0, 1) represents Gaus-

sian noise with the same dimensions as z, ᾱt =
∏t

s=1 αs,
and αt = 1 − βt. A UNet (Ronneberger, Fischer, and Brox
2015; Çiçek et al. 2016) model, denoted as ϵθ, is employed
to denoise zt, enabling video generation through the reverse
diffusion process, conditioned on the video caption c. The
optimization is guided by the following reweighted varia-
tional bound (Ho, Jain, and Abbeel 2020):

L(θ) = Ez,c,ϵ,t

[∥∥ϵ− ϵθ
(√
ᾱtz +

√
1− ᾱtϵ, c, t

)∥∥2
2

]
(1)

For video generation during inference, the DDIM sampling
method (Song, Meng, and Ermon 2020) is utilized to pro-
duce video outputs.
Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) finetuning (Hu et al. 2021) is
an approach that reduces memory requirements by introduc-
ing a small set of trainable parameters, commonly referred
to as adapters, while keeping the full model frozen. Dur-
ing stochastic gradient descent, the gradients are propagated
through the fixed pretrained model weights to update only
the adapters. LoRA achieves this by augmenting a linear
projection with an additional factorized projection. Specif-
ically, given a projection XW = Y where X ∈ Rb×h and
W ∈ Rh×o, LoRA modifies the projection as follows:

Y = XW + sXL1L2, (2)

where L1 ∈ Rh×r, L2 ∈ Rr×o, and s is a scalar.
Creating an Avatar-Motion Video Dataset
We aim to create a dataset {(V, ys, Va)}, where V repre-
sents a real human video clip, ys is a textual description of
the video scene, and Va is a video composed of frames Ia
that are rendered using synthetic, articulated avatars. These
avatars are driven by the motion detected from V .
Extract SMPL poses. We begin by utilizing TRACE (Sun
et al. 2023) to locate, track and extract the SMPL (Loper
et al. 2015) parameters of human bodies in V . TRACE pro-
cesses V and generates the SMPL body pose parameters
θ ∈ R24×6 as well as global camera parameters.
Generate appearance prompts. To generate the caption ya
that describes the appearance of the human in V for creat-
ing 3D human avatars, we begin by manually selecting a key
frame from V that clearly exhibits the full body appearance
of the characters. We compute a 2D bounding box based on
the bounding box of the generated mesh M , which is de-
rived from the SMPL parameters θ. This bounding box is
then overlaid onto the original image I , producing the im-
age Ib. Next, we ask LLaVA (Liu et al. 2023a) to describe
the appearance of the character by posing the question Qa:
”How would you describe the appearance of the person in
the bounding box?”. The output from LLaVA ya, is used as
the descriptive prompt. Refer to the left most column of Fig-
ure 2 for a visual illustration of this pipeline.
Animate 3DGS. We use ya as the prompt for HumanGaus-
sian (Liu et al. 2023b), a method that leverages a pretrained

Figure 3: Video with explicit camera movement control. The
left column shows a zoom-in sequence, and the right column
shows a zoom-out sequence. Each column pairs the input
rendered avatar video on the left with the generated video
from our method on the right.

2D model to extract information for training a textured A-
posed articulated 3DGS gϕ. We animate the synthesized Hu-
manGaussian avatar gϕ with the SMPL parameters θ ex-
tracted by TRACE to generate a sequence of 3D avatar
movements that takes both appearance and motion into con-
sideration. Then we render this 3D sequence into 2D videos
by simulating cameras following the parameters estimated
by TRACE along with the SMPL poses. We denote the ren-
dered image with black background Ia = gϕ(θ).
Generate scene prompts. The final step is to generate the
caption ys that describes the scene in V . We use the mid-
dle frame of V as input to LLaVA, posing the question Qs:
”How does the scene look? How do the humans in the scene
interact with each other and the environment? What is the at-
mosphere of the image?”. The output ys from LLaVA serves
as the scene description.

In summary, our data processing module takes a real video
V with multiple interactive people as input, and outputs a
synthetic video Va, where the realistic human motions are
transformed into avatars rendering, along with the scene de-
scription ys. The off-the-shelf modules we used, including
TRACE (video-to-motion), LLaVA (vision-language QA),
and HumanGaussian (text-to-3D avatar) can be replaced by
any advanced pre-trained methods with similar functional-
ity, demonstrating the flexibility of the approach. More data
processing details are in the Appendix.
Model Video Conditional Tuning
We train a text and video-conditioned diffusion model,
which leverages LoRA to generate video from Va and ys.



Figure 4: Video with user-defined human motion control. Given an action prompt, we start with animating the pre-generated
human avatar by motions generated from the text. We render the motions for a specific camera angle (left columns in each pair),
and feed that as a condition to our video model to generate photorealistic human videos. Our model is able to generate videos
of various novel activities that are out of distribution of the original training data.

Our model is built upon ModelScopeT2V (Wang et al.
2023a), a large-scale text-to-video latent diffusion model.

Compared to the text-to-video objective in Eq. 1, we in-
troduce an additional condition, za = E(Va), into the model.
The corresponding latent diffusion objective is as follows:

L(θ) = Ez,ys,za,ϵ,t

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ (zt, ys, za, t)∥22

]
(3)

Previous works including PITI (Wang et al. 2022) and In-
structPix2Pix (Brooks, Holynski, and Efros 2023) demon-
strate that fine-tuning large image diffusion models often
outperforms training a model from scratch for image transla-
tion tasks, particularly when paired training data is limited.
Consequently, we initialize the weights of our model using
a pretrained ModelScopeT2V (Wang et al. 2023a) check-

point, leveraging its extensive text-to-video generation ca-
pabilities for the non-LoRA components, which are subse-
quently frozen. For the LoRA components, L1 is initialized
randomly, while L2 is initialized with zeros.

To enable video conditioning, we double the size of the in-
put channels to the first convolutional layer. For each frame,
we concatenate the noise latent zt and the additional con-
dition frame E(Va) on the channel dimension, and pass it
through the enlarged first layer. For text-conditioning, we
reuse the original cross-attention conditioning mechanism,
which injects the CLIP embedding of caption into the mod-
ule through cross-attention transformers.

All accessible weights of the diffusion model are ini-
tialized from the pretrained ModelScopeT2V checkpoints,



whereas the weights corresponding to the newly added in-
put channels are initialized to zero. Specifically, we freeze
the CLIP embedder for text condition.
Inference
At inference time, we first use a textual description to syn-
thesize two-person interactive motions in SMPL (Loper
et al. 2015) format with InterGen (Liang et al. 2024). We
then generate HumanGaussian (Liu et al. 2023b) avatars fol-
lowing the appearance prompts, drive them with the synthe-
sized motions, and control the camera to render frames of
detailed movements. Finally, we condition our text-to-video
model with the rendered motion frames to generate photo-
realistic human videos that follow both the appearance and
movements of the avatar.

Results
Dataset Preparation and Implementation Details
We collect our film video dataset which contains 6,771
frames, recorded at 24 frames per second (FPS). We filter
out clips where the subject is occasionally lost or absent due
to TRACE’s tracking issues, and reduce the dataset to 5,788
valid clips, with a downsampled FPS of 8. We use the first
5,500 clips for training, keeping and the rest for testing the
performance of our method and baseline models. Further de-
tails can be found in the Appendix.

For our experiments, we set the LoRA rank to 4 and kept
both the spatial and temporal gradient weights at 1. We adopt
the publicly available text-to-video diffusion model Mod-
elScopeT2V as the base model. ModelScopeT2V is pre-
trained on WebVid10M (Bain et al. 2021) with 1000 DDIM
steps and is capable of generating videos at a resolution of
16×256×256. We performed a 20-step DDIM inference, in-
corporating classifier-free guidance (Ho and Salimans 2022)
by default. Experiments were conducted on 8 NVIDIA A100
GPUs, with a batch size of 8 and a learning rate of 1×10−6.
To balance cost and performance, we fine-tuned AMG with
default parameters for 60k steps, unless otherwise specified.
For the reasoning behind using 60k steps, the Appendix pro-
vides a detailed explanation.
Qualitative Evaluation
Motion Modification. Our model can generalize to novel,
out-of-domain (OOD) motions that never appear in the train-
ing data, and generate corresponding videos.

In Fig. 4, we present examples of various OOD ac-
tions, including boxing, fencing, Latin dance, and jump-
ing. Thanks to the power of the off-the-shelf text-to-motion
model, we are able to generate interactive human motions
used to drive the avatar, and condition the video model on
the rendered videos. First, the model accurately captures the
motion locations. Additionally, the model successfully fol-
lows the input conditions, reflecting detailed motions that
are often difficult to describe in text prompts but can be repli-
cated by graphic artists. Notably, the model captures sub-
tle details effectively. For instance, in the fencing example,
the squatting motion is accurately reflected in the generated
video. In the Latin dance example, the model demonstrates a
strong understanding of complex depth exchanges, produc-
ing high-quality video outputs. We attribute this capability

Figure 5: Video with background changes. First column’s
left upper corner presents the same character avatar ren-
dering, and the rest shows the result video with different
prompts describing the scene.

to the presence of dance-related data in the training data.
For additional analysis, please refer to the Appendix.
Camera Movement. In addition to human motion, camera
movement plays a critical role in the dynamics of 3D
scenes. While it is often ignored by general 2D generative
model without fine-tuning on annotated datasets, our pro-
posed pipeline is able to fully control the camera trajectory
when rendering 3D human avatars. This gives us the free-
dom to manage camera movement in 3D space. In Fig. 3,
we present video generated under two camera movement
scenarios: zooming in and zooming out. The results indi-
cate that the generated video can faithfully follow the user-
specified camera movements while simultaneously captur-
ing the avatars’ motions. Additionally, non-human objects
in the generated video, such as the stone bench, also accu-
rately respond to the camera movements, demonstrating that
camera dynamics priors are preserved from the pre-trained
model. For more examples, please refer to the Appendix.
Background Modification. After the LoRA-based fine-
tuning stage, our model still preserves the general knowl-
edge from the pre-trained model and can achieves effects of
background modification following changes in prompts.

As shown in Fig. 5, we keep the human avatars while
changing the scene prompt for video generation. Our results
indicate that the model successfully preserves the identity
features, such as the appearance and gender of the input,
while effectively generalizing to different backgrounds. The
generated video also maintains the consistent human loca-
tions and movements with the input avatar rendering.



Figure 6: Visual comparison with baselines. Note that DMT is unable to generate background or character appearance following
the prompt. MagicAnimate takes the first ground-truth frame as reference, but still messes up the identities when there are more
than one subjects with interactive motions.

Notably, when the background is switched to a beach
setting, the model adapts the clothing, changing the shoes
and shorts accordingly. It is additionally able to seamlessly
modify the lighting and color tone for generated human to
harmonize with the background scene. Such realism vali-
dates that our model not only takes advantage of rich 3D-
aware condition, but enjoys the strong 2D prior from the
pre-trained model retained by LoRA.
Baselines
We compare our method with two representative categories
of current works: those directly using video as a guidance
for motion signal, and those using human motion sequences
as intermediate control signals. For the former category,
we compare with a representative work DMT (Yatim et al.
2024) , a training-free model that takes in a video and a tex-
tual prompt to achieve the effect of text-driven motion trans-
fer. We use our rendered HumanGaussian outputs Va as the
video input to control motion, and the textual prompt to con-
trol the video “style”. We follow the steps in DMT, including
DDIM inversion and SMM optimization sampling. For the
latter category, we compare with a pioneering work on hu-
man video generation controlled by a reference frame and
a pose sequence, namely MagicAnimate (Xu et al. 2024b).
We extract pose sequences from the ground-truth video, and
use the first real video frame as reference frames. Note that
this evaluation setting is strictly in favor of those baselines,
because our method doesn’t reply on a ground-truth refer-
ence frame nor groundtruth pose sequences. Everything is
generated on the fly instead.

The results in Fig. 6 suggest that DMT heavily relies on

the provided prompt. It keeps the major semantic layout, but
cannot generate high-quality video with background aligned
with the scene prompt. DMT also struggles with the pre-
cise positioning of avatars. In the left column, the scale
of the generated human figures is not proportional to the
input scale. On the right, although the scale is preserved,
the relative positions of the white t-shirt and yellow skirt
are switched. This suggests that DMT does not effectively
utilize input information such as color and avatar layout.
In contrast, our method leverages pre-trained text-to-video
models, maximizing their potential. MagicAnimate is able
to generate reasonable human videos, but cannot identify the
two different identities especially when there is some occlu-
sion in the middle. As seen in rows 2, 3, and 4, it switches the
identities after the man’s body is fully occluded. This ran-
domness arises because the method, relying only on seman-
tic signals, fails to maintain consistent identities in overlap-
ping frames. Our method, however, maintains identity con-
sistency by directly rendering the corresponding avatars.

The remaining results are in the Appendix.
Quantitative Evaluation
In Tab. 1, we evaluate our method using the CLIP text simi-
larity score and the motion fidelity score, comparing it with
other methods. The CLIP score is calculated by measur-
ing the similarity between each frame and the correspond-
ing caption of the clip, with the final score being the av-
erage across all frames. The motion fidelity score is deter-
mined by evaluating the similarity of tracklets between two
videos. The formal definitions of the two metrics are in the
Appendix.



Method CLIP Score ↑ Motion Score ↑
Ground Truth 34.43 99.88

DMT 32.51 56.31
MagicAnimate 33.23 26.53
Ours 33.59 69.88

Table 1: Quantitative evaluation. Our method achieves the
best performance among the methods.

For our evaluation, we select five clips from the withheld
test data, each consisting of 16 frames and an FPS of 8, from
a total of 288 test clips. Among all the methods, our ap-
proach achieves the best overall performance.

MagicAnimate incorporates the background into the gen-
eration process, which contributes to a relatively higher sim-
ilarity score. In contrast, DMT, which only takes rendered
avatars on a black background, is not able to generate the
exact scene but produces more accurate motion, resulting
in a higher motion fidelity and a lower CLIP similarity
score. Our method effectively generates backgrounds that
are aligned with the text, even if they are not identical to the
ground truth, and it produces motion that closely matches
the ground truth.

Conclusion
In this work, we propose a novel method to generate hu-
man videos following specific appearance and movements.
We fine-tune a pre-trained text-to-video diffusion model by
conditioning on human avatar movement frames. Our results
show superior performance on two-person human video
generation than baseline methods. We also demonstrate di-
verse applications in video generation, generating various
backgrounds, novel motions, and free camera poses.
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Figure 7: Common Reconstruction Errors in TRACE.
From panel (a) to (l), we display some common errors ob-
served in the output of TRACE (Sun et al. 2023). The up-
per row in each panel shows the input frame, while the
lower row presents the output rendered by projecting the
SMPL (Loper et al. 2015) mesh back onto the image plane.
The error regions are highlighted with pink boxes in the up-
per row. The corresponding regions in the lower row are not
marked for clarity. The numbers on the mesh represent iden-
tity numbers generated by TRACE.
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More Data Processing Details
We selected a well-known clip from the film La La Land.
This clip has a duration of 4 minutes and 42 seconds. The



Figure 8: Jumping Results Sampled from ModelScope.
We present four samples generated by ModelScope (Wang
et al. 2023a). The corresponding prompt used in Mod-
elScope is shown in the pink box. Each sampled video has
a resolution of 256 by 256 pixels and a length of 16 frames.
We display six evenly distributed frames from the sampled
videos.

URL for the clip is provided here1. The downloaded resolu-
tion of the clip is 1280 × 720.

Preliminaries
SMPL-X (Pavlakos et al. 2019) is a comprehensive 3D para-
metric human model that defines the shape topology of the
body, hands, and face. The model consists of 10,475 vertices
and 54 keypoints. By leveraging pose parameters θ (which
includes body pose θb, jaw pose θf , and finger pose θh),
shape parameters β, and expression parameters ψ, the 3D
SMPL-X human model M(β, θ, ψ) can be expressed as:

T (β, θ, ψ) = T̄ +Bs(β) +Bp(θ) +Be(ψ), (4)

M(β, θ, ψ) = LBS(T (β, θ, ψ), J(β), θ,W), (5)

where T̄ denotes the mean template shape; Bs, Bp, and Be

represent the blend shape functions corresponding to shape,
pose, and expression, respectively; T (β, θ, ψ) is the non-
rigid deformation of T̄ ; and LBS(·) is the linear blend skin-
ning function (Lewis, Cordner, and Fong 2023) that maps
T (β, θ, ψ) to the target pose θ, using the skeleton joints J(β)
and the blend weights W associated with each vertex.

TRACE Results
Even though TRACE (Sun et al. 2023) is renowned for ro-
bust human trajectory reconstruction, we observed several
issues in its application, particularly when used in real-world
scenarios. In Fig. 7, we highlight some common mistakes
encountered with TRACE in the wild.

As shown in panels (a) and (e), the tracking often fails un-
der certain conditions. The first issue arises from TRACE’s

1https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LM0 hstiMLw&t=5s

Figure 9: Different Total Camera Rotation Angle in Gen-
erated Video. We display three different total camera rota-
tion angles: 60, 180, and 360 degrees. By ”total angle,” we
refer to the degree of rotation between the first frame and the
last frame.

insufficient handling of partial body tracking. The second is-
sue occurs frequently in the presence of occlusions. In panel
(b), the reconstructed right arm appears well-posed but mis-
aligned with the actual position of the actress when pro-
jected back onto the image. In panel (c), the model strug-
gles with depth perception, making it difficult to accurately
distinguish the front and back positions of the left and right
legs. In panel (d), the man is carrying a blazer on his left
forearm, but the algorithm fails to recognize this, leading to
incorrect localization of the forearm.

Panels (f) and (g) show instances where the actress’s arms
are positioned behind her back, yet the algorithm incorrectly
places the arms in front. In panel (h), a noticeable head-
twisting action is inaccurately represented, likely due to the
limitations of the SMPL model, which constrains neck ro-
tation. Panels (i) and (j) illustrate errors in body orienta-
tion, potentially due to the algorithm’s disregard for tempo-
ral information. In panel (k), the algorithm fails to accurately
locate overlapping legs, possibly due to limitations in the
SMPL model. Finally, in panel (l), a quick high-kick action
by the actress is not properly recognized by the algorithm.
Although such actions occur at a lower frequency, they can-
not be overlooked, especially given the importance of action
films in the film industry.

We hope these observations will stimulate further ad-
vancements in human trajectory reconstruction within our
community. A more detailed analysis of how these issues
affect the generated results are provided in later sections.

Prompt Used in HumanGaussian
The input prompts used in HumanGaussian are as follows:
A woman wearing a bright yellow

dress, which stands out against the
darker background. She is walking with
a relaxed posture, and her dress is
sleeveless, flowing just above her



Figure 10: The visualization illustrates the evolution of the model’s behavior as training iterations increase. The left section
displays the evaluation of the model’s performance: the top row presents the results on the hold-out test data, while the bottom
row shows the results when the background prompt is altered. The right section contains the input avatar video frame and the
corresponding video frame from the dataset.

knees.
A man wearing a white dress shirt

and dark pants, suggesting a formal or
semi-formal appearance.

Converting TRACE to HumanGaussian
The output from TRACE (Sun et al. 2023) is provided
in SMPL (Loper et al. 2015) format, whereas the A-pose
template in HumanGaussian (Liu et al. 2023b) utilizes the
SMPL-X (Pavlakos et al. 2019) format. To align these for-
mats, we convert the SMPL A-pose to the SMPL-X A-pose
using the conversion tools available in the SMPL-X reposi-
tory.2 Once trained, HumanGaussian can be driven by skele-
tal motion from any source that shares the same manifold,
even if the topologies differ. Consequently, this allows the
output from TRACE to effectively drive the HumanGaus-
sian model.

More Results
More Qualitative Analysis
It is worth noting that in some cases, such as with the jump-
ing motion, the avatar raises its hands while jumping, but
this hand-raising action is not accurately replicated in the
generated video. There are two possible explanations for this
discrepancy. First, most of the jumping actions in the train-
ing data may have been captured without the hand-raising
component, leading the model to associate jumping primar-
ily with non-hand-raising motions. Second, the model may
not focus as effectively on arm details, as arms are typically
thinner and less prominent compared to the body and legs.

2https://github.com/vchoutas/smplx/blob/main/transfer model/
README.md

To further investigate the first reason, we sampled ad-
ditional jumping videos from ModelScope (Wang et al.
2023a), as shown in Fig. 8. These results indicate that the
generated videos predominantly focus on the lower body
during the jumping motion. Even when we included prompt
phrases like "full body" in the input, the resulting
videos still failed to depict the avatar with raised arms dur-
ing the jump. Moreover, when we explicitly prompted the
model with "jumping with arms raised", the gen-
erated videos continued to emphasize the lower body, partic-
ularly the legs and feet. This suggests that the model strug-
gles to accurately interpret and generate specific details re-
lated to certain actions, such as "jumping with arms
raised", indicating a limitation in its understanding of
such concepts. Additionally, the model also struggles with
accurately controlling the number of people in the gener-
ated video, an issue that our proposed method effectively
addresses.

Camera Movement
In Fig. 9, we demonstrate the effects of increased camera
movement. It is important to note that while the movement
in the generated video corresponds to the input condition,
the outcome is not fully as desired. The avatar video is pro-
duced by rotating the camera around the avatar; however, the
generated video interprets camera motion as human body
motion while keeping the background static.

This discrepancy suggests a potential future direction: en-
abling the network to comprehend and accurately represent
camera movement in the output. One possible solution is to
expose the network to the motion of the world floor, allowing
it to implicitly learn camera movement. This would enable
the input condition to fully control the camera’s motion in
the generated video.



Figure 11: More Baseline Comparison Results.

Baseline

In Fig. 11, Fig. 12, and Fig. 13, we present additional
baseline results for the remaining three test cases. The re-
sults indicate that our method consistently produces higher-
quality generated videos. In contrast, MagicAnimate (Xu
et al. 2024b) exhibits issues, particularly in generating red
regions. We believe this problem arises due to the input
condition, where the region is too dark, leading to numer-
ical issues. Since MagicAnimate is primarily trained on
datasets with light backgrounds, its performance deterio-
rates in darker regions.

Iterative Performance and Generalization

In Fig. 10, we present the model’s performance on the test
data across different training iterations. To evaluate the gen-
eralizability of the model, we also modify the background
prompt to observe its performance under varying condi-
tions. In the early stages of training, the model struggles
to accurately follow the input motion condition. However,
as training progresses, the model improves in aligning with
the input motion. Conversely, as the number of iterations
increases, the model faces the risk of gradually forgetting
previously learned knowledge, which may hinder its gener-
alization ability. In our experiments, we selected the model
at iteration 60,000 for evaluation, as it represents a trade-off
between accurate motion following and generalization.

Figure 12: More Baseline Comparison Results.

Metrics
CLIP text similarity computes

100 ∗ t · i
∥t∥∥i∥

where t is the embedding vector for the text, i is the em-
bedding vector for the image, t · i is the dot product of the
two vectors, ∥t∥ and ∥i∥ are the magnitudes (or Euclidean
norms) of the text and image embedding vectors, respec-
tively.
Motion Fidelity Score is introduced in (Yatim et al. 2024)
as a metric to evaluate the similarity between tracklets
in input and output videos using an off-the-shelf tracking
method (Karaev et al. 2023). To estimate the sets of track-
lets T = {τ1, . . . , τn} from the input video and T̃ =
{τ̃1, . . . , τ̃m} from the output video. Motion Fidelity Score
is inspired by the Chamfer distance. This score is calculated
by measuring the similarity between each tracklet in T and
its nearest neighbor in T̃ , and vice versa:

1

m

∑
τ̃∈T̃

max
τ∈T

corr(τ, τ̃) +
1

n

∑
τ∈T

max
τ̃∈T̃

corr(τ, τ̃) (5)

The correlation between two tracklets, corr(τ, τ̃), is com-
puted as:

corr(τ, τ̃) =
1

F

F∑
k=1

vxk · ṽxk + vyk · ṽyk√
(vxk)

2 + (vyk)
2 ·

√
(ṽxk)

2 + (ṽyk)
2



Figure 13: More Baseline Comparison Results.

where (vxk , v
y
k) and (ṽxk , ṽ

y
k) represent the kth frame dis-

placements of tracklets τ and τ̃ , respectively.


